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REGULATON 14 CONSULTATION RESPONSES AND ACTIONS  

1 NDP Invited Consultation Bodies responses 

a) Invited to comment on pre-submission consultation but no response received within the statutory consultation period 

Allsorts Gloucestershire 
Bisley-with-Lypiatt Parish Council 
Brimscombe and Thrupp Parish Council 
Cainscross Parish Council 
Canal and River Trust 
Carers Gloucestershire  
Cotswold Conservation Board* 
Fair Play South West * 
Great Western Railway 
Gloucestershire Association for Voluntary and Community Action 
Gfirst Local Enterprise Partnership 
Gloucestershire Clinical Commissioning Group 
Gloucestershire County Council Highways and Transport Planning* 
Gloucestershire County Council Locality Engagement  
Gloucestershire County Council Property* 
Gloucestershire Fire and Rescue Service 
Gloucestershire Health and Wellbeing Board 
Gloucestershire Older Persons Assembly 
Gloucestershire Wildlife Trust 
Healthwatch Gloucestershire 
Homes and Communities Agency* 
Her Majesty's Courts and Tribunal Service* 
Marah 
Mobile Operators Association 
Natural England* 
Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd* 
OpenHouse* 

Painswick Parish Council  
Randwick Parish Council 
Road Haulage Association 
Rodborough Parish Council * 
Royal Mail Group  
Stagecoach* 
Stroud Businesswomen's Network 
Stroud Chamber of Trade* 
Stroud Churches Together* 
Stroud Citizens Advice Bureau 
Stroud Civic Society* 
Stroud Valleys Artspace* 
Stroud Valleys Projects* 
Sustrans* 
The Coal Authority* 
The Marine Management Organisation 
Voluntary and Community Action Stroud 
Whiteshill and Ruscombe Parish Council 
 
* denotes the organisation made comments at an earlier stage or attend 
a meeting or workshop to do the same. 
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b) Responses received 
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Comment/Action 

1. Cotswold 
Canals Trust 
and Stroud 
Valley Canal 
Company, 
Neville 
Nelder 

3.3.5 
ZP2a 

We welcome this Policy. SVCC have already commenced discussions 
with the developer. 

N N Supporting the plan 

3.3.6 
ZP2b 
 

We welcome the Policy. However the text needs some modification. 
Delete the final sentence of the Introductory paragraph. The 
existence of the basin will not directly assist in boat operations in 
relation to the Lower Lock. 
The last sentence of the Policy statement requires clarification. We 
consider that it should refer to the canal towpath rather than to the 
canal network. 
The paragraph entitled ‘Explanation’ requires revision as follows; “A 
number of canal narrow boats could be accommodated within a basin 
reduced in size from the original, with provision of essential facilities 
for moored boats.” Continue with the existing sentences beginning ‘A 
basin of this size…’and finishing ‘…flood risk alleviation.’ Replace the 
final sentence with 
“The canal owners, Stroud Valleys Canal Company and the Cotswold 
Canals Trust will need to be consulted about the appropriate area to 
be safeguarded and facilities to be provided.” 

Y Y Amend para 3.3.5 by deleting the final sentence. 
 
Amend Policy ZP2b by replacing the word 
“network” with the word footpath in the last line. 
 
Amend the explanation as follows: 
Delete the second sentence and replace with the 
following: 
A number of canal narrow boats could be 
accommodated within a basin reduced in size from 
the original, with provision of essential facilities for 
moored boats.  
Amend the start of the next sentence to read A 
basin of about 1400m2 approximate area (part of 
which will lie …etc) 
Replace the final sentence with the following: 
The canal owners, Stroud Valleys Canal Company 
and the Cotswold Canals Trust will need to be 
consulted about the appropriate area to be 
safeguarded and facilities to be provided. 

3.3.7 
ZP2c 
 

We are cautiously supportive of this Policy. It will require long-term 
transformation of the area. The concept of additional pedestrian 
access across the canal is positive. However, any bridge must either 
be placed at a height of 2.4m above the canal water level, in order to 
permit boat movement. Such a bridge will require additional space on 

Y Y Add the following to the explanation: 
Any proposal to bridge over the canal will need to 
ensure that boat movement is not impeded and 
should be discussed with the canal owners, Stroud 
Valleys Canal Company and the Cotswold Canals 
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each side of the canal beyond the canal land boundary. One option is 
to provide a swing bridge, but this requires technical evaluation which 
needs to be lead by SVCC and CCT. These issues need to explored 
within the text. 

Trust. 

Appe
ndix 
7 
Fundi
ng of 
Infras
truct
ure 
 

We have read the thorough supporting document by Aecom ‘Viability 
Study’ Sept.2015. We have significant concerns about the funding of 
the infrastructure and we would like to see more prominence given to 
the issue beyond the statements made in Appendix 7. There are 
opportunities for partnerships between public and private 
organizations, and this should be developed further in the main body 
of the text. We do appreciate how difficult it is to be specific at this 
early stage but some direction on the subject is important in the final 
document. 

Y Y Add  following to paragraph 4.1.6: 
The implementation of the Plan will rely on 
partnerships between public and private 
organisations. 

