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Introduction
1.1 The process of preparing a Neighbourhood Plan for Cricklade is currently underway and one
of the key components of the process is the requirement that the Plan reflects the views of the
local community.
1.2 This Consultation Statement details the various stages of public consultation, including the
Regulation 14 “Pre-Submission” consultation. It will form a part of the package of documents
that are required to be submitted to Wiltshire Council as the next stage in the formal
process of plan preparation.
1.3 The Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012, Part 5, Section 15(2) requires that such a
Consultation Statement should:
a) contain details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed plan
b) explain how they were consulted
c) summarise the main issues and concerns raised by the people consulted
d) describe how these issues and concerns have been considered, and where relevant,
addressed in the proposed plan
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Background
2.1 Cricklade Town Council are the designated authority able to prepare a Neighbourhood Plan in the
parish of Cricklade. On 28th February 2013 Cricklade parish became a designated neighbourhood area.
2.2 The process of preparing the Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan has been undertaken by the Cricklade
Neighbourhood Plan Working Group (CNPWG) which consists of a number of town councillors
together with a number of community members who had expressed a willingness to become involved.
The CNPWG regularly reports to the Cricklade Town Council Planning, Conservation & Transport
Committee.

Communication Strategy
3.1 The Working Group took the decision at an early stage to commission artwork (see the cover of
this document) that would be used to give an identity to the project in Cricklade. To provide a resource
centre for publishing and archiving all reports a new website was set up which is operated separately
from the Cricklade Town Council general website. In addition a facebook page was set up.
3.2 Ongoing communication with the residents of Cricklade has been by way of written and verbal
updates at the three-weekly meetings of the Cricklade Town Council Planning, Conservation and
Transport Committee. Written updates have been published from time to time in the Cricklade
Chronicle, a monthly publication distributed free of charge to all residents. We also used social
media and the website throughout.
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The First Public Consultation
4.1 This consisted of an event held over two days in Cricklade Town Hall in April 2013. It was designed
to introduce the subject of neighbourhood planning to the residents of the town and to obtain their
responses to a range of related questions.
4.2 The First Public Consultation Summary Report is included in full as Appendix 1 to this document.
The Report sets out:
i) how awareness of the event was created (including the publicity material issued, the flyer
distributed to all households etc),
ii) the display board artwork for each of the key topic areas,
iii) the artwork displayed by the developers that accepted the invitation to attend,
iv) the questionnaire distributed to attendees
v) photographs of the two sessions
vi) analysis of the public responses
vii) demographic statistics of the respondents
4.3 The event was a great success and 451 people attended in total. It was noted that many attendees
remained in the hall for a considerable amount of time because there was a great deal of material on
display. Members of the NPWG were on hand to deal with any queries raised by residents.
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The Second Public Consultation (Housing)
5.1 The first public consultation raised a number of issues relating specifically to housing and so this
second round was carried out to ascertain the detailed views of the community on this important topic.
5.2 The second consultation round was by means of a questionnaire distributed to all households in
Cricklade in November 2014.
5.3 The Second Public Consultation (Housing) Summary Report is included in full as Appendix 2
to this document. The Report sets out:
i) the publicity material issued
ii) the questionnaire distributed to all households
iii) the “drop in” sessions held to assist residents with individual questions
iv) demographic and geographic statistics of the respondents
v) analysis of the public responses

The Third Public (Targetted) Consultation
6.1 The Working Group were pleased with the level of response to the first and second public
consultations but it was felt that the demographic statistics showed an under representation from
younger people and also that there was a lack of responses from the business community.
6.2 A different approach was adopted with this round of consultation, the decision was made to
prepare a draft ‘Vision and Objectives’ document based on the feedback received to date as a useful
way of raising interest. This document would be distributed to the target groups.
6.3 The Third Public (Targetted) Consultation is included in full as Appendix 3 to this document.
The Report sets out:
i) how the targeted groups were approached
ii) the ‘Vision and Objectives’ document
iii) analysis of the findings
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The Regulation 14 “Pre-Submission”
Consultation
7.1 The pre-submission stage of the neighbourhood plan process is a legal requirement as set out under
regulation 15 of The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012. This is to ensure that the
plan is publicised effectively in the local community . The draft plan publication must also be notified
to a number of external bodies.
7.2 The Draft Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan was published for statutory consultation in accordance
with Regulation 14 between 14th November 2016 and 6th January 2017. It was available to read and
download from the Neighbourhood Plan Website and hard copies were available for reading in the
Town Council office throughout the period. The consultation response form was similarly available.
7.3 The prime method of publicising the Draft Plan was by means of a A5 sized flyer distributed to
all households.

Cricklade

Neighbourhood Plan

Another chance to...

Have your say
The Neighbourhood Plan Group has now drawn up a Draft Cricklade
Neighbourhood Plan. Its policies are based on earlier consultations
with the residents of Cricklade. The plan reflects what the Group
believe to be the views of local residents on what they want for
the Town, as far as land use is concerned, from now to 2026.

The Draft Plan can be seen on our website

crickladenp.org.uk

There will also be two ‘drop in’ open meetings where the contents
of the Draft Plan can be discussed with Working Group members.
These sessions will be held in the:
Cricklade Town Council Meeting Room

on Tuesday 29th November 2016 between 3pm and 8pm
and Saturday 10th December 2016 between 10am and 1pm
For further information visit: www.crickladenp.org.uk
or contact Cricklade Town Council at 113 High Street, Cricklade. Tel: (01793) 751394

Cricklade

Neighbourhood Plan
The Draft Plan can be seen on our website crickladenp.org.uk or hard copies are
available for viewing at the Cricklade Town Council office at Ockwells, 113 High Street,
Cricklade Wiltshire SN6 6AE. The plan is a legal document which Wiltshire Council
Planners have to take into account on all planning decisions once it is approved.
The consultation is running from 14th November 2016 until 6th January 2017.
Comments on the Draft Plan can be made on a response form available from the
Cricklade Town Council office, or downloaded from the Neighbourhood Plan website.

The plan has policies on:
Housing numbers and types
Promotion of affordable housing

Maintenance of development
buffer with Swindon

Protection of our local heritage

Businesses and support for High Street Retail

Protection of Community Facilities

Support for specific new employment
at Chelworth

Development of a Care Home
Protection of public open spaces

Restrictions on traffic, especially HGV’s

There are many other important areas covered in the Plan and we need to
know what you think. Please give your responses and views specifically on any
policy you wish, together with comments and any alternative options.

All responses will need to be delivered to Cricklade Town Council at Ockwells,
113 High Street, Cricklade Wiltshire SN6 6AE or emailed to us.

This is an important step in the process and your support and input will be very welcome
If you do not have access to the internet and cannot attend the Town Council offices then
please contact us on 751394 and we will make arrangements for you to see the Draft Plan.

For further information visit: www.crickladenp.org.uk
or contact Cricklade Town Council at 113 High Street, Cricklade. Tel: (01793) 751394
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7.4 The following external bodies were notified by post or email with details of the Draft Plan
publication and how they could respond:
Cotswold Canal Trust
The Wilts & Berks Canal Partnership
Swindon and Cricklade Railway
Cotswold Canal Trust
Thames Water
Cotswold District Council
Wiltshire Council
Swindon Borough Council
Gloucestershire County Council
Marine Management Organisation
The Homes and Communities Agency
Natural England
Historic England
Wiltshire Wildlife Trust
The Environment Agency
English Heritage
Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd
Highways England
Primary Care Trust
Latton Parish Council
South Cerney & Cerney Wick Parish Council
Braydon Parish Council
Royal Wootton Bassett Town Council
Malmesbury Town Council
Charlton Parish Council
Bushton Parish Council
Cirencester Town Council
Chippenham Town Council
Easton Grey Parish Council
Leigh Parish Council
Lea Parish Council
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Didmarton Parish Council
Hook Parish Council
Marston Meysey Parish Council
Ashton Keynes Parish Council
Purton Parish Council
Sopworth Parish Council
Scottish and Southern Electric
Sustainable Places (Env Agency)
Greensquare Housing Association
Canal Officer Wiltshire Council
Meadowpark School, Cricklade
Prior Park Preparatory School, Cricklade
St Sampsons School, Cricklade
St Marys Church, Cricklade
United Church, Cricklade
St Sampsons C of E Church, Cricklade
Bloor Homes Ltd
Hannick Homes Ltd
DPDS Consultants
Cricklade Chamber of Commerce
Earth Line Tippers
Glevum Commercial
Great Western Packaging
SW Group Logistics
J&B Bulk Haulage
LaFarge Tarmac
Swindon Trucks
Thamesdown Recycling
Cooks Delights

7.5 In addition the following publicity methods were used:
i. Regular updates on the Cricklade Town Council facebook page (1500+ friends)
ii Posters on the Town Council noticeboards
iii Articles in the ‘Cricklade Chronicle’ which is published monthly and distributed free of charge
to all households

7.6 To assist residents better understand the Draft Plan two ‘drop-in’ sessions were held, on Tuesday
29th November between 3pm amd 8pm and on Saturday 10th December 2016 between 10am and
1pm. Four members of the CNPWG were available at both of the sessions. A total of 18 residents
attended the first session and 11 at the second. Visitors had a range of questions and were encouraged
to complete a response form to enable their views to be formally considered.

7.7 There was press coverage in the ‘Wilts & Glos Standard’ on 27th November 2016:
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7.8 There was press coverage in the ‘Swindon Advertiser’ on 22nd December 2016:
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7.9 The two page consultation response form is shown below.

Cricklade

Neighbourhood Plan 2026

PUBLIC CONSULTATION ON DRAFT PLAN
(Regulation 14 Consultation)

We are seeking your views on the Draft Plan as the next step in the process of preparing
a Neighbourhood Plan to 2026 for Cricklade. This consultation runs from 14th November
2016 until 6th January 2017.
The Draft Plan is available to read on our website crickladenp.org.uk and on hard copy in the Town Council office.
The responses you give during this round of public consultation will be published in due course and the
Neighbourhood Plan Working Group will review all the responses when considering what amendments should
then be made to the Draft Plan.

There are three ways for you to respond to the consultation:
1. Print out this form, and after completion, forward it to the Cricklade Town Council office at Ockwells,
113 High Street, Cricklade, Wiltshire, SN6 6AE
2. Collect a paper copy from the Town Council office for completion and return
3. Email this document when complete as an attachment to: admin@cricklade-tc.gov.uk
YOUR DETAILS:
Name:
Address:
Please note that your name and address must be provided for your comments to be considered. Although all responses will be on public record, your address will be not disclosed.

ARE YOU A RESIDENT, AN AgENT, AN ORgANISATION OR OTHER? Please tick as appropriate
Resident
Agent

Organisation
Other Please give details
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1. Do you support all of the policies in the Draft Plan?
Yes

Please tick as appropriate

No

2. If you would like to comment on a particular policy then please state the policy number,
indicate whether you agree or disagree with it and add your comments and suggested changes.
We would like to hear what you like as well as what you would like to see changed.
Policy
Number

Do you support If you disagree with this policy, how would you like it changed?
this policy?
Have you any other comments regarding this particular policy?
Yes/No

Feel free to continue on a separate sheet if necessary. Please make it clear which policy you are referring to.

3. Do you have any other comments on the Draft Plan?

Thank you for letting us have your comments
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Regulation 14 Analysis of Responses
During the consultation period responses were received from 19 residents of Cricklade of which the
comments of 14 are detailed below, the remaining 5 fully supported all of the policies in the Draft Plan.
A further 11 responses were received from Statutory Consultees, landowners and their agents.
The table below summarises the comments received and gives a response from the Neighbourhood
Plan Group which indicates any changes that are proposed to the Draft Plan as a consequence. Those
comments received as part of the Strategic Environmental Assessment screening (SEA) and Habitats
Regulation Assessment screening (HRA) are marked as such in the table.

Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

General
Overall support for all
policies and thanks for the
John Harmer
work of the NPWP. Good luck
with future progress.
No objection in principle to the
plan’s vision and objectives,
some questions as to whether Wiltshire
plan is proactive enough to
Council
meet them. Like the inclusion
of objectives at the start of
each chapter.
Turley for
The NP should have a
Bloor Homes
review process described

Noted

Noted

Agreed. A recommendation will be made to Cricklade
Town Council that a review of the NP should be
undertaken in 2022.

Settlement and Housing

H1

Agrees with the objective of
the policy but feels it is weak as
it is currently drafted, stating
that the current boundary
Tim Russell
has already been breached
and might lead to other
applications, two alternate
policies have been offered.

Agree settlement boundary needs to follow on from
the previous boundary in the North Wiltshire Local
Plan, but be amended to show developments since
that document was adopted. This is in line with recommendations from the examination of the Wiltshire Core
Strategy. The settlement boundary (Policy H1) will be
amended to include permitted sites that have been
built out and all sites with planning permission, including the land south of the Forty where 70 dwellings have
outline planning permission after a recent appeal.

H1

Settlement boundary vital
to protect the character of
Cricklade as a small market
town with a rural hinterland,
especially with the expansion
of Swindon to the south, and
Cirencester to the north.

Noted

John Harmer
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Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Settlement and Housing

14

H1

The current housing land availability situation means that additional housing will be permitted around Cricklade, and the
DPDS for
plan should recognise this and landowner
allocate additional sites. The
comments then address the
advantages of a potential site
extending Stone’s Farm site.

H1

The Plan needs to be more
positive with regard to
allocating land, and we
recommend a site that should
be allocated additionally for
residential development.

H1

Hannick homes are a local
development company with a
good track record in Cricklade.
The company congratulates the
NPWP on its work and setting
out clearly the challenges and
aspirations of the town. Policy
H1 however is too restrictive,
Hannick
and the figure in the Core
Homes
Strategy is a minimum.
They have two sites that they
feel should be allocated for
residential development, one of
which could accommodate in
part the nursing home sought
in the plan.

Turley for
Bloor Homes

Cricklade is willing to accept new development and
expansion of the town, this will keep our community
alive and town centre thriving. However there is a
sustainable level of growth for any settlement, beyond
which damage to the environment and social fabric
becomes unacceptable. Cricklade also already has significant traffic problems, and excessive new residential
development would potentially worsen them.
The potential adverse impact of additional visitors
on the North Meadow SAC could be a constraint on
development proposals with a significant impact, and
mitigation of this may be needed. A Habitats Regulations Assessment is likely to be required as part of
any significant development proposal, to assess likely
impact on this important conservation site.
Cricklade is willing to accept new development and
expansion of the town, this will keep our community
alive and town centre thriving. However there is a
sustainable level of growth for any settlement, beyond
which damage to the environment and social fabric
becomes unacceptable. Cricklade also already has significant traffic problems, and excessive new residential
development would potentially worsen them.
The potential adverse impact of additional visitors
on the North Meadow SAC could be a constraint on
development proposals with a significant impact, and
mitigation of this may be needed. A Habitats Regulations Assessment is likely to be required as part of
any significant development proposal, to assess likely
impact on this important conservation site.
The NPWG appreciates the comments regarding
the Plan’s clarity. Cricklade is willing to accept new
development and expansion of the town, this will
keep our community alive and town centre thriving.
However there is a sustainable level of growth for any
settlement, beyond which damage to the environment
and social fabric becomes unacceptable. Cricklade also
already has significant traffic problems, and excessive
new residential development would potentially worsen
them. The potential adverse impact of additional
visitors on the North Meadow SAC could be a
constraint on development proposals with a significant
impact, and mitigation of this may be needed.
A Habitats Regulations Assessment is likely to be
required as part of any significant development
proposal, to assess likely impact on this important
conservation site.

Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Settlement and Housing

H1

Paragraph
4.1.2

H1

The Plan is good for the town,
but needs to be more positive
with regard to development
of new homes. The settlement
boundary should be amended
to include the field at Horsey
Down, SHLAA site 3088. This
site was the most popular at
the consultation day in April
2013, and so meets the needs
of neighbourhood planning to
promote residents’ wishes.

Keith
Winmill
landowner

The latest housing land supply
statement (summer 2016)
confirmed that the residual
requirement for the remainder
of the Royal Wootton Bassett
and Cricklade Community Area
has now been met. This does
not mean however that a case
cannot be made for exceeding
the figure if there is identified
Wiltshire
need and other objectives are
met. Whilst it is noted that two Council
schemes (Culverhay and Stones
Farm) may deliver additional
housing, no permissions have
been granted. Indeed Stones
Farm is now subject to a new
application for 140 dwellings
(WC reference 16/12052). But
relying on schemes that may
not be permitted provides no
assurance that the objectives in
the plan can be met.

Settlement boundary currently
the same as in the North
Wiltshire Local Plan, but no
reasons given for this.

Wiltshire
Council

Comments re Plan’s general suitability for purpose are
welcome. Cricklade is willing to accept new development and expansion of the town, this will keep our
community alive and town centre thriving. However
there is a sustainable level of growth for any settlement, beyond which damage to the environment and
social fabric becomes unacceptable. Cricklade also
already has significant traffic problems, and excessive
new residential development would potentially worsen
them. The potential adverse impact of additional visitors on the North Meadow SAC could be a constraint
on development proposals with a significant impact,
and mitigation of this may be needed. A Habitats
Regulations Assessment is likely to be required as part
of any significant development proposal, to assess likely
impact on this important conservation site.

Our feeling is that, apart from possible exception
sites, the town has accommodated a level of new
development, beyond which the existing community
and facilities would be stressed.
There is no evidence that residents wish to see new
development numbers much above the indicative
figures. It should be noted that Stones Farm
(phase 1) already has outline consent for 24 dwellings
(15/01159) and the 140 dwellings that constitute
phase 2 are in addition to these.
Culverhay has now received consent for a net increase
of 44 to the number of dwellings on that site.

As part of the work in bringing forwards an updated
Housing Site Allocations DPD Wiltshire Council
produced a plan in 2014 for a new settlement boundary
for Cricklade based on that in the North Wiltshire Plan
2011 but updated to (i) include areas built out but not
included previously such as Spital Lane, Stockham Gardens, the Leisure Centre, T. James Motors, and Abingdon
Court Farm and (ii) exclude two areas of open space adjacent to the settlement boundary namely Long & Hall
Close and Waylands. In their response to the informal
consultation carried out by Wiltshire Council in 2014
Cricklade Town Council requested that further amendments be made to retain the previous boundary in two
locations where large private gardens were situated. It
is proposed to use this amended settlement boundary
in the Draft Plan with the inclusion of the two fields
south of The Forty which have outline planning consent
for 70 dwellings granted under reference 13/07132.
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Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Settlement and Housing

H2

H3

H3

H4

H4

H5

16

Policy could do with more
evidence on landscape and
to be clearer on whether all
development is excluded, even
if it meets community needs
and priorities.
Some of these requirements
may be met by Core Strategy
Policy 57. Better to focus on
locally specific requirements
that are clearly justified.
Final two bullets on open space
and new housing should have
numbers attached to give the
policy more weight.
Alternatively examples could
be given in the text.

Wiltshire
Council

The policy is clear that it restricts development that
reduces the visual and physical separation of Cricklade
from neighbouring settlements. This is not the same
as all development.
Paragraph 4.1.4 will be expanded to provide more
evidence including reference to the North Wiltshire
Landscape Character Assessment.

Wiltshire
Council

The group has considered the needs and unique aspects
of Cricklade from a design point of view, and the policy
reflects this.

John
Harmer

Noted but the group feel the policy as stated will meet
the desired objectives.

There is other relevant evidence
Wiltshire
of housing need that should
Council
be mentioned, the housing
register as a minimum.
Consider defining a minimum
number of bungalows in
new developments over
10 dwellings.
Policy needs to apply to developments with over 10 dwellings
only. ‘Starter homes’ are not
considered acceptable by the
council for affordable housing,
and so reference to this type
of housing should be removed
from this policy. ‘Intermediate
housing’ could replace the
wording, and a separate policy
could promote starter homes if
required, based on local need.

John
Harmer

Wiltshire
Council

H5

Affordable Housing - is
supported, but needs to
comply with NPPG and be
more flexible.

H6

How will this policy be
implemented, and offering for
one month above market value
could circumvent the policy as Wiltshire
currently drafted. To require this Council
by condition would probably
be contrary to government
guidance and practicality.

Turley for
Bloor Homes

Agree evidence from local authority sources could also
be relevant, and the policy will be altered to include
these as follows:
“…as evidenced by the Housing Needs Survey, the
Second Public Consultation and other current evidence
as is available.”
This has been addressed in the proposed changes to
H7 which covers housing for the elderly and disabled.
Some of these may be bungalows.

The recent Housing white paper is suggesting
affordable housing should be provided on sites of
10 dwellings or more, and that this corresponds with
the definition of residential ‘major development’.
The specific reference to ‘Starter homes’ will be
removed and text will now end: “…being for
intermediate home ownership schemes”

The NPPG when discussing viability mentions that
affordable housing requirements may need to be
flexible. However it is established practice for policy
to set a bench line percentage to aim for, and then
viability to be a material consideration within any
planning application.
Policy is envisaged as being implemented via s106
agreement. The policy will be altered as follows
to meet any circumvention:
“...for one month prior to being offered for general
sale at the same price. For this purpose...”

Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Settlement and Housing
H6
H6

H7

Should be deleted as it inhibits
the achievement of sustainable Turley for
development and is contrary to Bloor Homes
the basic conditions therefore.
Keith
Supported with reservations –
Winmill
how will it be regulated?
landowner
Could consider allocations to
meet this sort of requirement
and/or amending H1 to allow
Wiltshire
for “exception sites to come
Council
forward to meet this identified
need”

H7

Needs to be clear that these
design criteria only apply to
housing specifically for the
elderly.

