Frodsham Neighbourhood Plan:

Introduction:
The three proposed development options by Cheshire West all involve extensive housebuilding in and around Helsby and Frodsham. These two distinct yet neighbouring communities are surrounded by protected countryside and Green Belt, valued for their qualities such as environment, wildlife, and unique character. The building of thousands of homes here would breach national planning rules, cause permanent environmental damage, overload essential infrastructure, and permanently alter the landscape. This objection outlined below sets out the case against the development. This objection is backed by local policy, national law and public evidence. 
1. Green Belt Policy and National Planning Framework:
The Green Belt surrounding both Helsby and Frodsham exists to prevent urban sprawl and to protect the countryside. Cheshire West’s Local Plan confirms that 42% of the borough is Green Belt and indicates that development should only take place here if it ‘requires a rural location’. The proposed development does not meet this criterion. Additionally, The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) only allows Green Belt development in ‘exceptional circumstances’ and these have only been approved in Chester, not Helsby or Frodsham. This information is clearly outlined in the council’s own documents. [See Local Plan Part One] (https://cheshirewestandchester.objective.co.uk/portal/cwc_ldf/cwc_lp/localplanexamination/examination?pointId=138727796825).

2. Local Neighbourhood Strategy and Sustainability:
Frodsham’s Neighbourhood Plan, approved through local consultation, proves that the town is able to meet its housing need of approximately around 250 homes by 2030 without the requirement to touch the Green Belt. The residents were clear throughout this consultation; they want protection of countryside, views, and town identity. The plan also highlights the value and necessity of preserving open fields and green corridors. [See Frodsham Neighbourhood Plan] (https://frodsham.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/FNP-Referendum-version-comp.pdf). 

3. Wildlife, Ecology and Landscape Damage:
Helsby and Frodsham both border significant local landscape sites and are within close proximity to a nationally important ecological area,  Ince Marshes. The Local Plan Part Two (Policies DM2, DM46-50) sets out strict protections for these sites. Development here would fragment habitats, disturb protected species and breach legal commitments to maintain biodiversity [See Helsby Neighbourhood Plan] (https://helsbyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/sites/116/2024/10/Helsby-Neighbourhood-Plan-made.pdf).

4. Infrastructure and Overload Risk:
At present, the area’s roads, schools and GP surgeries are stretched. Building another 1,500 to 3,000 homes would render these services far beyond functioning capacity , leaving GP services and schools at breaking point. There is no confirmed Infrastructure Delivery Plan to remedy this. Local plans are required to set development only where there is infrastructure to support it. This isn’t happening. [See Local Plan FAQs] (https://cuddingtonandsandiway.org/CWaC/2507_Local%20Plans%20Issues%20and%20options%20FAQs.pdf).

5. Transport and Settlement Identity:
The proposed plan outlined in Option C pushes for housing along rail corridors. Helsby and Frodsham both have train stations, but this doesn’t mean they can take massive growth. Transport infrastructure is limited, and no upgrades are planned. There is certainly no guarantee that increased housing would lead to increased use of rail services. The roads in place are not capable of the increased traffic volumes which would arise from the development of houses at this scale. Additionally, these distinct towns are at risk of forming continuous urban sprawl. [See Local Plan Consultation] (https://cheshirewestandcheshire.objective.co.uk/portal/cwc_ldf/lp2025/new_local_plan_2025?pointld=s7446409945409).

6. Historic Character and Community Value:
Frodsham’s market town character, local green space and visual views of the Mersey estuary are a huge part of its distinct identity and are the reason why people live here. Separately, Helsby has historic walking routes and a strong rural identity. Both distinct places have distinct communities. Building thousands of homes here undermines the setting and identity of the distinct communities as well as the well-being of residents. These aren’t just gaps on a map – they are living, valued landscapes. 
Consequences if Development is Allowed:
If these development options are approved, Helsby and Frodsham will lose their identity and purpose as distinct, semi-rural towns. They will be subsumed into ribbon development, with road congestion due to insufficient infrastructure, overstretched GP services, increased flooding risk and loss of wildlife. This isn’t speculation. This is what happens when national law, local planning policy, local people and ecology are ignored. Once the land is gone, its gone. 
Summary:
The Green Belt exists for a reason. These proposals are off-policy and dangerous to the long-term quality of life in Helsby and Frodsham. No exceptional circumstances have been proven. The infrastructure can not support the proposal. The law does not support the proposal. The community does not want it. The consequences are irreversible. This cannot go ahead. 
Policy References and Sources:
· Cheshire West and Chester Local Plan Part One: https://cheshirewestandshester.objective.co.uk/portal/cwc_ldf/cwc_lp/localplanexamination/examination?pointId=1387277962825 
· Frodsham Neighbourhood Plan: https://frodsham.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2024/09/FNP-Referendum-version-comp.pdf
· Helsby Neighbourhood Plan: https://www.helsbyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/sites/116/2024/10/Helsby-Neighbourhood-Plan-made.pdf
· Local Plan Issues and Options FAQs: https://cuddingtonandsandiwayonline.org/CWaC2507_Local%20Plans%20Issues%2-and%20Options%20FAQs.pdf
· Local Plan 2025 Consultation: https://cheshirewestandchester.objective.co.uk/portal/cwc_lpointId=s17446409945409
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