2. Diocese of 
Clifton 
Rosy Savory, 
Headteacher
, Rosary 
Catholic 
Primary 
School 
(response 
form via 
email) 

Z5 Enhancement of the local greenspaces identified in Policy AP5, 
including the green strip alongside Merrywalks. Response: 
The green space on the school site adjacent to the A46 is used by 
children for Forest School. Over the years since the school was built 
on the site (in 1967), it has become a haven for wildlife-and that is not 
just the pupils!  
Contributions to the significant improvement of pedestrian and cycle 
access from the west via ‘Stratford Parkway’, as proposed under 
Policy AP3. Response: 
The Governors of the school would welcome the possibility of 
improving access to the school from Merrywalks and improving the 
safety for families walking to school. 
Well-designed residential development which meets Policy AP4a. 
Response: 
This element of the zonal policy seems to contradict the first part! 
Obviously, residential development adjacent to the Merrywalks could 
not take place while the Rosary School operates on its current site. 
However, we would be very concerned about the possibility of 
development behind the school on the field, which we currently lease 
from St. Rose’s School. 

Y N Over the plan period changes to the current uses 
may happen even though not anticipated at this 
time.  What this policy seeks to do is to guide any 
future changes within the area at Beeches Green 
covered by the policy to ensure that opportunities 
to improve accessibility in particular are not lost. 
Residential development of the field is not a 
specific proposal in the Plan but the policy allows 
for residential development within the area 
covered by the policy which is a good location for 
people who wish to live in the town centre. 
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3. 
Environment 
Agency 

 Many thanks for consulting us on the Stroud Town Centre Draft 
Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP). 
  
As you are aware we previously provided general comments in our 
response dated 27 February 2015, Ref: SV/2010/104083/OT-02/SB1-
L02.  At that time, in line with your aims and visions we focused our 
comments on those environmental constraints within our remit to 
assist with your evidence gathering and policy recommendations 
going forward. 
  
As such it is important this response is also read in conjunction with 
this response referenced above. 
  
Subsequently we responded to you on the proposed Scoping Report 
and to Stroud District Council (SDC) on a SEA/HRA Screening Opinion 
consultation, and agreed with their conclusions that a SEA and/or 
HRA of the NDP was not required. 
  
Having now reviewed the latest version of the plan, titled ‘Shaping 
the heart of Stroud’ 2015 – 2035, together with the supporting 
documentation, we wish to provide the following additional 
comments: 
  
General Comments 
As indicated in our initial response, we have worked very closely with 
Stroud District Council on their Emerging Local Plan (ELP), and have 
helped the council produce robust evidence base documents to 
support those allocations being brought forward through the plan 
(including the Cheapside development- known as Site Allocation 
SA1b).  Such documents include the Strategic Flood Risk Assessments 
(Level 1 and 2), a Flood Risk Sequential Test document, and the 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP).  In addition we have advised on 
policy wording within the plan, of specific relevance, Delivery Policy 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://shapingtheheartstroud.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/Environment-Agency-letter-27-February-2015.pdf
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ES4 (Water Resources, Quality, and Flood Risk). 
  
We therefore acknowledge and welcome that it has been recognised 
throughout the NDP that alignment with the ELP is a key requirement, 
together with those of the National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF), and that reference has been made to those specific policies 
within the ELP which of key relevance to support both the area 
specific, and zonal policies being brought forward. 
  
We are also aware that the latest Inspector’s Report on the 
Examination of the Submission of the ELP is now available for 
inspection, and that the Report sets out the Main Modifications 
required to make the Plan sound and capable of adoption. 
  
Chapter C (How the plan will deliver the Vision) 
Policy AP4a General Housing: 
Whilst we note no specific sites apart from the strategic allocation 
SA1b are being promoted through the NDP, Para 3.2. 4, does outline 
an objective to provide further dwellings.  With this in mind we would 
refer you back to the Flood Risk section in our previous response 
referenced above, specifically the section beginning any new 
development.  Whilst we acknowledge the majority of the NDP area is 
located in FZ1 (low Risk) area, the canal area does have floodplain 
associated with it from the River Frome and the Canal.  As such 
wherever possible we would expect any new development to be 
located in FZ1, effectively outside of the floodplain. 
  
We would also welcome reference being made to Delivery Policy ES4, 
which sets out how future development should be designed and 
brought forward in the district, taking into account water quality, 
water resources and flood risk. 
  
Again the above could apply to (Policy AP9a Design General 
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Add the following bullet point to Policy AP4a: 
Any new development should be located in Flood 
Zone 1 (outside the flood plain) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Add reference to Policy ES4 in the relevant part of 
the table setting out How the Plan Fits Together. 
 
 
 
Add reference to Policy ES4 in the relevant part of 
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Principles) 
  
Policy ZP2a Cheapside Site: 
As highlighted in our previous response, and above, we have worked 
closely with SDC to help produce evidence based documents and site 
specific policies in support of this site, and are aware the allocation 
has been identified for 30 dwellings, town centre and canal uses.  As 
such whilst we would not expect there to be any further updates to 
any of the evidence bases, we note the policy sets out further 
requirements in addition to the requirements of Policy SA1 in the 
ELP.  Of particular note are the proposed moorings. 
  
I would therefore again refer you to Delivery Policy ES4 referenced 
above, together with the supporting text, which highlights that 
planning applications should be supported by a Flood Risk 
Assessments (FRA), that demonstrate the development will be safe, 
not increase flood risk elsewhere, and maximise opportunities to 
reduce flood risk.  Table 2 of the National Planning Policy Guidance 
(NPPG) categorises types of use into vulnerability classes, sites used 
for holiday or permanent use being classed as ‘More Vulnerable’.  
Therefore the use of the moorings will need consideration. If they are 
to be used for short stay purposes, we would consider them to be 
purely ‘Water Compatible’, however for overnight stays, we would 
deem them ‘More Vulnerable’.  Whilst such uses may be appropriate 
in Flood Zone 3 (High Risk) Zone, should they be for overnight use, the 
issue of safety of any occupiers during a flood event, and how they 
may be evacuated in such an event would need careful consideration 
as part of the FRA. In addition, the overall design of the structures will 
need consideration, they should not impede flow, or cause a river 
maintenance problems.  Any structures within 8metres of a Main 
River, will also require our Flood Defence Consent. 
  