Turley for
Bloor Homes

H7

What is the scale to suit local
demand?

John
Harmer

H8

Inconsistent with Policy H1
which prohibits development
outside the settlement
Wiltshire
Council
boundary. Policy needs to
consider standard development
constraint issues.

H8

Development is unlikely to
occur outside the settlement
framework for Cricklade.
However the plan does currently include a draft policy which
could allow exceptionally for
a nursing home to be provided
in conjunction with housing
adjacent to the settlement
boundary. While the plan does
acknowledge the flood risk at
Wiltshire
Cricklade it should in supportCouncil
ing text guide development to
(SEA Screening)
areas within Flood Zone 1 in the
first instance in line with the
sequential test. The plan should
furthermore acknowledge
the European site at North
Meadow SAC as an important
ecological site in the parish,
and that development coming
forward outside the boundary
of the town on an exceptional
basis should avoid adverse
effects on this site.

Policy promotes sustainable development in that
it is protecting and advancing a strong community in
line with the NPPF.
Policy will be regulated by a legal agreement on the
planning permission. It will not apply to sales of new
housing on subsequent sales.
The Neighbourhood Plan is not allocating sites, and
exception sites are dealt with in the Wiltshire Core
Strategy. Policy H7 will be amended to require 10%
of dwellings on such sites to be suitable for the elderly
and disabled.
Agree this policy needs to be clearer. The policy will
be amended with a new title stating ‘Housing for the
Elderly and Disabled’ and a requirement that at least
10% of properties in developments of 10 or more
should be built suitable for elderly and disabled people.
Now states that 10% of properties in developments
of 10 or over should be suitable for the Elderly and
Disabled in line with the population demographic of
this group.
Policy H1 specifies development may proceed if
specifically allowed by policies in the development
plan. Core Strategy Policy 44 sets out the requirements
for exception sites, for clarity this policy will be
referenced in Policy H8 with the following text added
at the end: “in line with the requirements of Core Policy
44 of the WCS 2015”

Policy H8 refers to just a Nursing Home, there is no
reference to it being in conjunction with housing.
Additional text will be added to the justification for
Policy H8 in paragraph 4.1.14 as follows:
“Any site will need to consider potential flood risk, and
be located within flood zone 1. Additionally, because
North Meadow is an important ecological site of
European significance and is coming under recreational
pressure from its proximity to the town and population
of Cricklade, the location and scale of any future
nursing home will have to consider the impact on this
SAC, and may be required to provide mitigation.”
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Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Settlement and Housing

H9

H9

H9

H10 & H11

H11

H11

Other

18

Wording of first design guideline should
be changed to: “ Parking provision
to the front of a dwelling should be
John
designed to minimise the visual impact
Harmer
and keep some appearance of garden
space where appropriate in the context
of immediately adjacent development”
Dr Angela
I would like to see all new housing to
Jensen
have two parking spaces per house.

It is considered that this policy
Wiltshire
precludes the use of rear parking
Council
courts and no evidence to support this.
It is not compatible with national
regulations to require the submission
of details with a planning application
that those regulations do not cover. A
condition at outline application stage
cannot be required in policy, as it may
not comply with the requirements for
conditions in every case, particularly
with reference to the six tests for
condition setting detailed in the NPPG.
No objection to the Plan but would
offer the following suggestion: Policy
H11 – Flood Risk, We are pleased to see
a policy included which specifically
addresses flood risk in the area. A policy
on flood risk should reflect the National
Planning policy Framework (NPPF)
(and practice guide). There is no need
to repeat the wording of the NPPF
but it is important that key messages
are not excluded from policy H11.
We would suggest that an addition is
made to the first sentence to include
that demonstration will be required to
show that developments will also not
increase flood risk to the site itself. In
addition any proposed development in
flood zones 2 or 3 will be required to
pass the Sequential Test at planning
application stage.
Supported. Sites outside of the
floodplain should be supported.
No comments on how NWDC saved
policy NE14 and NE15 will be applied
to any future development proposals.

Wiltshire
Council

Sustainable
Places

Noted but the group feel the policy as stated will
meet the desired objectives.

Will follow Wiltshire parking standards
(March 2015) as shown in table 4.1.15 in the
Neighbourhood draft plan.
The policy does not preclude the policy of rear
parking courts, it just states that they should be
small and intergrated with the surrouding development. The firstbullet point just applies to parking
provision to the front of a dwelling. The design of
parking provision in new residential development
was a key factor raised during public consultation.
The comments are noted but it is clear that the
evidence of the importance of these two issues to
the residents of Cricklade is detailed in paragraph
4.1.17. Whilst it is acknowledged that this might not
meet the requirements of national policy, it is
within the power of Wiltshire Council to add such
requirements to their ‘local list’ and we strongly
recommend that course of action.

Agree that policy should also make it clear that the
development itself will not increase flood risk.
New wording to be:
“Developments will be required to demonstrate they
will not increase the risk of flooding within the site
or to any surrounding sites or areas”
For clarity, the policy title shall be changed to
“Flooding Risk and Surface Water Management”

Keith
Winmill
landowner

Noted

Emrys
Williams

Saved policies NE14 and 15 apply to trees in
developments and landscape character. They will
apply until the review of the Core Strategy, where it
is likely revised policies on these issues will be drawn
up. The NP does not therefore need to repeat the
policy in this Plan.

Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Settlement and Housing

General

General

No new housing should be
provided without comprehensive
increases in the capacity of
D Whitley
infrastructure - transport (roads
and parking), sewage and drainage,
health, education facilities, etc
No specific comment, hope
Historic
to see the plan made.
England

The adequacy of infrastruture is a decision made by the
Local Planning Authority on development proposals.
We would agree that it is severally constrained in
Cricklade, particularly with regard to traffic.
Noted

Traffic and Transport

TT1

Refers to the need for site
allocations needing to have
considered the Strategic Road
Network (A419). Accepts the Plan
Highways
is not making allocations, but
England
emphasises the need to consult for
development proposals, and any
proposal to divert HGVs from the
town centre.

Noted

It is accepted that any new residential development
will generate additional traffic in respect to various
service vehicles and this policy is not intended to
prohibit their access. HGV traffic through the town
centre is the issue most frequently brought to the
attention of Cricklade Town Council and the responses
to this Reg 14 consultation bear this out.
The policy allows for mitigation proposals to be
considered. For clarity the policy wording will be
amended to refer to: “Development proposals of
industrial and commercial premises will not be
permitted where the impact...”
The Neighbourhood Plan is a land use plan and as
such is not able to propose traffic restrictions as they
are regulated by the Highways Acts.
The Neighbourhood Plan Working Group have
prepared a report on road transport mitigation schemes
(published in June 2015) and which is available on the
Neighbourhood Plan website.
Policy TT2 proposes new traffic calming schemes
at key junctions.

TT1

Policy is not reasonable, most
major development will generate
Wiltshire
HGV traffic such as refuse trucks or Council
goods delivery vehicles.

TT1

Although there is a problem with
HGV’s at present. Surely they can
be routed down
Calcutt Street. They speed past
at the north end of the High St.
Which they would not be able to
do down Calcutt St.

TT1 & TT2

A much tougher approach should
be taken to preventing HGV’s from
using the High St. from the clock
Mrs H L
tower down to the Thames bridge Aitken
other than for deliveries to the
shops and homes in that part of
Cricklade.

The Neighbourhood Plan is a land use plan and as such
is not able to propose traffic restrictions as they are
regulated by the Highways Acts. We have aimed to
introduce traffic calming as much as possible.

TT1 & TT2

The plan should include provisions
to either remove or reduce the
number of HGV’s passing through
the settlement zone, through
Alan
the provision of weight and time
Hennessy
restrictions, greater enforcement
of the towns speed restrictions and
the introduction of extra traffic
calming schemes.

The Neighbourhood Plan is a land use plan and as such
is not able to propose traffic restrictions as they are
regulated by the Highways Acts. We have aimed to
introduce traffic calming as much as possible.
The Neighbourhood Plan Working Group have prepared a report on road transport mitigation schemes
(published in June 2015) and which is available on the
Neighbourhood Plan website. Policy TT2 proposes
new traffic calming schemes at key junctions.

Mrs P A
Marsden
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Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Traffic and Transport

TT1

TT2

TT2

TT2

20

Traffic management. As a
recent resident to Cricklade,
I am stunned by the volume &
environmental damage caused
Jonathan
by HGVs using our roads.
Oliver
Should there not be restrictions
on routes/times as the damage
to the heritage & lives of
Cricklade residents is significant?

The Neighbourhood Plan is a land use plan and as such
is not able to propose traffic restrictions as they are
regulated by the Highways Acts. We have aimed to
introduce traffic calming as much as possible.
The Neighbourhood Plan Working Group have
prepared a report on road transport mitigation schemes
(published in June 2015) and which is available on the
Neighbourhood Plan website.

This policy is an objective
rather than a development
management policy.

Wiltshire
Council

The neighbourhood plan policies include aspirational
and promotional land use aims as well as development management aims. The policy wording will be
amended to refer to “Support will be given to
developments that improve the road environment...”
rather than referring to “schemes”.

Dr Angela
Jensen

Policy TT2 will be amended to include this junction

Emrys
Williams

We understand that this junction is currently the
subject of a safety review.

To have traffic calming at the
Junction of the Fiddle, Forty
and Chelworth Rd included.
The junction of the Forty and
the Purton road is dangerous
with vehicles cutting across
the blind corners. A review of
the safety of this junction is
required.

TT1 & TT2

Priority should be given to
reducing HGV traffic.

TT2

Pleased to hear of the proposed
traffic calming, especially at
the junction of the Forty and
T & J Norman
Purton Road, especially if it
reduces HGVs travelling down
the Forty.

TT2

Traffic should be calmed and
developments need to enable
this. Best to develop within
reasonable walking distance of
the town centre.

TT3

Focus should be on just providing routes to the town centre.
‘pedestrian experience’ needs
greater clarity. Would be
helpful if plan could identify
existing short-comings in
network provision.

G. Grehan

Keith
Winmill
landowner

Wiltshire
Council

The Neighbourhood Plan is a land use plan and as such
is not able to propose traffic restrictions as they are
regulated by the Highways Acts. We have aimed to
introduce traffic calming as much as possible.
The Neighbourhood Plan Working Group have
prepared a report on road transport mitigation schemes
(published in June 2015) and which is available on the
Neighbourhood Plan website.
The Neighbourhood Plan is a land use plan and as such
is not able to propose traffic restrictions as they are
regulated by the Highways Acts. We have aimed to
introduce traffic calming as much as possible.
The Neighbourhood Plan Working Group have
prepared a report on road transport mitigation schemes
(published in June 2015) and which is available on the
Neighbourhood Plan website.
The Neighbourhood Plan is a land use plan and as such
is not able to propose traffic restrictions as they are
regulated by the Highways Acts. We have aimed to
introduce traffic calming as much as possible.
The Neighbourhood Plan Working Group have
prepared a report on road transport mitigation schemes
(published in June 2015) and which is available on the
Neighbourhood Plan website.
The aim is to make the whole town more permeable
for pedestrians and cyclists. Text of the policy will be
changed to
“…put the emphasis on improving the pedestrian
experience.”

Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Traffic and Transport
TT1,
TT2 & TT3
Other

More provision for public
parking should be made in
Cricklade, this is not called out
in these policies.
The comments made are only
relevant to areas outside the
Neighbourhood Plan area.

Richard
Sarjent

This is included in Policy B3 Town Centre car parking.

Network Rail

Noted.

Wiltshire
Council

The policies are dealing with identified objectives.
Emerging policy in the WCS review has been
considered, WCS Policy 34 is not relevant as it is
about additional allocations.

Business

Justification

B1

B3

B4

B4

The justification could usefully
reference Para28 of the NPPF,
and policies 34 and 48 of the
WCS. Mention could also
be made of support for a
low-carbon economy.
Will only be implementable
if the current level of nonresidential development in the
town centre is above 75%. It
would be useful to reference
the evidence for amending the
prime shopping area beyond
that in the WCS Review work.
Encouraging free parking in the
town centre will encourage
further car use, and is in conflict
with policies to promote
walking and cycling.
A definition of ‘commercial’
is needed here. A sequential
approach could be introduced
to be consistent with WCS
Policy 49.
The plan does encourage the
redevelopment of the police
station but the scale of the
proposal is likely to be
constrained to the actual
building and its immediate
environs and therefore unlikely
to warrant an SEA assessment.
However the steering group
should work closely with the
council’s conservation officer
to ascertain if specific policies
should be included to avoid or
mitigate any potential effects
on heritage assets such as the
conservation area, scheduled
ancient monuments in the town,
and the listed buildings on the
High Street.

Wiltshire
Council

Wiltshire
Council

The evidence for uses in the Primary Shopping Area
is reported in the plan, Figure 12 shows the count in
September 2016. The policy aims to maintain the level
of 75% non-residential uses in this area. The change
to the Primary Shopping Area boundary is proposed
because the boundary shown in the work supporting
the WCS Review excluded a significant concentration
of A1 uses (Figure 13).
The costs of providing the free off street car parking
are borne by the Town Council. They have this policy
to support the economic wellbeing of the town centre.
They are currently of the view that the benefit
outweighs the downside that you refer to.

Wiltshire
Council

The policy defines ‘commercial’ as being a retail
frontage at ground floor level in line with policy B1 of
this plan. The site’s location within the defined Primary
Shopping Area gives its policy context.

Wiltshire
Council
(SEA Screening)

The Police Station is an unattractive building of poor
1960’s construction that currently detracts from the
conservation area. Policy B4 sets out design
requirements for any potential redevelopment, and
requires it to be “in keeping with the Conservation
Area”. For clarity however we are happy to amend
the final sentence of paragraph 4.3.8 to:
“Policy B4 sets out design requirements for any
redevelopment of the site which are expected to
enhance the conservation area. Subject to these
criteria and other policies in this plan, redevelopment
would be welcome.”
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Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Business

B5

The potential for recreational
impacts upon the North
Meadow and Clattinger Farm
SAC has been given particular
consideration. The plan does
not itself propose any development which would directly
contribute towards recreational
pressure on the SAC, but
policies B5 and LAF6 are
promoting tourism development which could. The plan
by promoting alternative
Wiltshire
recreational areas, and avoiding Council
greenfield development to the (HRA Screening)
north of the town offers some
positive protection for the SAC.
It is recommended that
supporting text for policies B5
and LAF6 are amended to
recognise this potential constraint to development intended to increase tourism. The
text also needs to mention the
possible need to undertake an
HRA to assess potential effects
of a development proposal and
the need for any mitigation.

B6

Explanation as to why further
sites have not been allocated
here and existing sites safeguarded is needed. The policy
needs to be reworded to
ensure that any change of use
is restricted to employment
uses only.

B6

B6

22

Reducing HGV traffic from
Chelworth has to be a priority
for the town. The existing
footprint is far too big and
should never have been
allowed to develop so rapidly.
Conversion of existing HGV
intensive businesses welcome,
but should be subject to no
visual intrusion and single
storey with screening.

Agreed the policy justification text needs to highlight
the potential adverse impact of a tourism development
proposal. The following text will be added to paragraph
4.3.9:
“ The potential adverse impact of additional visitors
on the North Meadow SAC could be a constraint on
development proposals with a significant impact, and
mitigation of this may be needed. A Habitats
Regulations Assessment is likely to be required as part
of any significant development proposal, to assess
likely impact on this important conservation site.”

Wiltshire
Council

Further sites at this location were not allocated as
development at Chelworth is already causing significant environmental problems in Cricklade and in the
surrounding countryside it is located in. Proposals for
alternative development that reduced HGV traffic
will be supported for this reason, it is accepted such
changes of use would need to be non-residential and
the policy will make this clear by adding the word “nonresidential” before “conversions and change of use...”

G. Grehan

Supporting the conversion of change of use away from
HGV related business within the existing footprint will
reduce heavy traffic over time from Chelworth.

John
Harmer

Policy B6 will be amended to make it clear that low
visual impact will be a requirement By adding the
following text at the end:
“by reason of a low visual impact.”

Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Business

B6

The boundary to the Chelworth
Comercial area should be
amended to include land by
Purley Farm House, the development should be a mix of
commercial and residential
(some of which to be affordable)
in line with Wiltshire Core
strategy, this would not
encroach on Blakehill Farm
Nature reserve and would allow
for accommodation to be provided for the reserves manager.

Stephen
Davis for
Wiltshire
Wildlife Trust

Accommodation for the Nature Reserve Manager near
the reserve could be provided under the terms of Policy
48 in the Wiltshire Core Strategy. The provision of
housing in the countryside is not generally considered
sustainable due to the distance from services for future
residents and it is not accepted the boundary of this
industrial area should be extended to accommodate
residential development.

Look and Feel
The document does not contain
direct policies relating to the
historic environment. We would
normally recommend that such
documents should contain a
degree of context analysis in
Conservation
order to support design and
and Historic
place shaping policies. We
Environment
would recommend that future
reviews of the document should
include an appraisal of the local
townscape and identify key
features that contribute to local
character and distinctiveness.
Comment from Natural
England: Given that an increase
in housing and commercial development - even at the modest
scale identified in the Plan - is
likely to add, albeit marginally,
General
to recreational pressure on the
North Meadow SAC, Natural
England would welcome any
proposals to manage the
adjoining land in a way that will
support the meadow, such as
‘MG4’ hay meadow restoration.

Wiltshire
Council

Wiltshire
Council
(SEA Screening)

LAF1

The North Wilts Local Plan
provided for the protection of
Open Space.

Wiltshire
Council

LAF2

Policy is addressing existing
need rather than need arising
from new development.

Wiltshire
Council

Comment regarding the historic environment noted,
but neighbourhood plans do not have to deal with all
development issues.
A detailed review of local character and a Conservation
Area Appraisal would be welcome as further evidence
for any review of the Plan.

The designation of Hallsfield Meadow as Local Green
Space in accordance with LAF4 and the proposed
ownership of the site by Cricklade Town Council
may enable proposals for such management to be
brought forwards.

The North Wilts Local Plan will soon be superseded.
This plan has reviewed and updated Open Space
designation while also considering designation of Local
Green Space for the special areas.
Evidence base of need is a current waiting list and the
Open Space review that shows under-provision. The
demand from residents in new development cannot
therefore be met by existing provision, hence the
requirement for allotments as part of any new
development – to be provided on the standards
suggested in the Open Space Study.
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Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Look and Feel

LAF1

Do not agree with the suggested
provision of additional allotments. I understand that those Margaret
established near the Fiddle in
Hunt
2008 are now used as a form
of community enterprise.

LAF3

Policy should rule out dual
use of ground that is used for
surface water management.

LAF4

LAF4

LAF6

LAF7

24

The designation of the field
between Hallsfield and the
River Thames could be seen as
an extensive tract of land and
therefore specifically ruled out
as Local Green Space. Other
designations protect the sites
anyway.
A distinction should be made
between sites outside and
within the settlement boundary.
Why are only some sites
outside the SB mentioned?
The potential for recreational impacts upon the North
Meadow and Clattinger Farm
SAC has been given particular
consideration. The plan does not
itself propose any development
which would directly contribute
towards recreational pressure
on the SAC, but policies B5 and
LAF6 are promoting tourism
development which could. The
plan by promoting alternative
recreational areas, and avoiding
greenfield development to the
north of the town offers some
positive protection for the SAC.
It is recommended that
supporting text for policies B5
and LAF6 are amended to
recognise this potential constraint to development intended
to increase tourism. The text
also needs to mention the possible need to undertake an HRA
to assess potential effects of a
development proposal and the
need for any mitigation.
Do not support – The extension
of the Swindon and Cricklade
Railway seems unlikely to
materialise; if it did, would it be
cost effective?

John
Harmer

Wiltshire
Council

John
Harmer

As stated in the draft paragraph 4.4.7 Cricklade
currently has a waiting list for allotments.
Policy LAF3 will be amended to state that sustainable
drainage systems (SDS) such as attenuation ponds, will
not normally be appropriate as classification for public
open space.
Designation of a Local Green Space is not just about
protection, it is identifying those green spaces special
within the community and neighbourhood area in a
more positive way. It is not agreed that site A is ‘extensive’ in the way meant by the NPPF, it has clear boundaries and is in scale with the town, which bounds in to
the south and west. Designations elsewhere in made
neighbourhood plans cover significantly larger areas.
Local Green Space can be inside or outside the
settlement boundary. There is a prohibition on
designating extensive tracts of land.

The supporting text for this policy will be expanded to
make clear the potential environmental considerations
and responsibilities by adding the following text to
paragraph 4.4.13:
Wiltshire
“ The potential adverse impact of additional visitors
Council
(HRA Screening) on the North Meadow SAC will be a constraint on
development proposals, and mitigation of this may be
needed. A Habitats Regulations Assessment is likely
to be required as part of any significant development
proposal, to assess likely impact on this important
conservation site.”

Margaret
Hunt

Any development to the Swindon and Cricklade railway
would only be supported if it met the needs of the town
and had no detrimental impact to Cricklade residents
and its natural environment.

Topic Area
and Policy

Comments received
from the Regulation
14 Public Consultation

Respondent

Neighbourhood Plan Group
reply and any action points

Look and Feel

LAF7

Policy states that the railway
could be extended to close to
Pauls Croft. This would have a
Alison
detrimental impact to residents Foster
of Byre Close and Dance
Common.

