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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. My name is Tim Rose. The details of my qualifications and experience are included in my main 

proof of evidence dated 9 June 2026.  

1.2. In this rebuttal proof of evidence, the defined terms in my proof of evidence apply unless 

specified otherwise.  

1.3. This rebuttal evidence is prepared on behalf of the Council and produced in support of an 

application under section 247 of the TCPA 1990 to stop up highway in the Borough of Test 

Valley in relation to planning permission reference 25/01047/FULLN.    

1.4. Reference to CD/[x] are to documents in the Core Documents. 

Declaration 

1.5. The evidence which I have prepared and provide in this proof of evidence is true and I confirm 

that the opinions expressed are my true and professional opinions.  

2. SCOPE OF EVIDENCE 

2.1. This rebuttal proof of evidence should be read in conjunction with my proof of evidence dated 

9 June 2026 (CD/11.21), along with the Statement of Case dated 29th May 2026 (CD/9.01) and 

the proofs of evidence of David Jowsey (Local Highway Authority) (CD/11.22), Fay Smiles 

(Planning) (CD/11.24), and Phil Brady (Transport) (CD/11.01) dated 9 June 2026 and the 

rebuttals proofs of evidence of Ross Rawlings (Road Safety), Phil Brady (Transport) dated 16 

June 2026 and Fay Smiles (Planning) dated 16 June 2026. 

2.2. The purpose of my rebuttal proof of evidence is to respond to additional issues raised by the 

objectors to the SUO Application in proofs of evidence received. My rebuttal proof of evidence 

is not intended to be an exhaustive response on all matters and deals only with certain points 

where it is considered appropriate or helpful to respond in writing at this stage. Where a specific 

point has not been dealt with, this does not mean that these points are accepted, and they may 

be addressed further at the Inquiry. 

3. KALACO REPORT 

3.1. Adrian Truss submitted a proof of evidence on 7 June 2026 (CD/12.01), a supplemental proof 

of evidence on 8 June 2026 (CD/12.02) with an accompanying technical assessment from 

Charles and Associates (CD/12.04). A technical report from Kalaco Environmental Consulting 

(the “Kalaco Report”) was submitted to the Council by Adrian Truss on 5 June 2026 (CD/12.08).  

3.2. Section 3 of the Kalaco Report addresses the qualifications of those who prepared the MEC 

Air Quality Assessment (CD/5.1.08). While not affiliated with the Institute of Air Quality 

Management (IAQM), the author and first reviewer of the Air Quality Assessment have an 

extensive 23+ years of combined experience in the assessment and evaluation of road traffic 

pollutants on both human and ecological receptors, providing technical reports and 

environmental chapters for residential and commercial developments, regeneration projects, 

designated sites and more. 

3.3. Section 5 of the Kalaco Report discusses the guidance applicable for air quality reviews and 

section 6 discusses the guidance applicable for dispersion modelling. The Air Quality 

Assessment was undertaken in accordance with current UK air quality policy and criteria (see 

Para 4.12 of Tim Rose Proof of Evidence) using appropriate modelling software (ADMS-

Roads), which is widely employed by both local authorities and air quality practitioners, This 

methodology is used on most planning applications whereby local policy relates back to the 

relevant National Policy.  

3.4. The modelling methodology is in line with the recommendations from the developer of ADMS-

Roads; Cambridge Environmental Research Consultants (CERC), incorporating the most 

relevant published monitoring data, appropriate road alignments and building heights including 