Policy ZP2b Canal Basin site: 

 
 
 
N 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
N 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

the table setting out How the Plan Fits Together. 
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We note this policy states “The remainder of the site is suitable for 
mixed uses, including potentially residential uses, subject to providing 
any flood alleviation measures required by the Environment Agency”. 
  
The whole of this site is located within Flood Zone 3a (High Risk ) and 
possibly 3b (Functional Floodplain), as such whilst residential uses 
may be appropriate in accordance with the Table 2 of the NPPG, The 
Strategic Flood Risk Assessments (SFRA 1 and 2) should be used to 
inform the location of future development within the District.   The 
SFRA Level 2 appears to have undertaken an assessment of this 
proposed site area, and we would therefore suggest the 
recommendations from this output are referred to when considering 
the suitability of this site for residential development. As stated above 
any subsequent planning applications will need to be  supported by a 
FRA that demonstrate the development will be safe, not increase 
flood risk elsewhere, and maximise opportunities to reduce flood risk. 
Full consideration should initially be given to the ‘Sequential Test, the 
aim of which is to steer development to areas at the lowest risk of 
flooding, i.e. Flood Zone 1. 
  
We would also refer you to the Flood Risk Sequential Test Evidence 
Base Document, which provides a summary of recommendations for 
those site allocations currently being brought forward through the 
ELP  but also provides general guidance with respect to those 
requirements of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), in 
particular the Sequential approach and Vulnerability Classifications at 
the back of the document.  In addition I would refer you to those 
comments provided in our previous response under the Flood Risk 
heading, which cover the issues to be considered when proposing 
further development sites through the NDP process. 
  
In light of the above, we would recommend the section of this policy 
be re-worded from: 

 
Y 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Y 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Amend policy ZP2b by replacing the second 
sentence by the following: 
The remainder of the site is suitable for mixed uses, 
including potentially residential uses. Any 
development will need to be accompanied by a site 
specific flood risk assessment to demonstrate that 
the development will be safe for its lifetime taking 
account of the vulnerability of its users, without 
increasing flood risk on or off site, and will reduce 
and manage flood risk. 
 
Amend the Explanation by replacing  the 3rd 
sentence with the following: 
The site lies within Flood Zone 3 so any 
development must be in conformity with both the 
requirements of the National Planning Policy 
Framework and the Local Plan. 
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“The remainder of the site is suitable for mixed uses, including 
potentially residential uses, subject to providing any flood alleviation 
measures required by the Environment Agency” 
  
To read: 
  
“The remainder of the site is suitable for mixed uses, including 
potentially residential uses. Any development will need to be 
accompanied by a site specific flood risk assessment to demonstrate 
that the development will be safe for its lifetime taking account of 
the vulnerability of its users, without increasing flood risk on or off 
site, and will reduce and manage flood risk in accordance with the 
requirements of the NPPF and NPPG” 
  
Under the following heading Explanation: 
  
We would recommend the section of the policy be re-worded from: 
  
“The site lies within Flood Risk Zone 1 so any development must meet 
the requirements of the Environment Agency in relation to flood risk 
alleviation” 
  
To read: 
  
“The site lies within Flood Zone 3 so any development must be in 
conformity with both the requirements of the NPPF and the 
Emerging Local Plan” 
  
(Policy Policy ZP2c Fromeside Industrial Estate): 
As stated earlier in the response, any works in, under, over or within 8 
metres of a Main River will require our Flood Defence Consent. This is 
to assist in operational management and maintenance, to help 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Y 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Y 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Add the following to the Explanation: 
Any development within 8 metres of the river will 



Stroud Town Centre Neighbourhood Development Plan 2015-2015Regulation 14 consultation responses and actions 
Annex 2 Consultation Statement 

 9 

improve flood flow and conveyance; and to help provide some 
biodiversity interest. 
  
This may be relevant to works associated with the canal and we 
would therefore leave it for your consideration as to whether you 
wish to make specific reference to this in the policy. 
 
Section D How Will It Happen 
Whilst we have recommend particular reference to the Environment 
Agency be taken out of some of the specific policy wording as 
explained above, we would however wish to be included as a 
consultee for those development briefs associated with sites in Flood 
Risk Areas, specifically those canal sites as detailed on page 79 of the 
plan. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
N 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
N 

require a Flood Defence Consent from the 
Environment Agency. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Implementation issue. Refer comment to STC 

4. Equality 
and Human 
Rights 
Commission 
Kizito 
Mugara, 
Corresponde
nce Officer 
 
 

 Thank you for your email dated 2nd October 2015 to the Equality and 
Human Rights Commission (EHRC) about Statutory Consultation on 
the Stroud Town Centre Neighbourhood Development Plan for which 
I am writing to acknowledge receipt.  
The Commission receives many notices and requests to comment on 
planning issues.  We do not have the resources to respond to all, and 
it is not our practice to respond to consultations on local planning 
projects.  As you are no doubt aware, Local Planning Authorities and 
other public authorities, in the planning process are subject to the 
Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED) and are usually better placed than 
the Commission is to understand the context of planning projects. 
Therefore, we would request you do not send us further information 
on this project, unless there is a clear and specific equality and human 
rights concern you wish to raise (for example, impact on minority 
communities such as BME groups, or on accessibility for disabled 
people) where we may be able to add value or if you are uncertain 
about how the PSED may apply in the decision-making process. As the 
regulator for the PSED, we may be able to assist. 