LAF7

I do not agree that the Swindon
and Cricklade railway should
G. Grehan
be developed further.

LAF8

LAF8

Why would a community make
assets of community value
available for change of use?
Poorly drafted, what does the
first sentence mean?
Perhaps include the Bowls Club
and Cricket Club?
Questions the need to retain
all the halls in town and evidence on an inability to
book hall space.

Wiltshire
Council

John
Harmer

Any development to the Swindon and Cricklade railway
would only be supported if it met the needs of the town
and had no detrimental impact to Cricklade residents
and its natural environment.
Any development to the Swindon and Cricklade railway
would only be supported if it met the needs of the town
and had no detrimental impact to Cricklade residents
and its natural environment.
Agree, reference to ‘change of use’ will be deleted and so
Policy will state “Redevelopment of Registered Assets of
Community Value... existing use of the facility”.
Policy LAF8, the first sentence will be amended to
remove “where possible” to provide more clarity.
Bowls Club and Cricket Club to be included as
Community Facilities.
The intention is to retain what there is currently
available which will allow flexibility, for example it is
likely that the ‘The Club’ at 38 High Street will be
operating in a different format in future.
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Foreword
Welcome to this summary report on the Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan First Public Consultation
which took place in April 2013. This document aims to detail how the consultation was planned and
organised together with a summary of the findings from the public responses. Much of the material
on display during the consultation is enclosed here as appendices for reference.
Communities across the country are continuing to come to terms with the Neighbourhood Planning regime and
deciding whether to engage with the process and, if so, how best to go about it. In Cricklade the Town Council
are taking the lead and have established a Working Party which consists both of councillors and interested
community members with support from a Wiltshire Council planning officer.
Please let me say thank you to the Working Party members past and present: Chris Ball, Phil Bowley, John Coole,
Lesley Cowley, John Harmer, Sue Holbrook, Bob Jones, Tim and Carolyn Russell, Ruth Szybiak, David Tetlow and
Rachel White. Thank you also to Town Council officers and staff: Charlotte Rogers-Jones (Town Clerk),
Tina Jones, Helen Baker and Jane Whinfrey for administrative support. Photographs are from John Simmons and
myself. The design of the logo and all graphics work is by Alison Fisher.
If you attended either date of the consultation event then I especially thank you. The Neighbourhood
Planning process can only proceed with community engagement and so your participation is much appreciated,
particularly if you were able to return one of the questionnaires. Your feedback is essential for us to ascertain the
issues that our Plan will need to address. All residents will have the opportunity to participate in the next round
of consultation.
I hope that you will find this document interesting and informative. If you would like more information
then please check our website crickladenp.org.uk or please feel free to contact me via the Town Council office.

Mark Clarke
Chairman, Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan Working Party

3

Introduction
The Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan (the “Plan”) is being produced by Cricklade Town Council under the
provisions of the Localism Act 2011. The process of preparing the Plan is being carried forwards by a
Working Party comprising a number of councillors together with members of the community who have
expressed a willingness to become involved.
A key starting point for the Neighbourhood Plan process in Cricklade was the development of the Town
Plan which was published in October 2012. Many of the themes that comprised the basis of this first
round of public consultation were derived from the Town Plan and the work that was carried out during
its production.
The initial stage was to determine the geographical area that the Plan would apply to. On 22nd October
2012 Cricklade Town Council resolved that the Parish of Cricklade should be the Plan area and on 28th
February 2013 this proposal was agreed by Wiltshire Council.
One of the key requirements of the Plan process is to consult with the local community and so the
opportunity to initiate this consultation was taken at an early stage by means of a public event.
This report sets out the background to the event and a summary of the findings.

Parish Boundary
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Planning the consultation: creating awareness
To ensure that the consultation event was a success the opportunity was taken of using a wide range of
methods to contact all of the residents of Cricklade and also any other parties that might have an interest.
The main methods utilised were as follows:

• Bespoke artwork commissioned
• A5 size flyers distributed by hand to all households in the town (see artwork below)
• Entry on the Town Council website home page
• Entry on the Neighbourhood Plan Working Party website
• Article in the ‘Cricklade Chronicle’ distributed monthly to all households in the town
• Article and picture in the Swindon Advertiser (see below)
• Posters displayed on notice boards around the town (see artwork below)
• Entry on the Town Council facebook page
• Letters announcing the event sent to the statutory consultees (see Appendix A)
• Letters to 71 local community groups inviting them to participate (see Appendix B)
• Letters to 25 owners of land adjacent to the settlement boundary (see Appendix C)
• Flyers on display and collection from the Town Council office
• The Town Crier announcing the event in the High Street on the two consultation days

Planning the consultation: venue and timing
The event took place in the Town Hall which is centrally situated on the High Street. It has ample free parking
and is disabled access friendly. The Hall is large which allowed for the display boards to be widely spaced
allowing easy access to the viewing public. In addition an area of tables and chairs was set aside for those
wishing to make a written response on the day. Free refreshments were provided by kind assistance of the
Cricklade Branch of the Women’s Institute.
The event took place over two days to allow those that could not attend for one of the dates to hopefully
attend the other. Saturday 6th April from 10am to 4pm and Thursday 11th April from 1pm to 7pm were
chosen, the staggered timing to allow access for those with children and those at work.
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Consultation event A5 flyer (front and back)

or contact Cricklade Town Council at 113 High Street, Cricklade. Tel: (01793) 751394

For further information visit: www.crickladenp.org.uk

Free refreshments available

Saturday 6th April 10am – 4pm
Thursday 11th April 1pm – 7pm

Cricklade Town Hall

To find out more about these issues and how you can influence the plan over
the next few months, come along to either of the following drop-in sessions

New Housing
Importance of Open Spaces in the Town
Employment areas Traffic flow through the Town

The Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan is about the
use of land within the Parish of Cricklade up to 2026
Are you interested in or have views on:

Have your say on
Cricklade’s Future

Neighbourhood Plan

Cricklade

or contact Cricklade Town Council at 113 High Street, Cricklade. Tel: (01793) 751394

For further information visit: www.crickladenp.org.uk

Free refreshments available

Saturday 6th April 10am – 4pm or Thursday 11th April 1pm – 7pm

Cricklade Town Hall

To find out more about these issues and how you can influence the plan over
the next few months, come along to either of the following drop-in sessions

Have your say on Cricklade’s Future

How might other developments, such as the proposed extra care facility and the
Cricklade Country Way impact on land use in the Parish?

Are there any schemes that might reduce through traffic in Cricklade, particularly HGV’s?
Are any of them feasible in the plan period?

Should employment be expanded? What new employment areas might be considered?

How important are the existing open spaces in the town? Should some of them
be built on?

Should there be any new housing development outside the existing built up area?
If so, what and where?

Where should any new housing within the existing built up area be located?
What type or design should this be?

The Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan is about the use of land within the Parish
of Cricklade up to 2026. It is the way to take forward the land use related aspirations
expressed in the recently completed Town Plan, within the constraints imposed by national
planning policies and Wiltshire’s Core Strategy. Are you interested in or have views on:

Cricklade

Neighbourhood Plan

Planning the consultation: publicity

Planning the consultation: publicity

Cricklade

Neighbourhood Plan

Have your say on
Cricklade’s Future
The Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan is about the
use of land within the Parish of Cricklade up to 2026
Are you interested in or have views on:
New Housing
Importance of Open Spaces in the Town
Employment areas Traffic flow through the Town
To find out more about these issues and how you can influence the plan over
the next few months, come along to either of the following drop-in sessions

Cricklade Town Hall
Saturday 6th April 10am – 4pm
Thursday 11th April 1pm – 7pm
Free refreshments available

For further information visit: www.crickladenp.org.uk
or contact Cricklade Town Council at 113 High Street, Cricklade. Tel: (01793) 751394

Consultation event poster
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Planning the consultation: publicity

Swindon Advertiser article dated 1st April 2013
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The consultation event: format
On arrival the attendees were requested to indicate their age and gender on a registration sheet to enable
attendance statistics to be produced subsequently.
The core of the display was a range of poster sized boards that had been compiled by the Plan Working Party.
The first of these were entitled an Introduction to Neighbourhood Planning (1A & 1B) because it was accepted
that most attendees would have little or no prior knowledge of the subject. Display boards were also prepared
for the topic areas Public Open Space (2), Housing (3A & 3B), Town Centre (4A & 4B) and Light Industrial/
Commercial, Business and Traffic (5A & 5B). All of these are included at Appendix D.
Members of the Plan Working Party were available by each of the display boards to deal with any queries that
attendees raised. Reference material was available consisting of maps (including flood zone and surface water
drainage) and copies of the Wiltshire Council draft Core Strategy, Cricklade Town Plan, Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment (SHLAA), Wiltshire Council Open Space Standards, Open Space Audit analysis of the
41 sites identified, Action for Market Towns Benchmarking Report, and the Housing Needs Survey.
The following landowners (or their agents) accepted the invitation to attend and display material:
Appendix F
• Green Square Housing Association ( Culverhay estate)
		
G
• David Wilson Homes (site off The Forty)
The
Hayes
Concept
(site
at
Horsey
Down)		
H
•
		
I
• Mr Vince Mobey (site off The Fiddle)
Wiltshire Council attended with a display on their Extra Care Strategy

Appendix J

In addition a resident interested in the management of Dance Common
attended with a display

Appendix K
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The consultation event: questionnaire
The questionnaire consists of nineteen ‘open’ questions which were intended to give attendees the opportunity
to think generally about Neighbourhood Planning and about the four topic areas in particular. The questions
were therefore grouped appropriately. With this being the first round of public engagement it was felt that
this approach would elicit a more considered response compared with an approach requiring just ‘yes’ or ‘no’
answers. The final question was specifically included to enable respondents to raise any further matters which
they had concerns about.
To return the questionnaires there were three alternatives:

• Complete a hard copy and hand it in on either of the two consultation days
• Complete a hard copy and hand it in to the Cricklade Town Council office
• Complete the questionnaire online using the ‘survey monkey’ program
A deadline of 10th May 2013 was set for the submission of the questionnaires, either hard copy or online,
which gave a four week period for completion and return.
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Questionnaire summary (see appendix E for full details)
Demographic Information
1.1 Are you male or female?
1.2 Age: 0 – 18, 19 – 30, 31 – 40, 41 – 50, 51 – 60, 61 – 70, over 70?
1.3 Residential status: homeowner, tenant, business, visitor?

Open Space
2.1 How important to the community are the existing open spaces and should they be protected from future development?
2.2 Are any of the current open spaces suitable for possible development?
2.3 Are there any additional open spaces which are valued by the community and which should be added to the list of
open spaces?
2.4 Is additional land needed to meet future requirements for open space?

Housing
3.1 How many new homes do you support being built over the period to 2026? (These would be in addition to the
Extra Care Facility)
3.2 Do you think there are sufficient suitable plots within the settlement boundary to provide this number of homes?
Where are these? If not, where should new homes be developed?
3.3 Are there any buildings, sites or areas within the existing settlement boundary that offer potential for redevelopment
and may enable more homes to be provided within the same land area? Where?
3.4 What factors should we consider if we are to expand the town outside the existing settlement boundary?
3.5 What views do you have about the style, type and density of development of new homes which would be acceptable?

Town Centre
4.1 How can the economic vibrancy of the town be protected?
4.2 Should new retail businesses be encouraged to establish themselves in the town centre and, if so, whereabouts?
4.3 Should other new businesses be encouraged to establish themselves in the town centre and, if so, whereabouts?
4.4 Should there be strong policies in place to protect the high street retail/commercial area to stop conversion of
existing shop or business premises to residential?

Light Industrial/Commercial Business and Traffic
5.1 Should there be more land allocated for businesses to expand and if so where should this be located? For example,
would the Calcutt area be more suitable than the Chelworth area?
5.2 Should we seek to place restrictions on the type of businesses that can be located in particular pars of the parish?
5.3 What should be done to address the traffic impacts of business especially its HGV traffic? Are any of the options
identified feasible in the Plan period?
5.4 Would you support major housing and business expansion if this unlocked major infrastructure development?
5.5 Are there any more minor infrastructure improvements which should be considered by the Neighbourhood Plan?

Other
6.1 Do you have any other comments?
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Photographs from the Consultation Event on 6th April 2013
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Photographs from the Consultation Event on 11th April 2013
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After the event: summary
The attendance at the first event on 6th April 2013 was 260 and at the second event it was 191 giving an
overall total of 451. A small number of people attended both sessions but these have only been counted as
attending the first one.
It was clear that the event had generated a lot of comment in the town and it was noted that many attendees
remained in the Hall for a considerable amount of time because there was a great deal of material on display.
To assist those that did not complete the questionnaire on either consultation day, the display material was
uploaded on to the Neighbourhood Plan website.
The data from the hard copy questionnaires that were completed on the day or subsequently handed in to the
Town Council office was input on to the ‘Survey Monkey’ program by Town Council staff. This ensured that all
of the responses were collated together to ease future data handling and analysis. A total of 126 questionnaires
were received that were completed in whole or part.
A small number of community members put their names forward as being possibly interested in becoming
involved in the Plan process as it moves forwards.
After the consultation event the Plan Working Party established the following three focus groups to analyse the
consultation responses:

• Housing
• Public Realm
• Business and Transport (to deal with the issues arising from the Town Centre and the Light Industrial/
Commercial, Business & Traffic sections of the questionnaire)

The three focus groups have each produced an analysis that summarises the responses made to each of the
questions put in the consultation and which also highlight the main themes that emerged. It was felt that
this approach would produce a more useful output, whereas a line by line commentary to each consultation
response would just lead to the need for further interpretation. In addition a summary has been prepared
of the responses to Q 6.1 which asked respondents to raise any other issues they felt were relevant.
These four summary documents are included on pages 16 to 25. The full verbatim comments of all the
respondents to all of the questions are included for completeness in Appendix L which is a separate document.
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After the event: demographic statistics

35%
30%
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10%
5%
0%
0 - 18

19 - 30

30 - 40

Population

40 - 50
Attendees

50 - 60

60 - 70

over 70

Age

Responses

Total Population:

4227 (2011 Census)

Total Attendees:

451 (in total at the two events)

Total Responses:

126

There has been a disproportionately high response rate (both in terms of attendance at the consultation
events and in completion of the questionnaire) from the over 50s, with a disproportionately low response
rate from the under 40s and a particularly low response from the under 30s.
The number of responses to the questionnaire is only 28% of those attending the consultation
events; however the age profile of respondents is broadly similar to the attendees at the events
(with a disproportionately high response rate from the over 70s).
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After the event: Public Realm
Q 2.1 HOW IMPORTANT TO THE COMMUNITY ARE THE EXISTING OPEN SPACES AND SHOULD
THEY BE PROTECTED FROM FUTURE DEVELOPMENT?
The majority of respondents (108) saw the existing open spaces as very important and to be protected from
housing development. Very few respondents favoured any housing development on these areas. Typical of
some of the views were:
“It is important to keep the current feel of the town not to build on every bit of open space. Whilst
understanding that the town will have to grow it must not be at the expense of Cricklade’s soul”
“We need to have open spaces in and around the town to stop it from feeling ‘over built’ However I feel
they should be kept tidy and have some purpose such as a play area or wildlife habitat and made to feel
accessible. Yes they should be protected from future development - once they are gone that’s it”
“The existing open spaces are very important. Cricklade’s character is very much one of being a small town in
the countryside surrounded by green fields. It is important that existing recognised open spaces are not built
upon where these are valued by the community”
Whilst the majority of people would seem to want everything to be left as it is, there were a significant
number of people who felt that the quality of the open space was also very important. These comments
included:
The old railway line (now part of the SUSTRANS national cycleway network route 45) should be preserved
and improved,
Circular walks should be developed and the accessibility of footpaths and tracks around Cricklade need to
be improved to enable people to enjoy the surrounding countryside.
Too many of the paths are poorly maintained and are impassable for much of the year with flooding or mud.
The existing derelict land owned by the Town Council north of Hall Close might be suitable land
for allotments.
Some of the open spaces identified in and around Cricklade are recognised to be of poor quality.
Some have no defined use which can lead to confusion and abuse of those spaces.
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Q 2.2 ARE ANY OF THE CURRENT OPEN SPACES SUITABLE FOR POSSIBLE DEVELOPMENT?
Notwithstanding the general view that the existing open spaces should be protected, it is clear from the
responses to the second question that there may be some limited appetite for small scale development of
some of the undervalued areas of open space, which would need to be considered on a case by case basis.
Careful analysis of the consultation responses to public open space and the housing questions would
suggest that two areas within Cricklade might be capable of being developed, particularly if they were to
meet the requirements for play areas and allotments: Culverhay and land near Heberden House (though
development would need to fund allotments elsewhere).
Q 2.3 ARE THERE ANY ADDITIONAL OPEN SPACES WHICH ARE VALUED BY THE COMMUNITY AND
WHICH SHOULD BE ADDED TO THE LIST OF OPEN SPACES?
On the issue of the quantity of public open space, there were a few areas suggested as being important to
the community which did not form part of the original audit. Only one stands out as having popular support:
to acquire the field adjacent to Hallsfield and to designate it as an additional area of public open space.
The area could potentially be enhanced by erecting a foot bridge linking it to North Meadow, which would
allow a very picturesque and tranquil arrival into Cricklade for walkers. Laying a hard surface footpath from
Hallsfield to North Wall through this field might also allow a northerly section of a circular walk of Cricklade
to be established.
Q 2.4 IS ADDITIONAL LAND NEEDED TO MEET FUTURE REQUIREMENTS FOR OPEN SPACE?
There is a very clear opinion that any new housing development should automatically include a provision to
increase the current areas of open space. Allotments and play areas appear to be the most popular choice.
However, it has proved difficult to gain an opinion as to where new allotments, play areas or an additional
cemetery should go in Cricklade, though any redevelopment of Culverhay for housing might allow open
spaces to be set aside and used for some of these requirements. There is some public opinion to support this.
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After the event: Housing
Q 3.1 HOW MANY NEW HOMES DO YOU SUPPORT BEING BUILT OVER THE PERIOD TO 2026
(IN ADDITION TO AN EXTRA CARE FACILITY)
The graph below shows the responses to the question on number of new houses supported. It can be seen
that the majority of respondents wish to see 50 new homes or fewer.

There were 103 responses to this question

Number of houses supported

Zero
1-50
51-100
101-150
Over 150

Q 3.2 DO YOU THINK THERE ARE SUFFICIENT SUITABLE PLOTS WITHIN THE SETTLEMENT
BOUNDARY TO PROVIDE THIS NUMBER OF HOMES? WHERE ARE THESE? IF NOT, WHERE
SHOULD NEW HOMES BE DEVELOPED?
We have a mixture of yes and no answers to this question, mainly dependent of the replies made to Q3.1,
i.e. if the respondent proposed a low number of homes then these could be accommodated within the
settlement boundary whereas if they proposed a larger number of houses then these could not.
With respect to potential development sites outside the boundary then the ones most frequently mentioned
were Horsey Down/Common Hill (28), Reeds (19), The Forty (14), The Fiddle, Chelworth/Chelworth Road
(14), Calcutt/ Fairview (6), Culverhay (6), Abingdon Court (2), Bath Road (1) and Purton Road (1) although the
last five are not registered in the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment. Most of the respondents did
not answer this part of the question (and they were not asked to provide a ranking) which probably means
that the sample is too small to draw reliable conclusions regarding preferences from. Where respondents
mentioned a number of sites it was not clear whether they preferred any particular one or a combination.
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Q 3.3 ARE THERE ANY BUILDINGS, SITES OR AREAS WITHIN THE EXISTING SETTLEMENT
BOUNDARY THAT OFFER POTENTIAL FOR REDEVELOPMENT AND MAY ENABLE MORE HOMES
TO BE PROVIDED WITHIN THE SAME LAND AREA? WHERE?
The most frequently mentioned site was Culverhay (24) but this may be because those attending the
consultation event had been given sight of some redevelopment proposals for that particular area.
The Heberden House / Fire Station site received a number of mentions (9) but without the respondent
necessarily stating where the current occupiers should relocate to. The police station received a number
of mentions (11), presumably because it is very visible, whereas the BT exchange on Purton Road only one
mention, presumably because it is not so. Other comments made referred to flats over shops and certain
properties such as The White Lion that are in private ownership.
Q 3.4 WHAT FACTORS SHOULD WE CONSIDER IF WE ARE TO EXPAND THE TOWN OUTSIDE
THE EXISTING SETTLEMENT BOUNDARY?
The most frequently mentioned were the linked issues of flooding, drainage and sewage. Respondents were
not asked to rank their responses and some have listed one matter and others more than one and so no
statistical weight can be drawn other than for us to note the issues raised. Those factors mentioned by more
than one respondent were : adequate car parking provision on any new development, ease of pedestrian and
cycle access to the High Street, proximity to schools and other services, adequacy of school places, dangers
of coalescence with Swindon, retaining the character of the town (both in terms of physical appearance and
community feel), the need for affordable homes, protection of natural habitats, respecting natural
boundaries, providing adequate open spaces, the view of the town from the various approach points,
transport links including public transport and road safety, and protecting the canal and railway routes.
A number of other issues were raised by just one respondent.
Q 3.5 WHAT VIEWS DO YOU HAVE ABOUT THE STYLE, TYPE AND DENSITY OF DEVELOPMENT
OF NEW HOMES WHICH WOULD BE ACCEPTABLE?
A wide range of responses were received and the most frequently raised issues were: a preference for low
cost homes for first time buyers and renters (36), that any new development should be in keeping with the
character of the town (31), the need for a mixed development (25), not too high a density (17), the provision
of adequate parking (11), the need for open spaces to be provided (9), a need for social housing (6), the use
of traditional materials such as Cotswold stone (6), a suggestion that eco-friendly housing should be built
(5), that some bungalows are needed (5), and that adequate garden space should be provided (5). Many
other issues were raised but mentioned by fewer than five people.
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After the event: Business and Transport
Q 4.1 How can the economic vibrancy of the town centre be protected?
Of the 107 respondents to question 4.1, the most popular opinion (30%) was to support free and accessible
parking in the High St. Some respondents suggested limiting the time people could park in the car park
or High Street which would allow passers-by to stop and not drive off to the next town.
The next most popular comment (13%) was to prevent shops being turned into less desirable retail outlets
such as estate agents and also prevent ‘change of use’ for shops to be turned into residential properties.
Other opinions supported the promotion of tourism (12%) and the banning of HGV traffic, especially in
High Street north (9%). There were a number of responses that made suggestions outside the remit of a
neighbourhood plan such as a reduction in business rates (11%).
Q 4.2 Should new retail businesses be encouraged to establish themselves in the
town centre and, if so, whereabouts?
There were 107 responses to the question of which 86 said yes to new retail business, 11 saying no and 10
saying neither. Of the 86, 35 said the new business should go into current empty shops, 6 saying to convert the
old Police Station into a retail outlet and 3 saying to convert current homes. There is a general consensus that
no new retail development should take place away from the High Street. There were some suggestions on the
type of retail business that should be encouraged (hardware, gift shop etc) but no single overwhelming
suggestion. In summary, most people appear happy with the status quo but would like currently empty
shops (old builders merchants /Chinese takeaway) to be developed and occupied.
Q 4.3 Should other new businesses be encouraged to establish themselves in the
town centre and, if so, whereabouts?
There were 79 responses to the question of which 46 said yes to other new retail business, 15 saying no and
18 saying neither or no comment. Of the 46, 22 said the new business should remain in the High St (empty
buildings / convert buildings), 5 suggested Calcutt and 3 suggested Chelworth. There were 3 suggestions for
office type businesses (inc solicitors), 1 for B&B, 1 for gift/antique and 1 for a small cinema. There were
suggestions to convert the Police station and/or social club into smaller retail outlets.
Q 4.4 Should there be stronger policies in place to protect the high street/commercial area, to stop conversion of existing shops or business premises to residential?
Of the 109 respondents, 82 clearly gave a ‘yes’ to the question and 9 said or indicated ‘no’. The remaining did
not give a sufficiently clear opinion. Of those adding additional comments, 13 were similar to the following:
“I would not wish to see premises lying derelict due to a local edict preventing conversion from commercial to
residential property” which could be contradictory to the ‘yes’ reply.
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Q 5.1 Should there be more land allocated for businesses to expand and if so where
should this be located? For example, would the Calcutt area be more suitable
than the Chelworth area?
There were 111 responses to this question. Of these 28 were positively in favour of additional land for
business use and 11 were against any additional “light industrial” type activity in Cricklade. Most people
wanted any expansion to be in a manner that did not introduce additional HGV traffic to the town centre
(48 of the respondents mentioned traffic as a concern). Flooding was another concern. As regards preference
for Chelworth or Calcutt as areas for industrial development 40 expressed a preference for Calcutt and 20 for
Chelworth. It should again be emphasised that for many of each the support was conditional on a solution to
HGV traffic going through the town being found. There were some comments that commercial/light industrial
development at Calcutt might spoil the visual appearance of the entrance to the town or would
have to be undertaken with sensitivity towards this.
Q 5.2 Should we seek to place restrictions on the type of businesses that can be located in particular parts of the parish?
There were 102 responses to this question of whom 81 answered yes and 10 answered no. The remaining
answers were to some extent ambiguous as to how to categorise (but not unclear) such as “no restrictions
on how many vehicles maybe”, “each case needs to be considered individually”, “only if they lead to an
unacceptable increase in traffic” etc. Twenty seven of the responses mentioned traffic as a concern and a few
mentioned some likes and dislikes for high street retail offers (particular types of shop, encouragement of craft
workshop). There was also one respondent who felt strongly about leaving the surrounding countryside free
of equestrian and similar developments.
Q 5.3 What should be done to address the traffic impacts of business, especially
its HGV traffic? Are any of the options identified in the Neighbourhood Plan
information pages feasible in the Plan period (to 2026)?
There were 104 responses to this question. Only 4 of these thought that traffic was not an issue that
needed to be addressed. 37 people thought that the solution lay with a new road of some sort (of which
15 specifically favoured some type of southern bypass), 30 thought that there should be some sort of weight
restriction through the town centre irrespective of whether any new alternative road provision were made
available and 6 thought that speed control measures were the answer or part of the answer. Some respondents
suggested a combination of these solutions. In terms of feasibility of ideas suggested at the consultation event
only three respondents said specifically that they were feasible. Overwhelmingly respondents thought that
HGV traffic is a big issue for the town (some said the biggest) and other respondents recognised that a bypass
could take trade away.
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Q 5.4 Would you support major housing and business expansion if this unlocked
major infrastructure development?
There were 109 responses to this of whom 27 said essentially yes and 70 said no. Parties who were undecided
or who put conditions on any approval so as to make this categorisation of their replies ambiguous are not
included in the above figures. There were some parties that wanted business rather than housing - these are
included in the yes categorisation.
Q 5.5 Are there any more minor infrastructure improvements which should be
considered by the Neighbourhood Plan?
There were 68 responses to this question of whom 10 did not think there were any minor infrastructure
improvements that could be made. Six mentioned HGV reduction which really comes under the previous
question, 6 mentioned improved drainage/flood alleviation measures and the rest mentioned a number of
street/path / other improvement issues. The latter included improved parking provision/reduction of pot
holes /provision of bus stops in areas of town without them/clearing footpaths and alleyways. There was
some desire to remove the traffic build outs from a couple of respondents.
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After the event: Other
Q 6.1 IF YOU HAVE ANY OTHER COMMENTS PLEASE PROVIDE THEM BELOW
The full responses to this question are listed in Appendix L (a separate document) but the main issues raised
can be grouped under these themes:

Cricklade Vision
The town is a small town with its own character, which should be cherished & maintained
Cricklade is a small town and should stay that way
Any development should be in keeping with the area
The nature that surrounds us is the town’s most valuable asset
‘Take-away’ signs and bright lights should be banned, they make the town look tatty
Cricklade has an exceptional and unusual community feel to it, any development should carefully bear this in mind
People are proud to live in Cricklade and wish to protect it from being spoilt by developers
Cricklade is a great place to live
We have some great facilities for a small town
Keep Cricklade special
New development needed to keep town vibrant & bring in new folk to keep fresh ideas and interest flowing
We are not a satellite of Swindon/retain separation from Swindon
Keep Cricklade from becoming a sprawl, otherwise it will lose its character & identity
Preserve ‘In Loco Delicio’ ethos for future generations
Cricklade is unique, we should all strive to keep it that way
I am very happy how Cricklade is now
Stay a special place for all age groups to live in and come in
Keep town’s strong community spirit
Cricklade must evolve

Open Space & Leisure
Open spaces are vital and should be protected and maintained
Well done on the work on Long Close
Support for Dance Common initiative
Field path access needs improving with more stiles replaced by gates
Thames national path improvements approved
We need to keep what small green areas there are in the town
Please don’t build on valued open space between Ladymead and Kitefield
There should be another play area near Culverhay
I would like to see more allotments available
Leisure centre cycle track needs improving
Leisure centre rear needs tarmac
Create play area by Saxon Gardens next to Town Hall
Create wild flower meadow on field to west of Stockham Close
Open up railway
Open up canal
Clear Thames of fallen trees and silt to gain greater access for angling
Protect canal route in any town plan
Provide for steam railway to end at Calcutt Street
Second campus could go on Bath Road garage site
Cycle path is poorly maintained
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Housing Growth
Object to significant increase in housing, especially garden grabbing
Developments should be limited to ensure that the essential character of the town is not destroyed
Building could be outside the boundary
New sewers will be needed for any building
Infill is not wanted by people already living in Culverhay
I do not want to see any further housing developments in Cricklade, we should plant trees on all
existing building land
We should block any further development
Keep building to a minimum, to the north of the leisure centre
Building should be kept off flood plains, the Forty and the Fiddle
Young people born and brought up here cannot afford to live here
We do not need ‘identical boxes’ like West Swindon
Support for building and extending boundaries
Ensure affordable housing available to local people
We need more smaller and affordable housing
Build opposite to Fairview, stopping extra traffic in the High Street
The more homes, the more you will attract
Significant building is not needed
Developments should be for 20+ homes, rather than small development
Development should avoid flood areas
Development at Reeds not desirable & would detract walkers

Residential home for elderly/Nursing Home
Cricklade needs a nursing home more than a residential home, with respite facilities
A care home is needed, it would enable more houses to be released
Relocate Bowls Club to Leisure centre and use this land for a nursing home and sheltered accommodation
Revamp Heberden House
Relocate fire station and use the land for elderly dwellings
Transport for elderly needed eg dial a ride
Culverhay bungalows could provide space for an extra care facility
Move Bath Road garage etc to Chelworth and use land for old people’s home
Offer of experience from geriatric care carer

Traffic and Highways
Cricklade needs a bypass for the lorries
Dangerous junction: Forty and Purton Road
Pavements near Dance Court and Bath Road (church end) are inadequate
Drains upgrade needs thought
Ban HGV’s from the town centre and build bypass
Too many HGV’s and traffic goes too fast in the High Street
Traffic speed on Calcutt Street should be monitored
Speed checks needed on Calcutt Street and High Street
Only problem I see is HGVs going through the High Street
More housing will mean busier roads
Traffic is too fast at top of West Mill Lane
Traffic, particularly HGV traffic, remains the most pressing problem
Traffic is a major issue if you live here
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Neighbourhood Plan
Whole review has been carried out and presented in an excellent way
Please add material online for better consultation
Less closed questions in the consultation
Use double sided forms for questionnaire
Just adopt the neighbourhood plan
Open general meeting needed for people to state their views on the future of Cricklade
Good to have a voice re the future of our lovely town
Thanks for info and allowing to comment

Cricklade Town Council
The Council has done a great job so far
Why move the Council offices?

Tourism
Publicise Cricklade at Cotswold Water Park/River Thames
Provide more information about the town in central location
Need to improve the town for tourism
We should capitalise on fritillary season
Recreate a section of Town wall on Waylands

Business & Retail
We should have a weekly market in the High Street
High Street business property should not be allowed to be converted into housing
Thought needed re a doctors practice
Encourage businesses into centre and retain PO, Bank etc
A bigger population in Cricklade needed to help sustain retail
Better use of empty buildings, like the Police station
Encourage small scale renewable energy generation
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Appendix A
Statutory Consultees and similar invited to participate
Ashton Keynes Parish Council
Blunsdon St Andrew Parish Council
British Telecom Telecommunications
Cable and Wireless Telecommunications
Dance Common Group
Scottish & Southern Electricity
Environment Agency
British Gas
GreenSquare Housing Association
Highways Agency
Historic Buildings and Monument Commission for England
Latton Parish Council
Leigh Parish Council
Marston Meysey Parish Council
Minety Parish Council
Natural England
Network Rail
Purton Parish Council
South Cerney & Cerney Wick Parish Council
Swindon Borough Council
Thames Water
Wilts & Berks Canal Trust
Wiltshire Council
Wiltshire Primary Care Trust
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Appendix A
Statutory Consultees and similar invited to participate
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Appendix B
Community Groups invited to participate
Childrens Centre

Prior Park Preparatory School

Christmas Lights Team

Probus

Cotswold Pheasant and Poultry Club

RAOB

Cricklade and District Twinning Association

Red Lion Charity Fund

Cricklade Art Group

Rochelle School of Dance

Cricklade Badminton Club

Rotary Club

Cricklade Bloomers

Royal British Legion

Cricklade Bowls Club

Scouts

Cricklade Business Association

Sing 4/4 Community Choir

Cricklade County Market

Squash Club

Cricklade Court Leet

St Mary’s Church

Cricklade Cricket Club

St Sampson’s Bell Ringers

Cricklade Fire Station

St Sampson’s Church

Cricklade Garden Club

St Sampson’s Church Choir

Cricklade Historical Society/Museum

St Sampson’s Church Youth Club

Cricklade Leisure Centre

St Sampson’s Wardens

Cricklade Link

St. Sampson’s Infant School

Cricklade Model Flying Club

St. Sampson’s Junior School

Cricklade Open Door

Thames Pre-school

Cricklade Pre-school

The Club

Cricklade Rugby Football Club

The Cricklade Band

Cricklade Run England

The Smart Zone-Breakfast and After School Club

Cricklade Show

Theatre Group

Cricklade Sportsman’s Association

Town Festival

Cricklade Tennis Club

United Church

Cricklade Town FC

United Church Coffee Mornings

Cricklade Town Hall

United Church Hall

Cricklade United Charity

United Church Prayer Fellowship

Cricklade Women’s Institute

United Church Youth Group

Explorers

Upper Thames Church Choir

Friends of St. Mary’s Church

Upper Thames Protection Society

Friendship Guild

VWH Rifle Club

Guiding UK

Waylands Estate

Jenner Hall

Welcome Club

Meadowpark Nursery and Pre-prep School

Young Farmers’ Club (Purton and Cricklade)

North East Wiltshire Ramblers
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Appendix B
Community Groups invited to participate
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Appendix C
Landowner or agent invited to participate
The landowners, or their agents, of the sites listed below had been notified in December 2012 of the
commencement of the Neighbourhood Plan process in Cricklade. In February 2013 they were invited
to participate in this first public consultation event.

Stones Farm and north of Reeds
Garage premises, Stones Lane
Horsey Down adjacent to Leisure Centre
Horsey Down
Bounded by Common Hill, The Fiddle, The Forty
Adjacent to The Forty
South of The Forty
South of Chelworth Road
North of Chelworth Road
East of Dance Common
Adjacent to Pauls Croft and at Calcutt, south of A419
Adjacent to Spital Lane
West of River Thames, north of Hatchetts
Hatchetts Farm
Adjacent to Thames Hall
Adjacent to Westmill Lane
North of Hallsfield and bordering River Thames
North of High Bridge adjacent to North Meadow
Calcutt adjacent to flyover and access road
Calcutt, adjacent to access road
Calcutt, north of access road
North of Calcutt Farm
Calcutt, north of A419
Calcutt, south of A419
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Appendix C
Landowner or agent invited to participate
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Appendix D
•

•
•

What is Neighbourhood Planning?

The Localism Act 2011 gives local communities
more power to influence the future of the
places where they live by preparing
neighbourhood plans.
Neighbourhood plans can establish a vision for
an area as well as general planning policies for
the development and use of land in a
neighbourhood. They should be about local
rather than strategic issues. For example, they
could cover where new shops, offices or
homes should go and what green spaces
should be protected or other planning related
issues.
Neighbourhood plans should be focused on
guiding development rather than stopping it.
They also have to be in line with national policy
and Wiltshire Council’s local planning policies.
Once adopted they will become part of the
statutory planning framework and be used to
guide decisions on planning applications.

What is the scope of a
Neighbourhood Plan?

Whilst a neighbourhood plan is flexible in terms
of what can be included it must be primarily
about the use and development of land and
buildings. The following principles apply:
A Neighbourhood Plan can…

Board 1A
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Decide where and what type of
development should happen in the
neighbourhood.
Promote more development than is set
out in the Wiltshire Core Strategy.
Include more detailed policies, for
example on design standards.

A Neighbourhood Plan cannot conflict with
strategic policies or prevent developments that
are in the Core Strategy prepared by Wiltshire
Council.
Because of its dependence on the Wiltshire
Core Strategy, Cricklade’s Neighbourhood Plan
must cover the same time period up to 2026.

How does this relate to the Town
Plan?

The Town Plan completed last year is a very
useful starting point for the Neighbourhood
Plan. Whilst it deals with more topics than land
use, and any views expressed can be given
weight when planning decisions are made by
Wiltshire Council, there is no statutory
requirement to follow its recommendations.
The Neighbourhood Plan on the other hand is
confined to dealing with the use of land within
the parish and once adopted will have statutory
force. Preparation of it is therefore a more
formal process than was the case for the town
plan with the required steps laid down by
statute. However, what emerges will have
statutory power in any planning decision
affecting land use.

Why would this interest me?

If you have concerns about the lack of
appropriate housing in Cricklade, whether for
families, young single people struggling to get
started on the housing ladder or older people
seeking to downsize, about the style, size and
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density of new housing development, about
flooding, about traffic through the town, about
maintaining open spaces and recreational
facilities within the town, about business
sustainability and expansion, about maintaining
a rural buffer between Cricklade and Swindon,
then you should be interested in
neighbourhood planning.

Who will prepare them?

The Localism Act specifies that, where it exists,
a parish council is responsible for the delivery
of a Neighbourhood Plan covering all or part its
parish. However a Neighbourhood Plan needs
to be supported by the whole community
before it can be adopted and so the process to
deliver it must provide opportunity for all
relevant stakeholders to be involved, including
local organisations and businesses as well as
residents and national agencies such as
Natural England and English Heritage. To
ensure the process and content is robust all
Neighbourhood Plans will be subject to an
independent check for compliance with
relevant legislation and other planning policies
before being put to a local referendum where
the plan will need to get majority support before
it can come into force.

What is Cricklade’s Neighbourhood
Area?
In principle any area can apply to its Local
Planning Authority (for Cricklade this is
Wiltshire Council) to be designated a
Neighbourhood Area and have its own
Neighbourhood Plan.

What is Wiltshire Council’s role?

Wiltshire Council as Local Planning Authority
has a duty to provide technical advice and
support to those producing a neighbourhood
plan. It also has to:
•
•

•

agree the boundary of the area to be
covered by a neighbourhood plan
organise the check by an independent
examiner into a neighbourhood plan and
the referendum
adopt the neighbourhood plan and bring
it into force.

How can I influence the
Neighbourhood Plan?

You can express your views during these
events or subsequently through the
questionnaire. We are also seeking volunteers
representing all parts of the community to join
focus groups dedicated to examining relevant
issues in more detail.

What happens next?

The next stage of the consultation will be focus
groups which will cover specific issues in more
detail. At the same time, we will also be
working on a Strategic Environmental
Assessment and Sustainability Appraisal to
ensure that the plan is robust. The plan will be
completed during 2014.

In December 2012 Cricklade Town Council
applied to designate the parish of Cricklade as
its own independent Neighbourhood Area. The
application was formally approved on 28th
February 2013.
Board 1B

33

Appendix D
Key Issues

As part of the development of an evidence
base for the Neighbourhood Plan we have
reviewed the current provision of open space
and identified a number of key issues which will
need to be addressed as part of the plan.
These include:

Public Open Space

The countryside and open space around
Cricklade is special in every respect,
comprising internationally important landscape
and wildlife, rights of way and recreational
spaces. Open spaces bring a range of benefits
to the local community including enhancing the
economy, quality of life, health and
environmental sustainability. Cricklade
currently fails to meet the Wiltshire standards
for open space requirements and future
provision is a key issue to be addressed in the
Neighbourhood Plan.

Current Provision

The following are examples of open space
which are currently provided in Cricklade:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

parks and gardens
natural/semi-natural urban greenspaces
green corridors
outdoor sports facilities
amenity greenspace
provision for children and teenagers
allotments and community gardens
cemeteries and churchyards
civic spaces

Maps showing open space provision are
adjacent to this board. We already know that
Cricklade lacks sufficient open space for
allotments and provision for children and
teenagers.
Board 2
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•

•
•

•

How important to the community are the
existing open spaces and should they be
protected from future development?
Are any of the current open spaces suitable
for possible development?
Are there any additional open spaces which
are valued by the community and which
should be added to the list of open spaces?
Is additional land needed to meet future
requirements for open space?

Your views

We have already identified that Cricklade is
short of allotments and provision for children
and teenagers. We need input from you on
where such sites might be located as well as
identifying any other open space which should
be identified as part of the Neighbourhood
Plan.
Please use the questionnaire to comment on
open space provision and use the ‘sticky dots’
to identify new areas for open space.
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Open Spaces: Inside the town
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inside or outside the existing boundary,
providing these local policies are reasonable
and do not go against wider strategic planning
policies.
Although the proposed Extra Care Facility
would provide housing, these units are not
counted in Wiltshire’s new homes target.

Housing

With continuing population growth and an
increasing number of people living in smaller
family groups, the provision and location of
additional housing, particularly affordable
housing, continues to be an important issue
nationally. Cricklade is no exception to this
national situation.
The existing North Wiltshire Local Plan and
proposed Wiltshire Core Strategy contain what
are called framework or settlement boundaries.
These are lines on a map which have been
drawn around existing built up areas. New
building is not normally permitted outside these
boundaries, to protect the identity of existing
settlements and the countryside from “urban
sprawl”.
However expansion of Cricklade may be
needed if insufficient space exists within its
existing boundary to deliver enough new
homes, as the town must share in meeting
Wiltshire Council’s defined overall housing
need within the Plan period to 2026.
Neighbourhood planning provides an
opportunity for the community to support
development at specific locations outside
Cricklade’s existing boundary. It can also set
local policies regarding extent, type, size,
design and density of new housing, whether

Current Provision

The Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment (SHLAA), which covers the whole
of Wiltshire, lists sites that have been
registered with Wiltshire Council by their
owners as having ‘development potential’. The
SHLAA sites located adjacent to Cricklade’s
current settlement boundary are shown on the
adjacent map. The inclusion of a site in the
SHLAA does not imply that planning
applications for it would be treated more
favourably than sites which are not included, or
that the existing settlement boundary would be
moved. Other sites also may be suitable for
development. We have invited all landowners
within or adjacent to the framework boundary
to the Consultation event. Their presence does
not imply that planning applications for these
sites would be treated any more or less
favourably.