N N  
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5. 
Federation 
of Small 
Businesses 
Sam Holliday 
(FSB 
Developmen
t Manager) 
on behalf of 
Russell 
Warner (FSB 
Cotswolds 
Chairman)    
 

 I am the Development Manager for the Federation of Small 
Businesses (FSB) for Gloucestershire and the West of England and I 
am responding on behalf of our organisation at the request of our 
local branch chairman Russell Warner. 
Both Russell and I have read the document and both feel it is a 
thorough, considered and thoughtful appraisal of where Stroud is at 
the moment and where we hope it will be in the future. 
I think the FSB will particularly welcome the commitment to 
enhancing and diversifying the independent retail offering in the town 
centre as this, combined with the town’s heritage and green 
credentials, are among the main reasons we can grow and strengthen 
the economic well-being of the town centre. Stroud cannot and must 
not become a ‘clone town’ in terms of its shopping mix and the more 
independent names we can have to share the space with the high 
street chain-stores the better it will be for the town’s long-term retail 
success.  
Overall we feel this is a confident and impressive document and one 
which we feel provides a good blueprint for Stroud and its economic 
aspirations. 

N N Supporting the Plan 

6. 
Gloucesters
hire County 
Council 
Planning. 
Robert 
Niblett, 
Planning 

Gene
ral  

The quality of layout and detailed contained within the draft Stroud 
Town Centre Neighbourhood Development Plan is to be commended 

N N  

High
ways 
AP3  

Access and movement – The policy needs to be caveated such that 
the final clause relates only to those developments that have some 
impact on these scheme or which would benefit from the schemes in 
terms of promoting the use of sustainable transport modes. 

Y Y See change to Policy AP3 set out under SDC (Barry 
Wyatt) response below 

AP12 Public transport - Same comment as above. Y Y See change to Policy AP12 set out under SDC (Barry 
Wyatt) response below 
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Officer 
(comments 
via email) 

NP3 Pedestrian priority - We also need to retain a functioning transport 
network. Need to challenge the level of robust evidence currently 
available to determine the impact of increased pedestrian priority, I 
am not aware that a model has been developed.  

Y N This is a promotional policy under the terms of 
which STC will work with GCC to ensure that the 
access requirements for all modes of transport 
which NEED to use the town centre are adequately 
catered for whilst progressively increasing 
pedestrian priority. There are a variety of ways in 
which this can be achieved without harming the 
essential transport network.  

ZP3 Railway Land/Cheapside Car Parks 
The aim to create a more attractive and welcoming environment 
either side of the railway station and a more efficient mix of land uses 
is welcomed.  The redesign and upgrade of the station forecourt and 
station road is supported to reduce potential conflict between 
pedestrians and cars as well as making a more attractive gateway to 
the town.    Better connectivity from the canal and station area to the 
town centre will improve access for residents and tourists alike and 
create a more vibrant street scene.  

N N Supporting the Plan 

 Archaeology Comments - No comments N N  

 Ecology Comments  
NDP 2015-2035 Consultation Draft 
The NDP’s themes (especially No. 4) and resulting policies promote 
the conservation and achievement of a net gain for biodiversity which 
is welcomed. Improving green space and sustainable water 
management are also being encouraged.   
 
Proposed Policy AP5 Greenspaces is appropriate and consistent with 
the Gloucestershire Local Nature Partnership’s strategic infrastructure 
framework and along with AP9a and NP4 provides a mechanism to 
enhance biodiversity within and around Stroud Town Centre.  
Sustainability Appraisal Report & Appendices (August 2015) 
We are pleased to see that the SA report now useful mentions 
surrounding Key Wildlife Sites and Strategic Nature Areas in section 
3.4 (Biodiversity). On page 51 the phrase ‘Gloucestershire Biodiversity 

N N Supporting the Plan and the Sustainability Appraisal 
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Action Plan’ has also been correctly replaced with ‘Gloucestershire 
Biodiversity Framework’ in the references section. 
The most important sustainability objectives related to biodiversity 
are those numbered 9, 10, 11 and 26 in Table 4 and these are good to 
observe. Also noted in the Table 4 is that the term ‘BAP species’ has 
now been replaced with ‘priority species’ which is correct for 
Gloucestershire. We have not reviewed the assertions made in the SA 
appendix as respect to likely effect of the NDP policies on the 
biodiversity related sustainability objectives. Appropriately the county 
lists of priority habitats and priority species from the Local Nature 
Partnership’s website are referenced on page 51.  

 Flood Risk - The Lead Local Flood Authority will fulfil its statutory duty 
to provide advice to the Local Planning Authority when requested to 
do so regarding the management of surface water and associated 
flood risk relating to major planning applications. 

N N  

7. Highways 
England 
Gaye 
Fairfield, 
Asset 
Manager 

 Thank you for consulting Highways England (formally The Highways 
Agency) on the proposed Stroud Town Centre Neighbourhood 
Development Plan. Highways England have no comment to make on 
the plan.  
 

N N  

8. Historic 
England 
Dave Stuart, 
Historic 
Places 
Advisor 
South West 
 

 Thank you for your consultation on the Stroud Town Centre NDP.  My 
apologies for not responding before now. 

In fact, such is the high quality of the draft Plan that there is little I 
would wish to say other than to offer our congratulations.  This is a 
most impressive document – arguably the most impressive of the 
many Plans in the south west we have seen – not only for the depth, 
detail of consideration and comprehensiveness of its general scope, 
but especially for its grasp of what makes the area locally distinctive 
and how this should both inform, and be respected in, proposals for 
change. 

 
 
 
N 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
N 
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 We are of course particularly gratified to note that the positive role 
played by the diverse and extensive historic estate of the town is 
recognised, and that this is looked at holistically as part of a strategy 
for the town centre.  In particular, policy proposals for the use of, 
inter alia, upper floors, public realm enhancement, shopfront and 
new build design and the creation of a regime for identifying local 
heritage assets are welcome.  In site specific terms, we are pleased to 
see provision made for the on-going enhancement of the historic 
canal infrastructure. 

 We have only two particular observations: 

1.     Policy ZP1b – Cornhill/Market Tavern site (p52).  Reference is 
made to redevelopment and the creation of a landmark building.  It is 
clear that there are important heritage assets and related contextual 
considerations associated with the site and this will need to be 
recognised and respected in any scheme of development.  Although a 
general policy exhortation to this effect exists within the Plan a 
specific reference to this need within the site policy itself would 
probably be beneficial. 

2.  There doesn’t seem to be any reference to CIL and how such 
contributions might be used to realise enhancement and related 
infrastructure ambitions.  As the area, once the Plan is “made”, will be 
eligible for receipt of a percentage of CIL receipts it might be useful to 
give thought to and as appropriate set out how this will be used. 

Otherwise, it only rests on us to offer hearty congratulations to your 
community on its achievement.  We wish it good fortune in the 
remaining stages of the Plan making process.  

 
 
N 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Y 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Y 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
N 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Y 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Y 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Add to the end of the 3rd bullet of Policy ZP1b: 
which recognises and respects  the important 
heritage assets and related contextual 
considerations associated with the site.  
 
 
 
 
 
Add a new paragraph to Part D  
4.2.2 It is anticipated that many of these projects 
will be funded by Community Infrastructure Levy 
(CIL) and/or s106 developer contributions.  s106 
developer contributions - Section 106 agreements 
(based on that section of The 1990 Town & Country 
Planning Act) are private agreements made 
between local authorities and developers and can 
be attached to a planning permission to make 
acceptable development which would otherwise be 
unacceptable in planning terms  
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Add to Definitions Appendix 1 

 Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) - The 
Community Infrastructure Levy is a planning charge, 
introduced by the Planning Act 2008 as a tool for 
local authorities in England and Wales to help 
deliver infrastructure to support the development of 
their area. It came into force on 6 April 2010 
through the Community Infrastructure Levy 
Regulations 2010. 

. 

9. NHS 
Property Ltd 
Bryn 
Howells, 
Strategic 
Estates 
Planner 

ZP5 From the NHSPS view I do not think we need to comment as the plan 
recognises that there might be changes in the future at Beeches 
Green. These are most likely to concentrate on health uses and 
possibly some residential in the future- which is exactly what the plan 
says. 

N N  

10. Office of 
the Police 
and Crime 
Commission
er. 
Paul Trott, 
Chief 
Executive 

3.3/Z
P6 

While the police currently have no intention of vacating the police 
station, since your earlier consultation, HM Courts and Tribunals 
Service have now published a consultation paper in which they raise 
the possibility of closing the Magistrates’ Court building. Even if that 
were to happen, while the police have no plans to vacate their 
building in the short term, the PCC does not object to the Council’s 
proposed policy for this site. 

N N  

11. Severn 
Trent 
Dawn 
Williams, 
Growth & 

ZP2b As part of a strategic sewerage improvement project planned for 
Stroud we are currently undertaking feasibility work to provide long 
term sewerage capacity. One of the drivers is to increase capacity in 
the Wallbridge area.  As you are aware we currently have an overflow 
facility at Wallbridge which is located at the junction of two main 

Y Y Add the following to the explanation to Policy  
ZP2b: 
Severn Trent will need to be consulted on any 
proposals to develop the canal basin.  
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Water 
Efficiency 
Analyst 
 

sewers serving the upper reaches of the catchment before flows are 
conveyed downstream to our treatment works at Stanley Downton. In 
addition to the Wallbridge Pumped CSO facility there are also large 
750mm diameter sewers draining in the area (see attached extract 
from the sewer records) which could be affected by any proposals to 
build a new canal basin.  
 
One of the options we are currently investigating is to provide a new 
sewer tunnel from Wallbridge to increase downstream sewer 
capacity. This will allow excess sewage flows to be diverted during 
wet weather periods but we will still need to retain sewers upstream. 
At present we are undertaking sewer performance verification work 
which is essential to enable us to determine the most effective way of 
reconfiguring the sewerage system in the area. It is worth pointing 
out however that there is a possibility that we may need to retain a 
pumping station on our Wallbridge site to connect local sewerage into 
the new tunnel.   
 
At this stage of investigation work we are unclear which of our 
sewerage assets will need to be retained but if you could provide 
details of the notional proposals for a new canal basin we will be able 
to consider this as part of our option development.   
 
Our current programme is to complete appraisal work to identify a 
suitable solution late summer 2016 with improvements complete in 
late 2019/early 2020 and so there is time to consider your proposals.  
Where practical to do so we will endeavour to accommodate 
proposals for a new canal basin within our sewerage improvement 
works but at present we are still undertaking investigation work.   
Hopefully the attached extract from the sewer records will be 
beneficial to show the position of our current assets which could be 
affected by a new canal basis but due to the complexity of the 
sewerage system in this area it would be advantageous if you could 
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let us have sight of any notional proposals you may have so that our 
engineers can look to incorporate your needs into our solution where 
possible". 