Key Issues

There are a number of key physical constraints
on development in Cricklade, the main one
being that the town is sited in an area
susceptible to flooding. The adjacent map
shows the Environment Agency Flood Zones
which give accurate information to guide the
designation of areas that will not be suitable for
development. Any proposals for development
in these areas would be contrary to National
Planning Policy.
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Within its settlement boundary Cricklade has
several sites which are Scheduled Ancient
Monuments. These are also considered
unsuitable for development.
Expansion of Cricklade south may carry a risk
of coalescence with Swindon as it develops
towards Cricklade, expansion north could
compromise North Meadow nature reserve and
expansion west may impact on the town’s
historic setting. The Strategic Environmental
Assessment (SEA) and Sustainability Appraisal
(SA) which are statutory documents required to
be completed as part of the neighbourhood
planning process will consider the extent to
which any development could impact on the
historic or natural environment of the town.
All development would also need to take
account of associated investment in
infrastructure such as water and sewage,
surface water drainage, suitability of vehicle or
pedestrian access, etc., particularly where
there is known to be a problem of insufficient
capacity in existing provision.
Several documents that result from recent
research and consultation provide evidence
and information on Cricklade’s housing. These
include the Wiltshire Core Strategy, a Housing
Needs Survey for Cricklade parish and the
Cricklade Town Plan. Copies of these
documents are available adjacent to this board.
The Wiltshire Core Strategy (currently in draft)
gives a target total of 115 new houses to be
permitted between now and 2026 in the
communities of Cricklade, Purton, Lydiard
Millicent, Lyneham, Bradenstoke, Broad Town,
Hook, Latton, Purton Stoke, Bushton, Clyffe
Pypard, Tockenham and Marston Meysey.”
Housing facts ...
•

In 2001 there were 1686 dwellings in
Cricklade.

Board 3B
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•

By 2011, this number had risen to 1822
dwellings. This represents an increase
of 136 dwellings in the decade.

Your views

There is an identified need for some new
housing development in Cricklade. We
particularly need your views on:
•

How many new homes do you support
being built over the period to 2026?
(These would be in addition to the Extra
Care facility)

•

Do you think there are sufficient suitable
plots within the settlement boundary to
provide this number of homes? Where
are these? If not, where should new
homes be developed?

•

Are there any buildings, sites or areas
within the existing settlement boundary
that offer potential for redevelopment
and may enable more homes to be
provided within the same land area?
Where?

•

What factors should we consider if we
are to expand the town outside the
existing settlement boundary?

•

What views do you have about the style,
type and density of development of new
homes which would be acceptable?

Sites registered in the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment
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3173

3088
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Alkerton House and the Red Lion on one side,
and between 23 High Street and St. Mary’s
Church on the other.
A benchmarking survey was carried out at the
end of 2012 by ‘Action for Market Towns’ and a
copy of the draft report is available here.

Town Centre

Cricklade is classified as a ‘local service centre’
by Wiltshire Council with this being defined as
a small town serving a surrounding hinterland.
The retail ‘offer’ that the town provides is
concentrated on the historic High Street and
the 2012 Town Plan states that:
“The High Street and its local businesses are a
vital part of Cricklade’s economy and intrinsic
to the existing character and vitality of the
town.”
There are also some other businesses away
from the high street including Bath Road and
Culverhay.

Current Provision

As the population of Cricklade has increased
over recent decades the number of retail
premises has actually declined because
shopping patterns have changed. A number of
properties in the High Street that were partly
commercial, but are now just residential, can
clearly be seen. This decline has stabilised in
more recent years and some protection is now
provided by the retail policies of the North
Wiltshire Plan 2011 which apply to a
designated area of the High Street, between
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The report takes data on twelve key
performance indicators such as parking,
business confidence etc, from Cricklade and
compares this information to that for similar
small towns in the south west and nationwide.
Among the findings are:
•

the commercial property vacancy rate is
below average

•

the number of shops as a proportion of
commercial premises is below average

•

the footfall count shows levels typically
20% below small towns nationally

•

when asked to assess the positive
aspects of the town centre the 49 users
surveyed rated Cricklade above the
south west and national averages in 13
out of 14 categories, the only exception
being the lack of provision of a market

Finally, the Town Plan refers to a perceived
lack of B&B accommodation.

Key Issues

The key issue is how best to protect and
enhance the vibrancy of the Town Centre
economy to ensure that Cricklade prospers as
a sustainable community over the plan period
to 2026. As part of this it may be necessary to
consider the mix of businesses in the town
centre and the attractiveness of the town to
residents and visitors.

Appendix D
Your views

The Town Centre has a crucial role in the
identity of Cricklade and we are seeking your
views on:
• How can the economic vibrancy of the
town centre be protected?
•

Should new retail businesses be
encouraged to establish themselves in
the town centre and, if so, whereabouts?

•

Should other new businesses be
encouraged to establish themselves in
the town centre and, if so, whereabouts?

•

Should there be stronger policies in
place to protect the high street
retail/commercial area, to stop
conversion of existing shop or business
premises to residential?

Please use the questionnaire to comment on
these and any other land use issues that relate
to the town centre.
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Previous Local Plans have identified it as a key
local employment area. Several businesses
there have recently sought (and received)
permission to improve their premises in order
to allow expansion, and an application for new
small business units has also recently been
approved.

Light Industrial/Commercial
Business and Traffic

The provision of appropriate land to allow
existing and new businesses to thrive and grow
is an important consideration for a
neighbourhood plan.

However many businesses located at
Chelworth, as well as those on this side of
Purton, rely on significant transport
movements.
Cricklade is also affected by gravel extraction
sites in the vicinity. Over the next 10-15 years
this type of traffic may be expected to increase,
given four of the seven identified new gravel
sites in Wiltshire are immediately east of the
town, including one that covers most of the
area in the parish east of the A419.

A directly related issue is the associated traffic
generated, particularly HGVs.
Increased development can potentially bring
forward road infrastructure improvements
which might not otherwise be possible, but
funding of new road construction is likely to
require significant housing and/or commercial
expansion.
Please note that the recent permissions for
major new housing developments at Tadpole
Farm and Ridgeway Farm will not deliver any
funding for road improvements within Cricklade
parish.

Current Provision

Business activity on industrial estates at
Chelworth brings income into the parish from
the wider economy and provides local jobs.

Board 5A
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Wiltshire Council 2013 - Minerals Site
Allocations Development Plan Document,
amended
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Key Issues

The impacts on the environment (including
local nature reserves and flooding) and on the
historic setting of the town of Cricklade affect
the decision to allocate more land for industrial
or commercial businesses.
However it is the HGV traffic generated by local
businesses (including the Hills waste site) that
continues to have the most major negative
impact on residents of Cricklade, especially
those living or walking alongside the main
roads to the business areas.

development. We particularly need your views
on:
•

Should there be more land allocated for
businesses to expand and if so where
should this be located? For example, would
the Calcutt area be more suitable than the
Chelworth area?

•

Should we seek to place restrictions on the
type of businesses that can be located in
particular parts of the parish?

•

What should be done to address the traffic
impacts of business especially its HGV
traffic? Are any of the options identified
above feasible in the Plan period?

•

Would you support major housing and
business expansion if this unlocked major
infrastructure development?

•

Are there any more minor infrastructure
improvements which should be considered
by the Neighbourhood Plan?

There have been various proposals over the
years reducing the volume of HGV traffic going
through the town.
The options may be summarised as:
•

•

•

Ban vehicles over 7.5 t from Cricklade
o without building any new roads, or
o build a southern bypass, or
o build a link to Fridays Ham Lane
Allow Tadpole Lane to become a HGV
through route

Please use the questionnaire to comment on
these or any other issues.

Build a link road to access the Hills site at
Purton from the south west (B4696)

A document summarising some of the
advantages and disadvantages of these
options is adjacent to this board.
Other more local and lower cost road
improvements could potentially be funded from
associated development.

Your views

Providing land to sustain new and existing
businesses is important but we need to
carefully consider the transport impacts of such
Board 5B
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Questionnaire

Questionnaire
Please answer all questions by placing an X in the appropriate box or by writing in the
box provided.
Section 1:

Demographic Information

1.1 Gender - are you?

Male

Female

1.2 Age • •are you?

0-18

51-60

19-30

61-70

31-40

Over 70

Section 2:

Open Space

2.1
How important to the community are the existing open spaces and should they be protected
from future development?

2.2

Are any of the current open spaces suitable for possible development?

41-50
1.3 Residential status • •are you?

A homeowner
A tenant,
A business
A visitor

2.3
Are there any additional open spaces which are valued by the community and which should be
added to the list of open spaces?

2.4

Is additional land needed to meet future requirements for open space?

Questionnaire
Section 3:

Housing

3.1
How many new homes do you support being built over the period to 2026? (These would be in
addition to the Extra Care facility)

Questionnaire
Section 4:
4.1

Town Centre

How can the economic vibrancy of the town centre be protected?

3.2
Do you think there are sufficient suitable plots within the settlement boundary to provide this
number of homes? Where are these? If not, where should new homes be developed?

4.2
Should new retail businesses be encouraged to establish themselves in the town centre and, if
so, whereabouts?

3.3
Are there any buildings, sites or areas within the existing settlement boundary that offer
potential for redevelopment and may enable more homes to be provided within the same land area?
Where?

4.3
Should other new businesses be encouraged to establish themselves in the town centre and, if
so, whereabouts?

3.4
What factors should we consider if we are to expand the town outside the existing settlement
boundary?

4.4
Should there be stronger policies in place to protect the high street retail/commercial area, to
stop conversion of existing shop or business premises to residential?

3.5
What views do you have about the style, type and density of development of new homes which
would be acceptable?
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Questionnaire
Section 5:

Light Industrial/Commercial Business and Traffic

5.1
Should there be more land allocated for businesses to expand and if so where should
this be located? For example, would the Calcutt area be more suitable than the Chelworth
area?

Section 6:
6.1

Other

If you have any other comments, please provide them below.

5.2
Should we seek to place restrictions on the type of businesses that can be located in
particular parts of the parish?

5.3
What should be done to address the traffic impacts of business especially its HGV
traffic? Are any of the options identified above feasible in the Plan period?
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

5.4
Would you support major housing and business expansion if this unlocked major
infrastructure development?

Thank you for taking time to complete this questionnaire. The deadline for completed
questionnaires is May 10th.
Please leave your completed questionnaire in the box provided or post to Cricklade
Town Council, 113 High Street, Cricklade, Wiltshire, SN6 6AE.

5.5
Are there any more minor infrastructure improvements which should be considered by
the Neighbourhood Plan?

Questionnaire
Focus Groups
As part of the next stage of the consultation, we will be holding a series of focus groups
which will look in more detail as specific issues. If you would like to be part of one of
these groups please provide some details by which we may contact you and let us know
which topic you would be interested in discussing further.
Thank you.

Name: ......................................................................................
Address:
............................................................................................................................................
............................................................................................................................................
............................................................................................................................................
............................................................................................................................................
Telephone: ...............................................................................
Email: ........................................................................................
Please tell us which topic you would be interesting in discussing further:
............................................................................................................................................
............................................................................................................................................
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GreenSquare and Cricklade’s
Neighbourhood Plan
Cricklade Town Council is inviting local people to have their say about the new Cricklade
Neighbourhood Plan. Because GreenSquare Group is a major landowner in the town, we
have been asked to attend today and suggest ways in which our land ownership can
contribute to the provision of new homes and to the overall improvement of Cricklade.
Our display shows:
• a plan showing overall GreenSquare land ownership in Cricklade
• a plan showing potential parcels of land (mostly owned by GreenSquare)
that would be suitable for redevelopment

Tell us
ou
what y !
think

We want to stress that these plans are only ideas that we want to talk to you
and the Town Council about – and that no decisions have been made to replace
or redevelop any part of Culverhay. No such decisions will be made until we
have consulted fully with anyone who would be affected by such a proposal.

Please talk to our representatives here today, or:
• To talk about ideas for Culverhay: contact Phil Bowley, Head of Regeneration at GreenSquare
Tel 01793 602822 or email phil.bowley@greensquaregroup.com
• To talk about ideas for Cricklade in general: contact the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group
via their website at www.crickladenp.org.uk

THIS DRAWING IS COPYRIGHT.

Ordnance Survey © Crown copyright 2013 100014368 © Crown copyright material is reproduced with the permission of Land Registry under delegated authority from the Controller of HMSO.
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ROSE HILL, OXFORD: The above 'before and after' photographs illustrate a recently completed redevelopment at Rose Hil in the south of the city.

GreenSquare regeneration projects past and present
This board illustrates two projects: a completed scheme in Oxford and a proposed scheme in Wiltshire which is currently at Planning stage.

The existing PRC houses
Image extract from Google Streetview

Filename:

TOWN CLOSE, KINGTON ST. MICHAEL
The artist's impressions - above and left - illustrate a proposed scheme to replace
six Prefabricated Reinforced Concrete houses dating back to the 1940s with
several new dwellings that are designed to be sympathetic to the architectural
and material character of the village.
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The Design Team
Asset Management
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Appendix G

1

Introduction
Background:
David Wilson Homes Southern are promoting residential proposals to be considered as
part of the Neighbourhood Plan process, for a development of new homes off The Forty
road here in Cricklade.
This development will deliver 18 new homes, including 30% affordable homes, public
open space & new infrastructure.
The site is located just south of The Forty road, Cricklade and currently comprises 2.35
acres (0.9 hectares) of agricultural land.

Why develop the site for residential housing?
Cricklade has been identified as a sustainable location for development within Wiltshire’s
adopted Local plan & emerging Core strategy (February 2012).
Policy H5 identifies a requirement for 30% affordable housing. It also defines Cricklade
as the Local Service Centre in the Royal Wooton Basset & Cricklade community area.
The community area is expected to provide 1250 dwellings over the period 2006-2026.
Cricklade will provide a proportion of 115 residential dwelling requirements outside of
Royal Wooton Basset, of which there are 8 smaller villages that will share in this residual.

Location Plan

Paragraph 5.97 of the Core Strategy states ‘Some housing development is necessary in
Cricklade to help facilitate the delivery of improvements to the retail offer and other
facilities in the town.
The Wiltshire & Swindon Structure Plan identifies Cricklade as a main town for
development.

How will the development benefit the
community?
New affordable family homes ‘David Wilson Homes
Southern believes the new affordable housing should be
for Local people’

Ecology & Environment:
The site currently comprises agricultural land. A Land quality, Archaeological & Heritage
assessment will be carried out by qualified consultants in the near future.
An initial Ecological Phase 1 habitat survey has been carried out by a qualified Ecologist.
The study has concluded that there are no ecological constraints, although additional
surveys will be carried out during appropriate seasons as part of our companies due
diligence.

New informal public open space
Developer contributions to improve local community
facilities and infrastructure.
Enhancement of existing trees, hedgerows and
landscape.

The Environment Agency records no air or ground pollution or active landfill. Similarly
there are no environmental designations.

Drainage:












































water sewers, which passes through The Forty. Thames








































Concept Plan

The Forty, Cricklade, Wiltshire
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The scheme will be designed in accordance with Environment
Agency run off rates & all run off surface water from the
development will be attenuated in accordance with Planning
policies. This will result in not only improved water quality, but
also a reduced rate of current site runoff during large storms.
Foul water will be discharged into the existing Adopted foul






 
 



























The storm water will be attenuated using a Sustainable Urban
Drainage System, through the use of Permeable surfaces and
sub-base across the development.

Water will be consulted, confirming capacity.

Highways & Transportation:
The new access road will be designed in accordance with the
Wiltshire Councils adoptable highways standards. It will also
allow sufficient manoeuvring and access for vehicles including
Fire, Refuse & Emergency.
The access road will encourage slow speeds through natural
traffic calming features such as road geometry.
The development will include a Green Travel plan promoting
sustainable modes of transport.
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2

Proposed Development
The Proposed Development:
1. The development will provide a mix ranging from 2 to
5 bedroomed properties including Open market and

Indicative Layout:

THE

Affordable homes (rented & shared ownership).
2. The layout & housing design will reflect the local

TY
FOR

Vernacular, Architectural style and materials of the
established residential homes on The Forty.
3. A distinctive development is proposed that responds
to the local area through its density & built form arranged
around a hierarchy of roads, key spaces, built & natural
features.
4. The new houses will be arranged to ensure that there
is active frontage on all public spaces, such as roads &
public open space, giving good natural surveillance and
architectural interest throughout the scheme.
5. Parking provision that is appropriate for the size of
houses proposed.
6. Open space proposed to the front of the site providing
a pleasing entrance & a buffer between the new
development & existing houses.
7. An attractive development is proposed that will protect
and enhance the sites landscape & ecology with
consideration given to respect the local landscape and
surroundings.

Example of architectural style:

David Wilson Homes Sustainable Principle’s :
Energy: The development will achieve an 8% carbon reduction over Building Regulations 2010.
Photo Voltaic panels, Energy efficient lighting, cycle storage facilities will be provided.
Water: Water consumption for each new home will be reduced to 120 litres/person/day.
Materials: Materials that have a low environmental impact will be chosen for the construction of
the new houses and manufacturers will be chosen based on their environmental credentials.
Waste: The waste generated throughout construction of the development will be recycled
wherever possible.
Pollution: High efficiency condensing boilers with very low levels of emissions will be fitted in
each new home.
Health and Wellbeing: All homes are designed to provide good levels of natural daylight and
sound insulation.
Management: The construction process will be monitored, and the development will take part in
the Considerate Constructors Scheme.

Conclusions:






Low density local houses for local people.
Provision of affordable housing.
New Public open space.
Enhancement of Community facilities through developer contributions.
Enhancement of existing trees & hedgerows, landscape & ecology on the development.

The Forty, Cricklade, Wiltshire
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Appendix H
The “Hayes
Concept” for land at
Horsey Down,
Common Hill
Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment
(“SHLAA”) Report December 2011
“Land Development Document policies should be informed
by a robust, shared evidence base of land availability
through a SHLAA, which should also be the primary
mechanism through which to identify a deliverable and
developable supply of sites”

The key objectives of the “SHLAA”, identified in the national
guidance, are to:• Assess land availability by identifying buildings or areas of
land (including previously developed land and Greenfield) that
have development potential for housing
• Assess the potential level of housing that can be provided on
identified land
• Identify constraints that might make a particular site
unavailable and/or unviable for development
• Assess which sites are likely to be deliverable and which are
likely to be developable
SHLAA Output Report Wiltshire Council December 2012

Key Points for Consideration (2)
• The area in question provides for a natural boundary to the edge of
the town without compromising the town structure, whilst at the
same time potentially offering the provision of an extension to the
Leisure Centre facilities and a cemetery site and a mix of additional
housing created sympathetically and in keeping with the traditional
feel of the town
• Any potential development would NOT be encroaching on the belt
between Swindon and Cricklade and would be a controlled, small,
“unique” and discrete development in keeping with the
surroundings, and not an extension/expansion to any current
housing estate site.
• The ability to ensure that any development is “appropriate” and
creates an impression as the Common Hill approach is one major
gateway to the town.
• There would be NO issues regarding any potential conflicts with
flooding of the River Thames. Conversely, this would provide an
opportunity to review and modify the current drainage issues
surrounding surface water flows from Common Hill and with joint
investigations could reduce the issues regarding the drainage and
unavailability of pitches at the Leisure Centre in adverse winter
weather conditions
• As the development is well away from a view of the River Thames
and the North Meadow, this should preserve the unique attribute
for the benefit of the town. This concept development would
remove a number of potential significant issues relating to noise,
surface water and “line of site” pollution - as identified in the
Cricklade Town Plan “Housing too close to the River Thames and
the boundary of the north Meadow SSSI would negatively impact
its setting”. The site is of national importance and should be
preserved as such.