12. Sport 
England 
Zoe Hughes, 
Senior 
Planning 
Administrato
r 

 Thank you for consulting Sport England on the above Neighbourhood 
Consultation.         
Planning Policy in the National Planning Policy Framework identifies 
how the planning system can play an important role in facilitating 
social interaction and creating healthy, inclusive communities. 
Encouraging communities to become more physically active through 
walking, cycling, informal recreation and formal sport plays an 
important part in this process and providing enough sports facilities of 
the right quality and type and in the right places is vital to achieving 
this aim.  This means positive planning for sport, protection from 
unnecessary loss of sports facilities and an integrated approach to 
providing new housing and employment land and community facilities 
provision is important. 
It is important therefore that the Neighbourhood Plan reflects 
national policy for sport as set out in the above document with 
particular reference to Pars 73 and 74 to ensure proposals comply 
with National Planning Policy. It is also important to be aware of Sport 
England’s role in protecting playing fields and the presumption 
against the loss of playing fields (see link below), as set out in our 
national guide, ‘A Sporting Future for the Playing Fields of England – 
Planning Policy Statement’.   
 
Sport England provides guidance on developing policy for sport and 
further information can be found following the link below.  
Sport England works with Local Authorities to ensure Local Plan policy 
is underpinned by robust and up to date assessments and strategies 
for indoor and outdoor sports delivery. If local authorities have 
prepared a Playing Pitch Strategy or other indoor/outdoor sports 
strategy it will be important that the Neighbourhood Plan reflects the 
recommendations set out in that document and that any local 

N N  

http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/development-management/planning-applications/playing-field-land/
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/development-management/planning-applications/playing-field-land/
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/development-management/planning-applications/playing-field-land/
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investment opportunities, such as the Community Infrastructure Levy, 
are utilised to support the delivery of those recommendations. 
 
If new sports facilities are being proposed Sport England recommend 
you ensure such facilities are fit for purpose and designed in 
accordance with our design guidance notes.  
 
If you need any further advice please do not hesitate to contact Sport 
England using the contact details below 
bob.sharples@sportengland.org 

13. Stroud 
District 
Council, Jill 
Fallows, 
Property 
Manager 

AP3, 
ZP3 

There is currently no public access between the Brunel Mall multi-
storey car park.  The car park is closed during evenings and weekends 
to limit anti-social behaviour.  Any proposals to create a public link 
would need to prove that the management and use of the car park 
was not prejudiced, that there was sufficient funding for the 
additional management costs and that opening hours were 
acceptable.  

N N Implementation issues. 
Refer to STC 

AP4a, 
AP9a 
 

Align policy AP4a to accord with AP9a.  Object to requirement for 
each dwelling having access to outdoor space.   
Change to “Dwellings shall have access to outdoor space in some 
form, whether private or communal garden or balcony where 
appropriate to that development and where feasible”. 

Y Y  See changes to Policies AP4a and AP9a under SDC 
(Barry Wyatt) respondent 14 below 
 
 

AP5, 
AP7 

Object. Policy is absolutely restrictive and prevents any development 
which may be appropriate.  Capel’s Mills is owned by the District 
Council and Wallbridge is due to be transferred to the District Council.  
Both are key sites for canal uses, the wider public benefit from this 
ownership requires having the ability to change to these uses where, 
and if ever, appropriate.   
 

Y N Both Wallbridge and Capel’s Mill meet the criteria 
set out in the NPPF for designating land as a Local 
Green Space.  Both areas are valued by the local 
community and Wallbridge was the subject of a 
specific consultation in November 2014 when the 
majority favoured it being kept as a green spcace. 

In respect of Wallbridge this policy conflicts with AP7 which identifies 
Wallbridge as an important gateway to the town and states that “over 
the Plan period these will be made more attractive and welcoming 
through development and public realm works. 

Y N As above 

http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/planning-for-sport/planning-tools-and-guidance/
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-planning/tools-guidance/design-and-cost-guidance/
mailto:bob.sharples@sportengland.org
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Change – AP5 delete Capel’s Mill area and Wallbridge open spaces on 
either side of the canal 

Y N See above. 
 

AP10
ZP1c 
 

The Subscription Rooms and the Old Town Hall are owned by the 
District Council.  The District Council is responsible for the control, use 
and management and safeguarding the local public interest.  The 
wider public benefit from this ownership requires having the ability to 
change to these uses where, and if ever, appropriate.  Change AP10 
“…will be safeguarded for public enjoyment and community use 
where aligned line with the owners’ aims and strategies” 

Y N The purpose of this policy is to reflect the value 
these buildings bring to the social and cultural life 
of the town centre.  The Subscription Room 
originated through public subscription for public 
benefit and use.  Furthermore the Subscription 
Rooms and The Old Town Hall have been placed on 
the register of Community Assets as buildings 
which “further the social well-being or social 
interests of the community” (source Localism Act 
2011 Chapter 3 section 88).  Social interests can be 
wide ranging and include cultural, recreational and 
sporting interests.  In this context it is not felt that 
the policy is unduly restrictive.   
See changes to Explanation to Policy AP10 under 
SDC (Barry Wyatt) respondent 14 below 

Change ZP1c “The following important town spaces will be 
safeguarded for public enjoyment and community use and enhanced 
where aligned line with the owners’ aims and strategies…” 
 

Y N One of the purposes of the Plan is to influence the 
aims and strategies of owners so that they are 
more closely aligned to the communities’ ambitions 
for their place. 

AP11 Object.  Policy is absolutely restrictive and prevents minor changes or 
policies. 
Change “Any proposals to develop on existing car parks within the 
Plan area will usually need to demonstrate that the overall number of 
car parking spaces available to the public and their ease of use is 
maintained or improved.” 

Y Y Amend policy AP11 to read as follows: 
Any proposals to develop on existing car parks 
within the Plan area will need to demonstrate that 
the overall number of car parking spaces available 
to the public and their ease of use is adequate to 
meet the needs of the town centre. 
Amend the explanation as follows: 
At the beginning delete “the public parking facilities 
for the town centre” and replace with the 
following: Whilst the Plan seeks to improve 
accessibility by modes other than the car the 
current public parking facilities are important to the 
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economy of the town centre.  They  … 
Amend 3rd sentence to read:  Any proposals to 
develop on existing car parks, as for example that 
allowed for under Zonal Policy ZP3 (Cheapside car 
park), will need to show that any loss of parking 
space will not harm the economy of the town 
centre.  
Amend Policy ZP3 final bullet point be replacing all 
words after “subject to” with the following: 
meeting the aims of Policy AP11  

AP13
, 
AP11 

Object.  The owners-managers of car parks must approve and be able 
to accommodate any changes from installing new facilities.  Policies 
should be aligned as the introduction of new facilities may reduce 
parking capacities. 
Change “Energy efficiency and small scale and community-based 
renewable energy generation will be promoted and encouraged for 
both existing and new development. Charging plugin facilities for low 
emission vehicles should be provided where practical, or 
contributions made towards the provision of such facilities within 
public car parks. Where cycle parking is provided this should include 
secure facilities for charging batteries for electric bikes.  Installation of 
new facilities will be at the owners’ discretion.” 
 

Y N It is one of the purposes of the Plan to influence 
how owners can help to meet the overall aims of 
the Plan.  The provisions of these policies allow for 
flexibility in how the requirements are met in an 
appropriate way. 

NP1, 
3.4.1  
 

Object.  The policy can better demonstrate cooperative and positive 
working between authorities.  Responses to parking availability are 
not reflective of the actual situation or choice that drivers are 
exercising in where they want to park.  Re-word as follows: 
“The District Council has responsibility for and controls most of the 
car parking in Stroud.  It is a priority for the District Council to 
enhance and develop parking to bolster growth, culture and 
opportunity in the town.  Consultation responses suggest that some 
motorists have difficulty finding free parking spaces even though the 
number available should be more than adequate” 

Y Y This is a promotional policy and it is not felt 
necessary to emphasise the management points 
raised by SDC. Nevertheless the following changes 
will be made for improved clarity: 
Replace the Introduction to Policy NP1 with the 
following: 
The District Council has responsibility for, and 
controls, most of the car parking in Stroud.  It is a 
priority for the District Council to enhance and 
develop parking to bolster growth, culture and 
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“Stroud town council will support Stroud District Council in its policies 
for providing quality parking in Stroud and promote the retention of 
the current public car parking close to the town centre and, where 
demonstrably viable, advocate changes to tariffs to maximize ease of 
use, provide short-stay offstreet car parking, extra and improved 
signage and realtime information about spaces.” 
The town centre requires sufficient car parking for those who are 
unable to visit, shop or work in the centre by other means. 
Information which informs people of where there are spaces, 
including signage and real-time information systems can encourage 
better use of available spaces.  Use of car parks is variable possibly 
due to poor signage. There is a need to manage traffic regulations and 
parking tariffs so that there is provision for some short-stay ‘pop and 
shop’ parking to support businesses and time limits so that spaces are 
available throughout the day. Car park charges should reflect 
management costs whilst encouraging local shopping and town 
centre visits.   

opportunity in the town.  Consultation responses 
suggest that some motorists have difficulty finding 
free parking spaces even though the number 
available should be more than adequate. 
Amend Policy NP1 to read as follows: 
Stroud Town Council will support and encourage 
Stroud District Council to ensure that there is 
sufficient quality public parking close to the town 
centre to support the economy.  The Town Council 
will advocate changes to tariffs to maximize ease of 
use, provide short-stay off-street car parking, extra 
and improved signage and real-time information 
about spaces. 
Amend the Explanation by replacing the text with 
the following: 
It is a key aim of the Plan to promote walking and 
cycling to encourage more people to access the 
town centre by modes other than the private car.  
Nevertheless, the town centre requires sufficient car 
parking for those who are unable to visit, shop or 
work in the centre by other means. Information 
which informs people of where there are spaces, 
including signage and real-time information 
systems can encourage better use of available 
spaces.  Use of car parks is variable possibly due to 
poor signage. There is a need to manage traffic 
regulations and parking tariffs so that there is 
provision for some short-stay ‘pop and shop’ 
parking to support businesses and time limits so 
that spaces are available throughout the day. Car 
park charges should seek to encourage local 
shopping and town centre visits and help make 
Stroud competitive with neighbouring towns.   
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See also changes to the Explanatory text under 
response  106 (Cllr Sarah Lunnon) below 

D 
4.1.5 
 

Object - The Plan should not conflict with other authorities’ policies to 
ensure coherent development.  Reword as follows: 
Initial viability testing supports the broad concepts set out in the Plan 
policies.  The study concludes that ‘Based on the findings of this 
Viability Study, the proposals in the emerging NDP would not subject 
development to such a scale of obligations and policy burdens that its 
ability to be developed is threatened. For coherence with other 
policies, the cumulative impact of the policies will not put 
implementation of the District’s Local Plan at risk, and will help to 
facilitate development beyond the levels envisaged in the submitted 
draft Local Plan.’  