Key Points for Consideration (1)
• Potential Road Access to the land is easily created with the
additional significant benefit of potential reduction in speed down
Common Hill through the introduction of, for example, a mini
roundabout. Access to the site from two ends (B4040 and Stones
Lane) allows for greater flexibility in traffic management – the
access approach currently allows good visibility and should be able
to accommodate any incremental traffic flow without causing
excessive congestion whilst at the same time benefitting safety to
the town and pedestrians by reducing the speed of vehicles on the
approach to and from Cricklade.
• The potential to provide a Cemetery Area in a quiet, rural yet easily
accessible area of the town, whether travelling by foot, on bike or
horse, or indeed by car. The potential area would be able to
promote quiet, reflective and respectful surroundings, whilst at the
same time being freely accessible to the town and increase the
communities Public Open Space area.
• The area is adjacent to the Leisure Centre, which could also
benefit from additional ground and an increase in Public Open
Space for the town. Consideration under this concept is given to
the principal of providing additional play areas/pitches in an
excellent location for younger families which the community has
indicated it needs to attract and provide for in order to remain a
balanced community
• Existing footpaths provide safe pedestrian access to from the area
to the town centre and all its facilities. Excellent safe pedestrian
access to the Leisure Centre from this site, minimising the need to
access via the major roads on foot.
• An expansion of the existing settlement boundary with new
buildings and community services into the countryside would not
Conclusions
be seen as out of keeping
with adjacent development, especially
given that some of the development is only about 4 years old.
This is very simply a concept and the early stages of exploring the
possibilities of offering a credible choice for a controlled development
resulting from consultation to provide a sensible growth of the town and
its facilities.
The overarching principalConclusions
is to retain the integrity and structure of the
town and to work with others in the delivery of a project that would only
add
value
to
the
town
and
the
community
This is very simply a concept
and the early stages of exploring the
possibilities of offering a credible choice for a controlled development
This concept
demonstrates
uniqueofcommitment
to
resulting
from acknowledges
consultation toand
provide
a sensibleagrowth
the town and
providing
its
facilities.facilities for the town, such as Public Open areas in
conjunction with a controlled development and increase in appropriate
housing,
whilst ensuring
as trafficand
access
and safety,
The
overarching
principalkey
is toissues
retainsuch
the integrity
structure
of the
drainage,
etcwork
are equally
considered.
Optionsofare
clearly that
flexible
withonly
the
town
and to
with others
in the delivery
a project
would
possibility
of
designing
a
scheme
that
meets
local
demand
for
services
add value to the town and the community
and open spaces together with an appropriate allocation of new housing.
The key
to any
successful development
is working
in collaboration
with
This
concept
acknowledges
and demonstrates
a unique
commitment
to
key partners
to produce
mutually
providing
facilities
for athe
town,satisfactory
such as solution
Public . Open areas in
conjunction with a controlled development and increase in appropriate
housing, whilst ensuring key issues such as traffic access and safety,
drainage, etc are equally considered. Options are clearly flexible with the
Do other
these
types
of for
facilities
possibility
of potential
designing a sites
schemeoffer
that meets
local
demand
services
or assurances?
and
open spaces together with an appropriate allocation of new housing.
The key to any successful development is working in collaboration with
key partners to produce a mutually satisfactory solution.

Do other potential sites offer these types of facilities
or assurances?
The current land owners all have a personal attachment to the area, with some
connections going back 4 generations. Due to the personal nature of these
connections, this initial concept, hopefully, reflects the desire to provide a
solution for the local community through enhanced facilities whilst at the same
time providing for a controlled increase in appropriate housing stock. The
name of this concept, and any potential development would ideally relate to
“Hayes” in recognition of John and Mary Hayes, whose land this once was and
who lived and farmed here.
The current land owners all have a personal attachment to the area, with some
connections going back 4 generations. Due to the personal nature of these
connections, thisAny
initial
concept, hopefully,
reflects
the desire to provide a
Suggestions,
Comments
or Questions?
solution for the local community through enhanced facilities whilst at the same
time providing for a controlled increase in appropriate housing stock. The
name
of this concept,
and any is
potential
would
ideally for
relate to
As
mentioned
this presentation
just thedevelopment
starting point,
a concept,
“Hayes” ina recognition
John and Mary Hayes, whose land this once was and
delivering
solution to of
Cricklade.
who lived and farmed here.

I would be interested in any comments, suggestions or feedback that you may
have to contribute to the town’s consultation process.
Please leave any comments or questions in the comment box with some
contact details (Name, Address and / or e-mail address) and, if required, I will
respond to you as soon as possible
Alternatively, please contact me by e-mail on:
hayesconcept@hotmail.co.uk
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Site 3088 - Land at Horsey Down, Common Hill
Hayes Concept Site Proposal 5
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54
Factsheet No: 27

people are living in their own home
it is about quality of life not just quality of care
people have their own self-contained home within their own front door
couples and friends can stay together
there is a mix of people with differing levels of need
24 hour care services are located on site
people receive support to maintain their independence
there are organised activities people can join in with if they wish
people have control over their own finances
there is housing security – the aim is a home for life.

Telephone: 0300 456 0100 y Textphone: 01225 712500 y Web: www.wiltshire.gov.uk

Essentially, extra care is ‘housing with care’ and the two elements will more often than not be
provided by two or more separate organisations, for example a housing association to manage the
housing element and a care provider to manage the care element. In most cases, care will be
purchased from the on site care team, however, this would not preclude residents making their
own arrangements where necessary.

Extra care housing is provided by registered social landlords, voluntary sector and private
companies. It provides a higher level of support than sheltered housing as there are on-site staff
(both care and housing support staff) available 24 hours a day. Depending on the provider, some
developments are available for purchase and some are available for rent, either market or socially
rented, or there could be a mix of the two within the same development.

Who provides extra care housing?

Extra care is sometimes called ‘very sheltered housing’ and provides facilities and 24 hour care
services which allow people to remain independent for as long as possible.

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Extra care housing is different from the more traditional forms of care and housing
because:

Extra care housing can provide an alternative to residential care, nursing care, supported living
and sheltered housing. It aims to provide ‘a home for life’ for many people even if their care needs
change over time.

What is extra care housing?

Extra care housing factsheet

Telephone: 0300 456 0100 y Textphone: 01225 712500 y Web: www.wiltshire.gov.uk

Many schemes are directed at older people with a view for providing a home for life. However,
because of the nature of care provision available extra care settings may also be suitable for other
people such as those with physical or sensory impairments and those with learning disabilities.
Individual schemes should state in their eligibility criteria the requirements for the scheme.

For whom is extra care housing suitable?

The geography and communities of Wiltshire lend themselves well to what is known as a ‘hub and
spoke’ model of extra care. This is sometimes referred to as ‘community’ extra care, as it can offer
services and facilities to the wider community, as well as to residents of the scheme. This means
that care support is provided from a central point over a defined geographical area to people
within the surrounding community; it can ensure that smaller schemes in rural areas are cost
effective. Wiltshire Council is beginning to work on this model in Pewsey where personal care is
provided from a base to people living in the surrounding area in their own homes.

What is ‘hub and spoke’ or ‘community’ extra care?

Extra care housing can also be incorporated
into retirement or care villages which provide
a range of accommodation in one area.
They could include houses, flats and
bungalows, usually with a care home or
nursing home on-site to cater for the widest
range of care needs. In these schemes
there is a possibility that residents will be
able to move to different types of
accommodation as their care needs change.

Some of these amenities will be accessible by the general public as well as the residents
themselves, although if so they will be in
areas kept strictly separate from the tenant’s
own private accommodation.

Communal facilities should be provided, such as a café/dining area for those who may wish to
purchase some of their meals. Other facilities may include a hairdresser, a shop, a pub, an IT
suite and a laundry room. Local healthcare facilities may also be located within some
developments.

The majority of extra care housing will be flats or bungalows that could range from one to three
bedrooms. Flats will have a kitchen area to enable residents to prepare their own meals, with
assistance if needed, and some may have access to garden or patio areas.

What does extra care housing look like?

Appendix J

Telephone: 0300 456 0100 y Textphone: 01225 712500 y Web: www.wiltshire.gov.uk

Extra care housing aims to provide people with a home for life and wherever possible would aim
to support people through the last stages of their life.

Can people stay in extra care housing until they die?

If needs change, a new assessment may need to be done to ensure that care needs continue to
be met and any equipment or aids required can be provided to allow the person to stay living
independently in their own home.

It is expected that people’s needs will change over time and with the right support available people
may regain skills. There may be times when people need a lot of care and support, times when
they need very little support, or a mixture of the two. The care staff will be flexible and sensitive in
asking residents about what they need. If people develop nursing needs they may be supported
by the community nursing teams who support people living in their own homes.

What happens if care needs change whilst in extra care?

Most people who develop dementia after moving into extra care
can continue to be supported in their familiar home surroundings
by staff and friends as before. Some extra care housing may
have a special wing for new residents with dementia; others
support residents with different needs across the whole scheme.
The benefits of extra care housing are apparent where one of a
couple has dementia and this means that they can continue to
live together and be supported.

My mother has early signs of dementia. Can she move into extra
care housing?

People have their own home, control over their finances, privacy and choice about how much they
mix with the other residents. The care staff will support people in looking after themselves for as
long as possible so that they can keep up their usual routines and activities in the local area.

Most extra care developments will cater for a wide range of care needs, from those who are still
fairly independent, to those who are very frail and require substantial support. Some people
particularly after a crisis such as an accident, bereavement or illness, may feel that they are
unable to remain living independently and consider moving to a residential care home. They may
have lost confidence and relatives may be concerned about their safety especially if they live a
long distance away. Extra care housing can provide that degree of security, care and support and
be a real alternative.

Is extra care suitable for me, my relatives or my friends?

the cost of buying or renting the home
the service charges associated with the home, for maintenance and any communal facilities
care and support costs

Telephone: 0300 456 0100 y Textphone: 01225 712500 y Web: www.wiltshire.gov.uk

All information correct at time of going to press 30 June 2010

Wiltshire Council is working in partnership with a number of housing associations and care
providers to deliver affordable extra care housing. For details of the current and future schemes
please log onto www.wiltshire.gov.uk or contact your local Adult Care Team on 0300 456 0111.

Current extra care schemes

For details of the eligibility requirements for the schemes that Wiltshire Council is involved in
please see the relevant factsheets.

There will be different eligibility requirements depending on whether the scheme is run privately,
or by a registered social landlord. Some schemes may have very minimal or even no care needs
to enter, but most schemes will also have a waiting list.

Are there any eligibility requirements for extra care housing?

The amount individuals pay will vary depending on their personal situation and income. They may
have to pay for all the costs, or they may be entitled to benefits to meet some of the costs. If care
needs change a new assessment may need to be done with the possibility that care and support
costs may increase or decrease and so it is important that people keep a check on their
entitlement to benefits.

•
•
•

There are three elements to the cost of extra care housing:

If you or someone you know is considering moving into extra care housing it is important to find
out exactly what it will cost. Some may qualify for benefits to meet all or part of the costs. Further
advice and information is available from a local citizen’s advice bureau.

Depending on income, some people may qualify for housing benefit to pay their rent. If they
already get housing benefit or income support they may also be entitled to free care and support
services.

As it is housing, people can pay rent under a tenancy agreement, or they may be in a position to
buy a home in an extra care housing scheme. Another option is to part-buy and part-rent a home,
this is called ‘shared ownership’. If the accommodation is provided by a housing association, the
rent levels are usually regarded as ‘affordable’.

What are the costs of extra care housing?

Appendix J
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Appendix K

DANCE COMMON
Are you happy with the state of Dance Common?
Would you like to see the area tidied up and made
suitable for use by the general public?

What Do You Know About Dance
Common?

Where is it?

The main part of Dance Common is the approximately 50m
wide strip of land on the left (east side) of the Purton Road
immediately after you leave the built-up area of Cricklade,
which extends for about 500m.

Who Owns it?

Dance Common is registered as Common Land but has no
registered owner.

Who is Responsible for Maintaining it?

Nobody has responsibility for maintaining Dance Common.

The Future of the Common is in the
Hands of the Community
The Town Council has agreed in principal to support the
forming of an interest group to decide the future of the
Common. It is important that any management plan reflects
the wishes of the local community. We are, therefore,
looking for responses from individuals who are concerned
about Dance Common.
If you want to know more about Dance Common, or would
like to become involved with the group,

Please contact John Nevill on 750404 or email
j.nevill@tiscali.co.uk
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Cricklade

Neighbourhood Plan
Second Public Consultation (Housing)
Summary Report

Cricklade Town Council

Consultation highlights: what you told us
When assessing the suitability of sites for housing development you ranked the most
important factors as:
1) adequate sewer capacity
2) not joining up with Swindon
3) not being liable to flooding
When assessing the factors regarding the style, type and density of new homes
you ranked the most important as:
1) provision of off street parking
2) style to be in keeping with the character of the town
3) development not to be higher than neighbouring properties
When asked to name a development in Cricklade that you like and which could be used
as a guideline in the future the most popular choice was Stockham Close. The top five,
and the reasons they were chosen, are listed on page 11 onwards.
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The results:

Appendix:

Introduction
The Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan (the “Plan”) is being produced by Cricklade Town Council under
the provisions of the Localism Act 2011. The process of preparing the Plan is being carried forwards
by a Working Party comprising a number of councillors together with members of the community
who have expressed a willingness to become involved.
The members of the Working Party during the period of this round of consultation were: Chris Ball, Phil Bowley,
Mark Clarke, John Coole, Lesley Cowley, Sue Holbrook, Bob Jones, Carolyn Russell, Tim Russell, Ruth Szybiak,
David Tetlow and the Wiltshire Council link officer is Henning Totz. Administrative support is provided by the
officers and staff of Cricklade Town Council.
Thank you to all residents that participated in this round of consultation.
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Background
A key starting point for the Plan process was the development of the Town Plan which was published in October
2012. Cricklade Town Council resolved that the Parish of Cricklade should be the Plan area and this proposal was
agreed by Wiltshire Council in 2013.
One of the key requirements of the Plan process is to consult with the local community and so the opportunity
was taken to initiate that consultation at an early stage by means of a public event in 2013. The Summary Report
of that first consultation is available on the Cricklade Town Council and the Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan
websites and there are paper copies available in the Town Council office.
The first consultation raised a number of issues relating specifically to housing and so the second round of
consultation was carried out to ascertain the detailed views of the community regarding this important topic.
The findings of this round of consultation will be used in formulating the policies that make up the draft Plan
which will be subject to further public consultation in due course.

Parish Boundary
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Planning the consultation
This consultation round was by means of a questionnaire and, to encourage as high a response as possible, the
questionnaire was distributed to all residential properties in Cricklade. Spare copies were available for collection
from the Town Council office or by download from the Town Council or Neighbourhood Plan websites.
Awareness of the process was further enhanced by the following:

• Article in the ‘Cricklade Chronicle’ distributed free to all households in the town
• Entry on the Town Council website homepage
• Regular reminders on the Town Council facebook page
• Entry on the Neighbourhood Plan website
• Posters on the Town Council notice boards (see artwork below)
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The questionnaire
To encourage a high response the questionnaire was kept to just four pages and was designed in such a way
to enable respondents to be able to complete it without any prior knowledge of neighbourhood planning.
However, in order to provide assistance about the questionnaire, or neighbourhood planning generally, a series of
‘drop in’ sessions were held at the Town Council offices where members of the Working party were available to
answer any questions. The sessions covered a combination of daytime and evenings, weekday and weekends.
Residents had the option of completing the paper questionnaire and returning it to the Town Council office
or completing it online using the ‘Survey Monkey’ website.
Although only one paper copy was delivered to each household the questionnaire made it clear that responses would
be welcomed from all residents, particularly the younger members of the community, and to help achieve this the
form could be photocopied, further copies obtained from the Town Council or completed using ‘Survey Monkey.’
Respondents were asked to give their age (in bands) and postcode.
The full questionnaire is included as Appendix A on page 23
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The responses
In total 341 questionnaires were completed which equates to approximately 20% of the households in the
town. Two thirds of the responses were on paper and one third on Survey Monkey. To ease data handling and
aid data analysis the information on the paper questionnaires was input onto Survey Monkey by members of
the Working Party.

Demographic statistics
35%
30%
25%
20%
15%
10%
5%
0%
0 - 18

19 - 30

31 - 40

41 - 50

51 - 60

61 - 70

over 70

Age

Population Profile adjusted to Mar 15
Second Consultation Responses (Dec 14)

The disproportionately high response rate from those over 60 can be clearly seen which is balanced by the
disproportionately low response from the under 40’s and especially low from the under 30’s. The low response
from the under 18’s is perhaps more easily explained.
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Geographic statistics
Respondents were asked to give their postcode when completing the questionnaire and the results have been
plotted on the map of the built up area of the parish below. The red markers indicate a postcode from which at
least one response has been made and it can therefore be seen that residents from all parts of the town have
participated in the consultation.
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Question 1. What factors should be considered when
assessing the suitability of sites for development?

This question took the responses from the first public consultation where residents were asked to state
(Question 3.4) which factors should be considered if the town was to expand outside the existing framework
boundary. It was therefore already a known fact that all of the fourteen factors listed are important. In this
question we are asking residents to rank those factors to enable us to ascertain which factors are particularly
important when assessing one site against another, and those that are not so.
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Question 2. Which are the most important factors to be
considered regarding the style, type and density of homes
on any new development?

This question was asking residents to rank the factors that had been mentioned in the response to Q3.5 of
the first consultation. This ranking shows the features that respondents think are particularly important on
any new development and those that are not so.
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Question 3a. Are there any housing developments in Cricklade
that you like and which could be used as a guideline for future
development?
There were 164 respondents who chose to give an answer to this question and as some gave more than one
answer the total number of “likes” became 235. Over twenty separate developments around the town were
mentioned but the top five were:

Development

Number of ‘likes’

Stockham Close/Gardens

61

Abingdon Court Farm

40

North Wall

24

Reeds

21

Four Spires (Pittsfield/Deansfield/Bishopsfield)

17

Question 3b. Please explain why.
The following pages are a record of all of the responses to this question for the above listed top five developments.
A number of respondents used the opportunity to raise other planning matters and, for completeness, these are
also included.
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Question 3b. Comments on Stockham Close/Gardens

When Stockham Close was under development a working party was established in conjunction with the developer
to consider how the development should look. As there was no uniformity of construction in Cricklade, the Town Council
asked for a mixture of finishes including roof tiles. You will note there are brick, stone and rendered finishes with slate and
concrete roof tiles. No rear gardens were to face onto the perimeter of the estate to avoid a view of unsightly washing
lines as you entered Cricklade. All the Town Council’s views at the time were adopted. There were lots of benefits for the
town at the time with the land, finance and other help. I think personally Stockham has
become an asset for the town and its community.
Design and open space
Although the houses are in keeping with one another, there is sufficient variation to avoid monotony
Developments is mixed, well spaced out, have adequate parking and to the best of my knowledge do not
have drainage problems
Mixture of housing in sympathetic materials near public transport, town centre and open spaces. Ticks all the boxes
Contains a mix of housing and is attractively set out
They all look like real houses and not little boxes. The only thing missing is chimneys, which so enhance
character of houses and make them look ‘normal’
Quality building, offered to locals and after added value and appeal to Cricklade
They look really nice and I would love Cricklade to expand as I think the higher the population the more businesses may
chose to move here meaning higher employability/ more shops
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Question 3b. Comments on Stockham Close/Gardens continued
The development seems to contain a variety of housing and is an appealing approach to the town. It feels like a
development that has been carefully considered, accepting the limitations and character of the town rather than
being shoe-horned into existing very limited space. Perhaps the addition of some flats/apartments would be a
good idea though to encourage youngsters to stay. It’s such a shame that many want to stay in Cricklade but can’t
afford
a house - this would be a good compromise
Nicer than Manor Orchard or Hammonds
A good example although, as mentioned above, there is insufficient single storey housing available
Look in keeping with a Saxon town. Clean and pleasing on the eye. Energy efficient
Development is mixed, well spaced out, has adequate parking and to the best of my knowledge does not
have drainage problems
Mix of styles, not too high density, mix of brick and cotswold stone
Design mix of Stockham Close, but larger rooms
Near bus stops. Each dwelling has space. Quality!
Space around houses, greenery and gardens, off road parking and garages. More recent developments like
Byre Close and Carpenters at The Forty have not achieved this
Good example of reasonably high density well laid out but not covering a large area
Gardens. Parking. Front gardens. All houses look the same naturally. Decent sized roads and actual paths
Sympathetic appearance. Mix of sizes. Near open space. Enough parking ( I think)
Mixture of housing, ie: detached, semi-detached and terrace
Includes a variety of building materials, sizes of houses. Relatively low rise buildings. Footpaths and open space
& recreation. Looks good on entry to the town from the A419
Nicely set out with lots of open space around
In harmony with the local character and are not intrusive
Varied style and materials, in keeping
Although houses are not huge, they are individual, unregimented and it is a safe area for children and elderly alike
Use of local stone/colour, relatively pretty, not too offensive, could easily be maisonettes or small flats as well
as houses
Is well laid out in such a way to keep vehicle speeds down. Further, it has a mixture of construction materials and
designs that are more pleasing on the eye than the more uniform approach adopted on the housing estates in the
1970s and 1980s. I have reservations about the communal parking areas that have been used in some parts of the
development though
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Question 3b. Comments on Stockham Close/Gardens continued
Modern but fits in with older buildings
A good mix of housing
Visually very appealing and seem to be of the correct density and mix of house size (ie. 2/3 bed houses)
The construction of the dwellings is in keeping with the character of the town. Also the development gives a
pleasant approach to Cricklade from the A419
Gives a pleasing approach to, and is in keeping with, the historic character of the town.
Provides a good density/mixture of housing whilst maintaining an open-aspect look
Tidy mix of houses with efficient use of space
Mixed housing, bus stop, overflow car park ( unfortunately prone to flooding) footings / access doors higher than
normal to minimise flooding, off street parking, visually attractive at approach to town
The styles are aesthetically pleasing
Good mixture of different house types and different materials in keeping with the historic nature of the town
Visually attractive, not high density, spacious surroundings
Just right this style and proximity seems to tick all boxes. Don’t know whether something similar could be built - any
opportunity at first roundabout opposite turning into Stockham Close? Very pleasing to the eye and there are a
variety of styles. Car ports better than garages as they are used keeping cars off the street. Cotswold stone very good
Small-scale development in keeping with Cricklade character
Mixture of types of dwellings, low turnover, generally pleasant place to live
Enough parking space off-road needs to be provided. Many families now have 2-3 cars, especially as young adults
are staying longer at home and living with parents, as they can’t afford housing, but still have cars! Good sized
housing, gardens, parking, road width, size is manageable. Reeds and Home Ground always feel hemmed in and claustrophobic.
They are reasonably in keeping.
I think we should encourage a ‘Cotswold look’
Seem to be compact and good to look at
Quiet with parked vehicles. Not viewed from outside
A good mix of 2/3/4 bedroom houses with gardens. Attractive, off road parking, a spacious feel, not too crowded together
A mixture of styles and appear to be more pleasing to the eye. There are no bungalows which is the downside
of the development
A good mixture & style of homes, keeping in context with Cricklade
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Question 3b. Comments on Abingdon Court Farm

The houses are mixed in size and have a variety of styles. The style is traditional which suits the town
It looks nice and it seems to work
In keeping and close to town
Good layout, develops brown field where possible, in keeping with the character of the town, minimum impact on traffic.
Does not impact on the environment too much, small scale development. Meets the needs of the local people
Renovating old buildings and making new ones in keeping with the style
Is a coherent development that cleverly references the adjoining farmyard buildings and which has engendered a sense
of community among the residents
Very smart looking, no litter
It’s a style, layout etc, not the only layout available
It makes good use of previous older properties with complementary new-build houses. It makes for a friendly
supportive community which could be mixed age or over 55yr old residents
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Question 3b. Comments on Abingdon Court Farm continued
Good use of space, alternative layout does not contribute to flooding issues resulting from recent
developments in town
Layout and style
Not thinking particularly of the elderly, but the variety of dwellings on the site: two storey and single storey.
Small gardens and sufficient car parking
Mix of traditional and new buildings, sympathetic to local styles etc
The bricks blend with the landscape
Re-use of existing development with mix of sizes
It’s quiet and out of the way for older people
Modest scale development with community feel. I do not like the skyline though
Laid out nicely with open space and gardens. Gardens are necessary for some people but not for others
Nicely set out with lots of open space around
Visually very appealing and seem to be of the correct density and mix of house size (ie. 2/3 bed houses)
Varied style & materials, in keeping
Good mixture of different house types and different materials in keeping with the historic nature of the town
Stands out as a visually attractive development with apparently few parking issues. Is that partly because the
age restriction on ownership and the similarity in dwelling size and type means there is greater likelihood of common
interest amongst the residents and so the residents have a mutual desire to keep it looking good? If so what does that
say about the policy for forcing all new developments to be mixed size and tenure?
Mix of styles, not too high density, mix of brick and cotswold stone
Visually very appealing and seem to be of the correct density and mix of house size (ie. 2/3 bed houses)
Look in keeping with a Saxon town. Clean and pleasing on the eye. Energy efficient
Traditional appearance
Because it is visually in keeping and the over 50 resident requirement is a positive step given an aging population
Provides good accommodation and is in keeping with character of the town
In harmony with the local character, and are not intrusive
It is designed as attractive areas, with green spaces and sufficient parking
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Question 3b. Comments on North Wall

It is designed as attractive areas, with green spaces and sufficient parking
Nicely laid out with off-street parking
Neat, clean style. Different price ranges
Attractive development
Has green area around it which makes it more attractive
Contained, visually similar, well laid-out, not obtrusive
Nice design and mixture of small and medium size properties
Houses have good spacing and adequate parking and within walking distance of shops
Space around houses, greenery and gardens, off road parking and garages. More recent developments like Byre Close
and Carpenters at The Forty have not achieved this
Small, nicely laid out development
Good mix of quality housing in a spacious open setting
Not too high density, aesthetically pleasing, good parking and space
Quiet with parked vehicles. Not viewed from outside
Mixture of homes, well spaced and within easy walking distance of town centre
The style of houses are pleasant and not just boxes
We prefer a traditional red brick house, but it would be nice to see a mix of brickwork on a new development
as estates built in Cricklade seem to have only one style
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Question 3b. Comments on Reeds

Building materials
Open, spacious, flows well
Attractive development
A combination of these styles together with modern house building technology would be ideal
Space around houses, greenery and gardens, off road parking and garages. More recent developments like Byre Close
and Carpenters at The Forty have not achieved this
Good layout and use of matching cotswold stone bricks
In keeping with Cricklade character. Reasonable density which creates a pleasing look to the streets
A good example of infill
Not too high density, aesthetically pleasing, good parking and space
Visually attractive, not high density, spacious surroundings
They are reasonably in keeping
Houses are all nicely spaced. There is a mixture of housing types with off street parking
Modern, but look well constructed; a mixture of sizes, nicely laid out streets etc
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Question 3b. Comments on Reeds continued
Plenty of space, not crowded. Every house has a garage and drive and a garden
A good example of a modern development. Houses there are nicely spaced and there is normally driveways which
are big enough for two cars. New developments should not be about cramming in as many houses in as possible.
Cricklade should not extend the border of the town as Cricklade will lose its small town feel
The Reeds area housing is of reasonable density making good, while not generous use of space
Reeds and Middle Ground feel well laid out, houses are of differing sizes and aren’t all squashed in over looking
each other. Home Ground feels a bit more enclosed and too built up. Most homes have at least one space for
off road parking but the roads are wide enough for parking without feeling that other vehicles (e.g. a fire engine)
would have trouble getting through
A mixture of styles and appear to be more pleasing to the eye. There are no bungalows which is the downside of
the developments
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Question 3b. Comments on Four Spires (Pittsfield, Deansfield
and Bishopsfield)

Open space, wide roads, everyone isn’t on top of each other.
Houses are not crowded
A combination of these styles together with modern house building technology would be ideal.
There is an airy feel to the area, and (unlike the Pittsfield development nearby) there is adequate offstreet parking
provided. However there is not an adequate mix of property types
Good mix of housing types, looks open
Mixture of types of dwellings, low turnover, generally pleasant place to live.
OK but too big
Mixed selection homes, with room to expand.
70’s plot sizes, mixture of accommodation, open spaces and gardens
Mix of house/ bungalow types. Room for parking, adequate gardens, green areas and the development has style,
not just rows of houses.
Footpaths and space
A good mix of housing and green spaces. Seems to have been successful.
Good mixture of housing and pleasant visual welcome to town
Well located and still looks a good estate
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Provision of gardens/parking feeling of space

Question 3b. Supplementary issues raised
The old police station is ideally suited for development as residential accommodation for the elderly
Houses affordable for first time providers with adequate parking and gardens. My partner and I were unable to buy
our first house in Cricklade due to prices. We located to Abbey Meads Swindon. Now that we are on the property
ladder, we aim to move back to Cricklade depending on the prices of houses available at that time
More provision for older people with higher needs (residential or nursing) sheltered
The development should have a high proportion as possible of affordable and social housing. This is needed so the young
people of the town are able to stay here and not have to move away in search of accommodation. This breaks up and
unbalances our community
The standard of house architecture, ecological measures and design are quite poor. Kevin McCloud’s development
in Swindon is very interesting. House design on the continent is far advanced in terms of social integration,
sustainability and aesthetics. Look to Holland and Denmark for attractive housing which will serve into the
mid-century and beyond, and will be low impact
Care/Nursing Home for the elderly so they do not have to move away from Cricklade where they have friends and lived
most of their lives
Single person accommodation for young and elderly with some supervision to keep some order and help. Per person
this is expensive but it does release larger housing. As electric buggies become more common they need space for
storage and charging
The current developments are very poor examples of exciting forward thinking architectural developments.
We should be looking at harnessing modern techniques whilst remaining in keeping with the historical styles with
in Cricklade. The developments are just smaller examples of the poor housing built in west Swindon. They are just small
estates!
Bungalows! Because bungalows are just not built nowadays due to house builders’ greed! More money to be
made in building three storey houses, thin tall houses - see Holland!!! Our ageing populations need bungalows and not
high rise flats!
I would like to see at least 2-bedroomed apartments for the elderly so that we could downsize but remain in a town that
we know, with good friends. Need to be able to move into reasonably sized apartments - at a lower cost than our family
sized houses - but be able to stay near our friends and enjoy the rest of our days in an environment we love
We strongly approve of the development of modern smaller less expensive housing units on previously built on sites,
filling in between existing housing or providing more concentrated housing where existing, older, non-ecologically sound
houses have been widely spaced. This kind of development does not need to be limited to the development area but
would use land much more efficiently, while protecting the rural environment by not developing green
field or agricultural land this would allow more residential property and more environmentally friendly building
to be available
There are a number [of examples of developments] that should not be used that have compacted houses in the smallest
space possible with narrow access, very small and limited parking
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Question 3b. Supplementary issues raised continued
There is no mention of provision of housing for the elderly - why not? All of us get old at some point
Where do you go for nursing care in Cricklade or respite care?
Cricklade should try and maintain a distinct identity from the urban sprawl that is Swindon. Part of that could be through
the design and provision of a design led housing stock - using traditional materials with a modern twist (or modern
material with a nod to the past); eco conscious etc. Fewer better homes is preferable. Insist on a higher minimum
footage; Choose a smaller developer; allow provision for self build. Make it desirable for existing residents to trade up,
thus freeing other housing stock
What about a care home?
Inadequate parking or over “environmental” emphasis leads to increased anti-social behaviour (Swindon’s learning
from the Abbeymeads!!) Cricklade only survives due to commuters - more speed limits & “ANTI-CAR” agendas will kill
our future
More bungalows and single storey accommodation required as there is a large percentage of over-60’s living in
Cricklade and this sector is growing. Let’s keep Cricklade a small rural town- not merging with Purton/Swindon
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Reasons for the questionnaire

About y

This inform
be used as

Last year we held a preliminary public consultation on the issues which might be covered in
the Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan. From the answers we recieved we would now like to ask
some further questions that relate specifically to new housing development.

Your age g

0-18

How to complete the questionnaire

Questio

This questionnaire may be completed online at www.surveymonkey.com/s/cnp14 or by completing the tear off form
opposite and returning it to the Town Council office at Ockwells, 113 High Street, Cricklade, Witshire SN6 6AE.
Please respond by Friday 19th December.

We were to
We now ne

Please give
Please tick

Who should complete the questionnaire
We are keen to receive the views of all residents, particularly the younger members of the community, and not just one
response per household. Please feel free to photocopy the form or collect further copies from the Town Council office.
Using Survey Monkey will make it much easier for you though.

Factor

The develo

If you have any questions

The develo

If you would like more information about how to complete the questionnaire, or about neighbourhood planning in
general, then we will be holding a series of ‘drop-in’ sessions when members of the Working Party will be available
to chat to. They will be held at the Town Council office as follows:

A number

The develo

The develo
in the tow

5pm to 8pm on the Thursdays 4th December and 11th December
10am to 1pm on the Saturdays 29th November, 6th December and 13th December

The sewer

Please feel free to call in, we look forward to seeing you.

The develo
should not

Alternatively you can phone us via the Town Council on 01793 751394.

The develo
and habita

Questionnaire issued by Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan Working Party.

The develo
of the tow

The develo
homes are

The develo

The develo
joining up

Please read on for more information...

The develo

The report on the 2013 public consultation is available to read on crickladenp.org.uk and on the Town Council
website www.cricklade-tc.gov.uk. Paper copies are available to read in the Town Council office. The document
also contains a lot of useful information about the neighbourhood planning process and is well worth a look.

The major
the existin

We cannot yet be certain on the minimum new housing numbers that Wiltshire Council will require to be built
in Cricklade between now and 2026 as the ‘Core Strategy’ has still not yet been approved by the Planning
Inspector. However we believe it is likely to result in a requirement for Cricklade in the range of 60 to 80.

✂

Please Tu
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About you
This information will be used to demonstrate that we have gained the views of a cross section of the population but will not
be used as part of any decision making process for the Neighbourhood Plan.
Your Postcode

d in
ask

Your age group (please tick one)
0-18

19-30

31-40

41-50

51-60

61-70

over 70

Question 1
We were told that the following factors should be considered when assessing the suitability of sites for development.
We now need to find out which you think are the most important.
Please give all of the following factors a score from 1 to 7, where 1 is very important and 7 is not at all important.
Please tick one box on each line.
Importance
High
Factor

1

Low
2

3

4

5

6

7

The development should have a positive visual impact on Cricklade
The development should not impact town centre parking
A number of smaller sites are preferable to a single large one
The development should maintain the historic character of the town
The development should not impact on existing open spaces
in the town
The sewers for the development should have adequate capacity
The development site and the nearby surrounding area
should not be subject to ﬂooding
The development should protect the natural environment
and habitats
The development should be within easy walking distance
of the town centre
The development should give priority to local families when the
homes are first sold
The development should not add to Cricklade’s traffic issues
The development should not result in Cricklade and Swindon
joining up
The development should be close to public transport access
The majority of new housing should be contained within
the existing built up area

✂

Please Turn Over for Questions 2 & 3
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Question 2
We were told that the following factors should be considered regarding the style, type and density of homes on any
new development. We now need to find out which you think are the most important.
Please give each of the following factors a score from 1 to 7, where 1 is very important and 7 is not at all important.
Please tick one box on each line.
Importance
High
Factor

1

Low
2

3

4

5

6

7

Public open space must be provided
Shared ownership homes must be provided
Social rented homes must be provided
Bungalows must be provided
Low cost starter homes must be provided
Gardens must be provided
Low rise apartments must be provided
Off street resident parking must be provided
The style of construction should be in keeping with the character
of the town
Homes suitable for the less mobile must be provided
Development must be low density even though it will require
more land than a high density development
Development must be eco friendly
Development must not be higher than neighbouring properties
Local traditional materials must be used
Developments must contain a mixture of dwelling types

Question 3
a) Are there any housing developments in Cricklade that you like and which could be used as a guideline for future development?

b) Please explain why (optional)

Please complete online or return to the Town Council, Ockwells, 113 High Street, Cricklade, Witshire SN6 6AE
by Friday 19th December
Thank you for your contribution!
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INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

1.1

The Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan is being produced by Cricklade Town Council under
the provisions of the Localism Act 2011. The process of preparing the Plan is being
carried forward by a Working Party comprising a number of councillors together with
members of the community who have expressed a willingness to become involved.

Neighbourhood Plan Designated Area

The Importance of Engagement
1.2

An important aspect of the Neighbourhood Planning process is ensuring that all people
living in and around the neighbourhood area have the chance both to understand the
purpose of the plan and to input their views on what it should contain. Typical questions
that people can have a direct say over include:
 What kind of neighbourhood do we want to live in?
 Where should any new housing development be sited and what should it look like?
 Do we need to earmark sites for employment development purposes?
 How we can improve and sustain our town centre?
 Which areas of green space do we want to protect?
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1.3

Effective engagement comprises:
 Starting a dialogue with the community at the beginning so that people understand
the purpose of the neighbourhood plan, the process involved in developing it and that
they know how to get involved and can start to input their views on the future of the
neighbourhood.
 Keeping the community updated with progress on the plan.
 Consulting on draft policies as the plan gets further down the line.
 Ensuring that everyone knows the purpose of the referendum and has the
opportunity to vote.

Engagement to date
1.4

A great deal of engagement has already taken place in the local community, the findings of
which will directly inform the emerging neighbourhood plan. These include:

Town Plan engagement
1.5

In 2012 Cricklade Town Council published the Cricklade Town Plan 2012 to 2026. As part
of the process of putting this together, a questionnaire covering a whole range of town-wide
issues was constructed and offered to residents and businesses both in paper and online
form. In total 703 individuals, 18 businesses and 5 organisations completed a
questionnaire. This represents about 20% of the entire population which is a very good
response rate. The results were analysed and, together with statistical evidence about the
town, formed the basis of an action plan for Cricklade.

Neighbourhood Plan engagement
1.6

One of the outcomes of the Town Plan was the desire to formalise planning and land-use
aspirations using the formal neighbourhood plan process. To communicate the emergence
and progress of the plan, the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group has developed the
following:
 standalone neighbourhood plan website
 neighbourhood plan Facebook page
 mailing lists of local community groups, developers, landowners and statutory
consultees
 logo for the neighbourhood plan
 articles in the local press
 creation of posters and fliers

1.7

A series of drop-in days and questionnaires have been undertaken to gain input from the
community. Summaries of these can be found on the Neighbourhood Plan Website
www.crickladenp.org.uk.
3

Under-represented groups
1.8

The information gained from the groups, together with the findings from the Town Plan
survey work has provided a useful insight into what the community would like to see going
forward. The Steering Group recognised, however, that certain sectors of the community
have been under-represented in the engagement to date:
 The business community
 Neighbouring parishes
 Younger people living in Cricklade
 The gypsy and traveller community

1.9

It was felt that providing further targetted information to these groups would help to ensure
that their voices were heard. The aim therefore of this third round of consultation has been
to attempt to raise awareness among these under-represented groups and offer them the
opportunity to get involved should they so wish. The Steering Group agreed that presenting
a draft Vision and Objectives, based on the feedback to date, would be a useful way of
garnering interest. A copy of the consultation document used for this purpose can be found
as Appendix A.
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

BUSINESS COMMUNITY
2.1

A meeting with local business owners was undertaken on 16th September 2015. Eleven
businesses were present and the meeting comprised a presentation about the importance
of the neighbourhood plan to the town and in particular to the businesses followed by a
question and answer session. Those present gave their views on the Vision and
Objectives Consultation for the plan and the following feedback was received:

Car Parking - This is a major issue for the business community and the following points were
raised:


Lack of parking in the High Street and lack of adequate footpaths, this can prove
problematical for residents especially the disabled who use mobility scooters



Fairview Fields Car Park not used fully during the day



Vehicles parked in the High Street using it to advertise, this was identified as mainly
estate agents vehicles



Traders mentioned that the Town••s free parking was a big plus and the CTC was
congratulated on this

Tourism - Tourism has picked up in the Town recently but more use could be made of the
Thames Path. Other ideas were:


The Plan should use the river frontage as one of Cricklade••s attractions



The river Churn causeway could encourage visitors



The area of the Thames Path by the rugby pitch is neglected



Not enough disabled access to the river



Re-name the town Cricklade-on-Thames



Look in the Tourist Information Point Visitors Book to see what suggestions the visitors
to the Town have written

Housing


The Chamber of Commerce members thought the demographics of the Town are
affecting the housing requirements in the Town and there is a need for a more even
tenure mix



NP should try to lessen the conversion of commercial properties into residential housing



The police Station was discussed as there is a possibility that this might become
vacant. No plans for this as yet, but traders are very keen that this is not sold for
residential development. Ideas for the Police Station are a craft/individual units or an
antiques centre
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A high percentage of the commercial properties have the owners living above



The High Street is the area where the most expensive residential properties are

Business


There are currently no empty business units in the High Street



There should be restrictions on commercial properties being turned into residential



Business rates and rents are too high in Cricklade



The proportion of the Community Infrastructure Levy allocated to Cricklade Town
Council would increase if the NP became adopted (from 15% to 25%) and this would
help the town considerably



The NPWP recognises the need to protect core services in the town (post office, bank
and dentist etc.) as they act as a catalyst which brings people into the town who then
shop in the town



How would any plans for devolution in Wiltshire affect businesses in the town?



Wiltshire Council has plans for public toilets in the county which are currently going
through a consultation; everyone should be encouraged to complete the consultation
page on the WC website



More bike racks needed in the town; this is being looked at by the Town Council



It is recognised that the Town Council is a great supporter of local businesses

Chelworth Industrial Area


Change the type of businesses in Chelworth to a more eco-friendly high tech type and
change the emphasis in Chelworth



Many of the industrial units in Chelworth are empty and so there would not appear to be
a need for more. There are also empty units in Swindon



An increase in planning applications to park HGVs and trailers in Chelworth



Employment needs to focus on small businesses

Other issues discussed were:


The lack of good internet coverage in Cricklade this particularly affects Common Hill.
The Chamber of Commerce felt this restricts businesses developing as well as home
owners



Concerns over the town boundary. There is a need to protect Cricklade as a town and
not become a suburb of Swindon. Cricklade is a historic town and its boundary should
be preserved
6

NEIGHBOURING PARISHES
2.2

A letter containing the Vision and Objectives consultation was sent to all the parishes
neighbouring Cricklade to highlight progress on the plan and to ask whether they had any
feedback on findings to date.

2.3

Purton Parish raised the subject in their Parish Meeting and acknowledged receipt of the
document, advising that they had no comments.

2.4

No other responses were received, the assumption being that there were no contentious
issues at this stage.

YOUNGER PEOPLE LIVING IN THE PARISH
2.5

The voice of younger people in the parish has been under-represented to date. For
example, the majority of questionnaires during the initial consultation round were
completed by people aged over 50 years old, 95 people in this age bracket completed a
questionnaire representing 5.29% of this section of Cricklade's population. In the 20 to 50
age bracket, 30 people completed a questionnaire. Just four people aged 19 and under
completed a questionnaire.

Questionnaires
completed
Population of Cricklade
% completed by
population

Aged up to
19
4

Aged 20 to 49

Aged 50 +

30

95

1302

1423

1797

0.31%

2.11%

5.29%

The Steering Group recognise that this is a difficult audience to reach and decided to
target engagement in this area in two ways: via the local primary school and by attending
a popular local Parent and Toddler Group.
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St Sampson’s Primary School engagement
2.6

The local school has in the region of 300 pupils, the majority of whom live in and around
Cricklade. An article about the emerging Neighbourhood Plan was included in the school
newsletter and sent to parents via ParentMail. This included general information about the
purpose of the plan and a link to the Vision and Objectives Consultation. Hard copies of
the consultation were provided to the school to go into every school bag which all pupils
take home at the end of every week. In addition members of the Steering Group visited
the playground at pick-up time to speak to parents and further raise awareness. Copies
were also given to the neighbouring nursery school to ensure that those parents also had
a chance to input into the engagement.

2.7

Overall 18 surveys were returned. Whilst this was lower than hoped, the Steering Group
were satisfied that further awareness had been raised among this group, even though
many decided not to actively engage at this time. A breakdown of feedback received via
the forms and via discussions with parents at school pick-up time follows:

Age profile
0% 0%
11%

0%
6%

33%

50%

0 to 18

19 to 30

31 to 40

41 to 50

51 to 60

61 to 70

70 and over
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Breakdown of responses to Vision and Objectives Consultation:
Question areas

Draft Vision:
In 2026 Cricklade, the first town on the Thames and the Southern
Gateway to the Cotswolds, will have:
 retained its heritage, unique character and pleasant appearance
 a strong community that is proud to live in Cricklade
 a vibrant and viable High Street
 great community facilities and community spirit
 good open spaces and surrounding countryside

Do you agree?
Y
N
NR

16

1

1

Land for housing should be prioritised to meet local needs and in
particular those of the young and the elderly

17

1

-

The design and scale of any new housing in Cricklade should be in
keeping with the character of the Town

18

-

-

New housing developments should incorporate provision of surrounding
open space

18

-

-

New housing should be within walking distance of the town centre and
also be linked to walking and cycle routes into and around the town to
create a more sustainable environment and healthier life style options

18

-

-

The retail offering within the town will be retained and where possible
enhanced

18

-

-

To provide for and enhance existing facilities and support initiatives to
attract and retain visitors and tourists to the town

17

1

-

The town will continue its service centre role to meet the needs and
interests of residents and visitors from surrounding villages

18

-

-

Cricklade will aspire to preserve and generate employment opportunities
with a focus on small businesses

18

-

-

Housing Objectives:

Business Objectives:
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Question areas

Do you agree?

16

1

1

HGVs should be encouraged to avoid passing through Cricklade

17

-

1

The road network should be improved to accommodate the extra local
traffic generated by the new developments

11

2

5

The provision of public car parking should seek to protect the town centre

17

-

1

The provision of, and improvements to, walking and cycle routes in and
around Cricklade will be encouraged and supported, in particular the
Thames Path

17

1

-

Any new development should not adversely affect drainage and flooding
in the town

17

-

1

The conservation area and historic buildings and assets should continue
to be protected by being identified as public assets

18

-

-

Existing parks, play areas, playing fields and open spaces should be
retained and additional open space areas provided, in particular including
equipped play areas and allotments

18

-

-

The rural buffer between Cricklade and Swindon must be protected and
the gateways and approaches to the town should be enhanced

18

-

-

The existing employment footprint should be retained to provide a mix of
opportunities including hi-tech industries
Transport Objectives

“Look and Feel” of Cricklade Objectives
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2.8

The survey results illustrated overwhelming support for the draft Vision and Objectives.
In addition, the following individual comments were received:

A Vision for Cricklade


I agree with the vision, particularly to retain the rural community feel



Why invite visitors to the ‘First Town on the Thames’ as there is nothing to see. Who
came up with the tag line and why? Do locals agree/approve? Cirencester is a better
gateway to the Cotswolds, don’t bother



To keep the uniqueness of Cricklade (small market town feel)



Provide a better provision for Cricklade Playgroup to offer sustainable childcare. They
are in an awful pre-fab and it gives an unfair advantage to other play groups that have
been given lots of help in the past



Great

Housing


I acknowledge that Cricklade needs new housing but I am not sure where. I feel that
current green spaces should be retained. There is a need for houses with more garden
space



The community needs affordable housing for young and old. It is an enclave for wealthy
retirees



While you focus on the young and old where do families grow in Cricklade? Having
elderly only restrictive housing is (ageist?) and discriminatory



Affordable homes



To have affordable housing for new families trying to get on the property ladder. Also
housing community for elderly who have lived in Cricklade and supported the
community most of their lives



To be affordable housing to help those less well-off to settle here



Supporting older people to live independently by provision of suitable housing



More 1 and 2 bed starter homes so children from Cricklade can buy

Business


Cricklade needs more shops which encourage people in and uplift the High Street
making it a pleasant place to be



More employment is desirable as traffic and fuel prices force people to work closer to
home, IT makes this feasible. The High Street needs reinvigoration
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High-tech business can locate anywhere in the world so Cricklade is an unlikely
destination. Need to focus on ensuring non-chain shops thrive i.e. independents



Ongoing support for the Leisure Centre to ensure its long term success



Continue to offer free car parking to attract people to use our local businesses and
facilities



Nothing major as I feel there are enough businesses outside of Cricklade



Provide local grants for current businesses to thrive and improve, the hardware shop
went which was really useful! No more charity shops

Transport


Traffic on the High Street is too fast and too heavy, the lorries regularly shake the
house when they come through at speed



More needs to be done to enforce the speed limits



Our road links are good but the traffic and HGVs are a problem. A bypass would protect
the town and encourage light industrial growth



If the road network is improved more HGV and housing will follow it. Please leave it
alone



If the road network was improved it would open up the area to expansion and
development. There should be a weight limit to HGV••s using Calcutt Street and the High
Street



Concerned over speed and amount of traffic coming through Cricklade and High Street



Definitely agree banning HGVs on the High Street. It is very dangerous trying to cross
and walk on pavements with my young children whilst a HGV tries to swing around the
roundabouts



To have a weight limit placed on driving through the town. The amount of HGV and
other lorries has increased over the last 5 years, and the speed! Improving roads will
only encourage more traffic



Improved public transport including to hospital should be a priority



Parking – better use of High Street



No yellow lines. Car parks MUST BE FREE

Look and Feel


The rural landscape buffer is highly important



Help should be offered to owners of listed buildings, providing advice on working
around the problems that the status produces, particularly on heating and ventilation
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2.9



We cannot be preserved in aspic, conservation is important but must not stifle suitable
growth and development



I feel very proud to say I live in Cricklade. The community spirit is amazing. With a
young family it has everything we need in walking distance



Better playgrounds for children to use. The Leisure Centre is awful and poorly
maintained



Waste of money on bollards all along High Street – now cars use more space for fear of
knocking their doors!



Buffer protected yes, approaches very good currently

All feedback has been taken on board by the Steering Group in refining the objectives and
beginning to formulate the policies that will comprise the Neighbourhood Plan.
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Parent and Toddler Feedback
2.10 An informal meeting was held with those parents present at the Cricklade Toddlers Group

held at the United Church on 17th September 2015 and approximately 10 to 15 mothers were
present. The majority had heard about the Neighbourhood Plan, some via the school
newsletter and leaflet drop and others via update articles in the local Chronicle newspaper.
Overall parents very much liked living in Cricklade. Some said they love it here and have no
reason to go anywhere else. They like the size and feel of the town and the fact that
everywhere is walkable. They would like to be kept informed of progress and suggested that
ParentMail is well-read and would be a good mechanism for keeping them informed.

2.11 The following feedback was gained, set out by theme:

Housing






Consensus that the footprint of Cricklade should not merge with surrounding towns and
villages, notably Swindon. Examples were given of other villages that have merged into
larger conurbations and which were seen as examples to avoid: Blunsdon, Haydon
Wick, Lydiard Millicent
Some noted that there was a lack of larger, affordable family homes. ie homes for
growing families or families with older children such as larger 4-bedroom, but within a
medium price bracket
Large scale housing development not wanted

The town centre/ retail/ business








Cricklade is a great place to live and everything that is needed is available here. The
nearest supermarkets are in the larger neighbouring towns but all agreed that they
would not wish to see a large supermarket development in the parish
Keen to maintain the range of shops in the centre and ideally not lose them to housing.
There was some concern about what is happening to the former Vale Hotel, with some
fearing that the building may be turned into flats, although no information had been
explicitly seen about this. This was felt to be a great loss
Concern about the general upkeep and maintenance of the high street with some
suggesting that buildings looked shabby and in need of repair. This was felt to have a
negative impact on potential businesses looking to relocate to Cricklade. Suggestion
that developer contributions received to the town council could be used to offer grants
to businesses to help address this. Wootton Bassett town centre was noted as a good
example of a well-looked after centre
Acceptance that growth is inevitable, but the supporting infrastructure needs to be in
place
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Transport






Great concern about HGVs using the High Street in terms of the speed at which they are
travelling (too fast), the size (often articulated) and quantity. Many felt this was
dangerous, one lady stating that she is loath to take her children along the High Street for
fear of an accident (quoting recent incidents involving lorries and pedestrians around the
country). The lorries are scraping the buildings causing damage and also cracking the
pavements. The generally feeling was that lorries are using the High Street as a short cut
and could/should use alternative routes. Call for a bypass although general
understanding that this might not be viable in the short-term. Call too for initiatives to
deter or control HGV usage, such as speed and weight limits. Purton was suggested as
an example of this with its enforced weight limit and Lorry Watch scheme. Support for the
potential to encourage fewer HGV-reliant businesses onto the Chelworth site, although it
was felt that many working on that site live in the town so this may be a contentious issue
for them
Car parking was felt to be very good in the town. The group like the fact that parking is
free and would not wish to see permit/paid for parking introduced, which they said
would deter them from visiting the centre. When asked about alternative parking,
should the centre not be free, they felt that what was there is sufficient. When asked
about the potential to use the car park at the Rugby Club site, parents felt this was not
close enough to the centre to be of use for that purpose. Separately on parking, there
was a consensus that parents dropping off children at the private school along the High
Street were creating a blockage at those peak times
Footpaths and cycling paths were popular. More family friendly cycle paths (aside from
Route 45 which was deemed very good) would be supported. Lots of walks available
already.

Look and Feel


There is a good range of parks and open space available:
o The small park by the school was felt to have a good range of children••s play
equipment. One parent noted that this park should ideally be fenced at the roadside to avoid potential accidents
o The field near to the school (site of the old town walls) is well-used
o The park at the leisure centre was felt to be in need of upgrade with regards the
play equipment and many parents choose to visit the smaller school park rather
than this one for that very reason
o North Meadow is well-like and protected
o Rugby Club and Millennium Wood well-used
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Parents appreciate the leisure centre and use this frequently. It needs investment
however although understanding that this is in train. There was a call for greater
marketing of activities happening at the leisure centre with parents suggesting that it
promotes children’s activities via the ParentMail system.
In terms of education and support for those with young children:
o There is a good range of toddler groups around the town, with parents travelling
in from other nearby towns to access these (including at this group today)
o Two pre-schools
o The primary school was felt to be good
o Two private schools but the feeling that most children are from outside Cricklade
o Children Centres with various activities
o There is a building next to the leisure centre that has been used as a youth
centre and which used to be very popular. A feeling that this is no longer wellused and more could be done with it



Medical facilities – there are two doctor’s surgeries and no issues in terms of registering
or getting appointments

THE GYPSEY AND TRAVELLER COMMUNITY
2.12 There are a number of gypsy and traveller sites situated very close to Cricklade and

members of these communities regularly utilise the services and facilities offered in the town,
for example the school and medical facilities.

2.13 The Steering Group wanted to ensure that these communities were actively engaged in the

emerging plan and took advice from the Wiltshire Council on how to do this. The Vision and
Objectives Consultation was sent to the relevant officers at Wiltshire Council who advised
that an update on the Gypsy and Traveller Plan was currently being prepared and that any
engagement on the emerging neighbourhood plan would most usefully tie in with this. This
element of the consultation has therefore been delayed in order to enable this.
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APPENDIX A

Vision and Objectives Engagement
September 2015

We are seeking your feedback on the enclosed vision and
objectives for our Town of Cricklade. Please indicate if you agree
or disagree with the vision and the objectives and then provide
any further comments on the final page.
Please return to the Town Council Offices, by 30th September.
Thank you for your input.
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Introduction
We are producing a Neighbourhood Plan for Cricklade. This is an important document that
will establish a vision for our parish and set out planning policies for the development and use
of land for the next 10 years. Unlike other planning documents it will focus on local issues, for
example it might explore where new shops, offices or homes should go and what green
spaces should be protected and other planning related issues.
The Cricklade Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group, comprising local councillors and local
residents, has already undertaken a great deal of research into how Cricklade might develop
in the future. It is vital that whatever is included in the document reflects the needs and
aspirations of our local residents. We have already undertaken a number of drop in days and
local surveys as well as publishing information on our online presence. Please visit our
website crickladenp.org.uk
We are now at a stage where we have set out a draft vision and objectives for Cricklade.
This document sets these out and invites your comments on them.
We will use the feedback we receive to refine the vision and objectives so that we can develop
the policies that will be contained in the Neighbourhood Plan to deliver them.

A Vision for Cricklade
Our draft vision is:
“In 2026 Cricklade, the first town on the Thames and the Southern Gateway to the
Cotswolds, will have:






retained its heritage, unique character and pleasant appearance
a strong community that is proud to live in Cricklade
a vibrant and viable High Street
great community facilities and community spirit
good open spaces and surrounding countryside”

Detail: Cricklade has a history dating back to Roman times and has developed into a small
market town offering a range of services and amenities to its residents and also to those living
in the surrounding area. The historic centre is unique in that it retains the original Saxon street
layout with most buildings conforming to original medieval burgage plots with long rear
gardens. The town has grown modestly with numerous additions to the housing stock in more
recent times many of which have attempted to reflect Cricklade••s character. There is a need to
ensure that future housing continues to do this by taking the positives from this recent
development: to develop buildings that are sympathetic to Cricklade in terms of the materials
used, the use of greenery to set apart properties and the mix of styles as opposed to one
uniform approach.
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Cricklade benefits from its compact size with the majority of residents able to reach the town
centre and other facilities by foot if they wish. The high street plays a key service centre role
where local people can access a variety of shops and amenities while also having a shared
community space for wider activities. Maintaining this service centre role will be critical to the
success of Cricklade as an attractive and self-contained place to live in the future. Giving
businesses a reason to choose Cricklade as a place to locate, and ensuring that they are wellsupported is key to creating a prosperous high street. Likewise improving the small industrial
estates around the town will ensure that businesses want to stay in the area. Encouraging
businesses that are less reliant on HGV use will help to tackle the challenges that this
currently presents to Cricklade.
Offering activities and facilities that meet the needs and aspirations of the community as it
evolves will be an important aspect of maintaining the community spirit that already exists in
the town.
The town benefits greatly from its rural location and giving local residents access to a range of
public open spaces that bring a sense of countryside into the town will be important. This
needs to be reflected in new build so that residents benefit from the airy, spacious feel that
currently exists and that gateways to the town and key routes into the centre made green and
pleasant.
Making Cricklade attractive and appealing will entice further visitors bringing in new
opportunities for local people and businesses. In promoting Cricklade as the southern gateway
to the Cotswolds and the first town on the Thames, new and improved facilities for visitors may
be necessary and these need to be carefully planned to ensure that they can be delivered
sustainably.
Overall Cricklade will continue to be as it has been since it saw its first settlement • •a rural,
self-sufficient hub that generations of people will view as their home with the services and
facilities that enable them to remain here as long as they wish.

Yes

No

Do you agree with the vision for Cricklade to 2026?

Draft Objectives for the Neighbourhood Plan
The Neighbourhood Plan for Cricklade will address four areas • •Housing, Business, Transport
and the ••Look and Feel••of the town • •and the objectives for these are set out below.
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Housing Objectives - Do you agree?
The number of new dwellings that Cricklade will need to provide in the plan period to 2026 is
expected to be in the region of 70.
Housing Objective 1:

Yes

No

Yes

No

Land for housing should be prioritised to meet local needs and in
particular those of the young and the elderly
Housing Objective 2:
The design and scale of any new housing in Cricklade should be in
keeping with the character of the Town
Detail: Within the conservation area, most properties are two storey, sometimes with dormer
windows, and form a strong frontage creating a strong linear enclosed space. Recent
developments which are felt to maintain the identity associated with Cricklade include
Stockham Close, Abingdon Court Farm and North Wall which use appropriate materials to
enable a spacious, well set out design of high quality.

Housing Objective 3:

Yes

No

New housing developments should incorporate provision of
surrounding open space
Detail: This objective seeks to ensure the provision of sufficient outdoor garden space, or a
shared amenity area for all new dwellings.
Housing Objective 4:

Yes

No

New housing should be within walking distance of the town centre and
also be linked to walking and cycle routes into and around the town to
create a more sustainable environment and healthier life style options
Detail: This objective seeks to ensure that any future housing development encourages a
reduced reliance on vehicle usage to access the centre of town.
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Business Objectives – Do you agree?
Business Objective 1:

Yes

No

The retail offering within the town will be retained and where possible
enhanced
Detail: Modest growth in the town’s population will help to support local retailers. Policies that
seek to support businesses to flourish in the town will be an important aspect of the plan.
Business Objective 2:

Yes

No

To provide for and enhance existing facilities and support initiatives to
attract and retain visitors and tourists to the town
Detail: The town has great tourist potential in both its role as gateway to the Cotswolds and
location at the start of the Thames. Encouraging development that supports sustainable
tourism will bring positive impacts for the local community such as enhanced facilities and
local employment, but this will need to be well-planned to ensure that other issues that
currently face the town are not exacerbated, such as car parking.
Business Objective 3:

Yes

No

The town will continue its service centre role to meet the needs and
interests of residents and visitors from surrounding villages
Detail: Maintaining Cricklade as a service centre for its residents and those further afield is
vital to the future of the town. The neighbourhood plan needs to include policies that will
support this role and make it attractive as a place for businesses to locate and stay.
Business Objective 4:

Yes

No

Cricklade will aspire to preserve and generate employment
opportunities with a focus on small businesses
Detail: The self-sufficiency aspect of the town should be celebrated with work opportunities for
young residents looking for work provided for. At the same time, the focus needs to be on
attracting businesses that do not exacerbate problems associated with additional heavy goods
traffic, hence a focus on smaller enterprises.
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Business Objective 5:

Yes

No

The existing employment footprint should be retained to provide a mix
of opportunities including hi-tech industries
Detail: This seeks to diversify the current employment offer, again focussing on industries that
are likely to be more in keeping with the needs of the town and its residents.

Transport Objectives – Do you agree?
Transport Objective 1:

Yes

No

HGVs should be encouraged to avoid passing through Cricklade
Detail: The amount of HGVs driving through the town was raised consistently in the feedback
to date and whilst there are limitations in what the neighbourhood plan can achieve to tackle
this, the objective of reducing this sort of transport remains. For example new developments
associated with employment sites could be required to identify the realistic level of heavy
goods traffic they are likely to generate.
Transport Objective 2:

Yes

No

The road network should be improved to accommodate the extra local
traffic generated by the new developments
Detail: In parallel with objective 1, this objective seeks to minimise the negative impacts of
increased car usage in the town.
Transport Objective 3:

Yes

No

The provision of public car parking should seek to protect the town
centre
Detail: Issues associated with car parking featured highly in the feedback. Car ownership is
likely to increase over the period of the plan and whilst other objectives seek to encourage
other travel options, this objective addresses issues relating to accessibility, price, location and
type of parking available in Cricklade.
Transport Objective 4:

Yes

No

The provision of, and improvements to, walking and cycle routes in
and around Cricklade will be encouraged and supported, in particular
the Thames Path
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Detail: Cricklade’s compact size is recognised and should be maintained to give local people
the choice to walk or cycle to both the town centre and other facilities should they wish to.

The ‘Look and Feel’ of Cricklade Objectives - Do you
agree?
Look & Feel Objective 1:

Yes

No

Any new development should not adversely affect drainage and
flooding in the town
Detail: The policies stemming from this objective could set out specific measures to mitigate
any flooding issues which might be delivered via developer contributions.
Look & Feel Objective 2:

Yes

No

The conservation area and historic buildings and assets should
continue to be protected by being identified as public assets
Detail: The conservation area has been in place since 1999 and plays an important role in
protecting the heritage of the town. Particular assets that have traditionally been used by the
local community can also be safeguarded in the future to retain their use as community
facilities. In addition this seeks to continue to protect and highlight the role of scheduled
ancient monuments and listed buildings.
Look & Feel Objective 3:

Yes

No

Existing parks, play areas, playing fields and open spaces should be
retained and additional open space areas provided, in particular
including equipped play areas and allotments
Detail: There are opportunities to safeguard areas of green space that are of particular
importance to the community. In parallel ensuring that new development does not take away
from what already exists, rather it enhances or adds to it. Play areas and allotments were
specifically mentioned within the engagement to date as lacking.
Look & Feel Objective 4:

Yes

No

The rural buffer between Cricklade and Swindon must be protected
and the gateways and approaches to the town should be enhanced
Detail: The spacious, open aspect of the town is greatly valued and needs to be protected.
Any future housing developments need to follow suit and ensure that planting, open space and
greenery features strongly in the development brief. Neighbouring Swindon is a growing town
and a rural landscape buffer currently separates it from Cricklade. The retention of this buffer
is of key strategic importance to the residents of Cricklade.
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Your Comments:
Vision

(please feel free to attach supplementary sheets)

Housing

Business

Transport

Look and Feel of Cricklade

Please provide the following information:
Age group (please tick one)
0 - 18
19 - 30
31 - 40

41 - 50

Postcode _______________
51 - 60

61 - 70

over 70
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