Y N The text in the Plan is a direct quotation from the 
independent viability report prepared on the NDP.  
It would not be appropriate to change the wording 
as requested. 

14. Stroud 
District 
Council, 
Barry Wyatt, 
Strategic 
Head 
(Developme
nt Services) 

Cove
ring 
Note 

The Council generally welcomes the policies within the pre-
submission version of the Stroud Town Centre Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (NDP). The plan is well presented and structured in 
a clear and focused manner. 
 
To fulfil our duty to guide and assist, required by paragraph 3 of 
Schedule 4B to the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as 
amended), the Council has endeavoured to identify whether the 
policies and supporting text in the NDP have been worded clearly, 
concisely and positively and whether they have been based on robust 
evidence, are clearly structured and of additional value to the existing 
policy framework.  
 
To communicate our response in a simple, constructive and positive 
manner; we have produced a table containing an identification 
number for each comment, a copy of the relevant section/policy of 
the NDP, our comments and, where possible, a recommendation. 
We are committed to helping you deliver a successful plan. It is 
important that you appropriately address any issues we raise (Table 
1) at this stage to avoid any objections being raised by the Council at a 

   

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2011/20/schedule/10/enacted
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2011/20/schedule/10/enacted
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2011/20/schedule/10/enacted
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future stage.  
 
We look forward to continuing to work with you in implementing the 
recommended modifications. We shall support you throughout the 
development of your local solutions for any areas where a way 
forward remains unclear 

Gene
ral 

Comment - The Inspector has recommended that the emerging 
Stroud District Local Plan is found sound.  
A report recommending that the Local Plan is adopted will be 
considered by Council on 19 November 2015.  
Recommendation - You should avoid repeating and/or referring to 
local plan policies, wherever possible, to ensure your NDP does not 
refer to incorrect information following modifications and/or the 
adoption of the Local Plan. 

Y Y Delete all references to the LP policies in the text of 
the Plan.  Retain the cross reference in the Table 
How the Plan Fits Together” with a note to make 
clear that the LP policies referred to relate the Local 
Plan approved on 19th November 2015 

Gene
ral  

Comment - The NDP has a number of “criteria policies” setting out a 
series of requirements that development proposals should meet. The 
requirements are set out as separate bullet points.  
You need to be clear whether the criteria are inclusive or exclusive i.e. 
you need to provide clarity on whether in order for a development to 
be acceptable, it would have to meet all of the criteria or only one, or 
perhaps some but not all. Recommendation - Review policy wording. 

Y Y Amend the Plan as set out under the policy 
numbers below. 
 
 
 
 

1.1.4 
 

Text - On 20 August 2015 SDC reported that ‘Following analysis of 
likely significant effects, Stroud District Council considered that the 
NDP was unlikely to have any significant effects on the environment, 
and therefore determines that Strategic Environmental Assessment of 
the Stroud Town Centre Neighbourhood Development Plan is not 
required.’ 
Comment - The Council consulted on the SEA/HRA Screening Opinion 
between 21st August and 25th September.  
The Council’s statement of reasons for this determination (required* 
for the purpose of demonstrating that the NDP is unlikely to have 
significant effects on the environment and, accordingly, does not 
require an environmental assessment) was issued on 02nd November 

Y Y Amend paragraph 1.1.4 to make clear when SDC 
issued their Statement of Reasons. 
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2015.  
This document can be viewed on: 
http://www.stroud.gov.uk/docs/planning/planning_strategy.asp#s=se
ctioncontent5&p=nbhood,designated,Hst  
The requirement is set out by regulation 15 of the Neighbourhood 
Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (as amended by the 
Neighbourhood Planning (General) (Amendment) Regulations 2015). 
Recommendation - Please add highlighted section to NDP wording: 
On 20 August 2015 SDC reported that ‘Following analysis of likely 
significant effects, Stroud District Council considered that the NDP 
was unlikely to have any significant effects on the environment, and 
therefore determines that Strategic Environmental Assessment of the 
Stroud Town Centre Neighbourhood Development Plan is not 
required.’ 
Stroud District Council issued a statement of reasons for this 
determination on 02nd November 2015 [italics are highlighted by 
SDC].  

1.2.8 
 

Text - The Cheapside Neighbourhood Opportunities Report, produced 
at the request of the town council, looked at land adjacent to 
Cheapside, Wallbridge, the canal embankment, Cheapside car park, 
the station areas, the car parks around the Brunel Goods Shed, Brunel 
Mall multi-storey car park and the Fromeside industrial estate, all in 
the context of the opportunity presented by the progressive 
restoration of the canal. The report concluded that ‘The Cheapside 
neighbourhood, linking canal, railway and town centre, is critical to 
the future prosperity of Stroud. The emerging local plan gives clear, 
ambitious and appropriate guidance for the future of the area, but 
there is at present little sign that Stroud District Council (SDC) will act 
to translate its good intent into effective action’5.[italics are 
highlighted by SDC].  
Comment - Footnote 5: Summary and recommendations Cheapside 
Neighbourhood Opportunities report. 
http://www.stroudtown.gov.uk/index.php/stc-documents-and-

Y Y Amend paragraph 1.2.8 by replacing the final 
sentence and replacing it with the following: 
If the potential of the Cheapside neighbourhood is 
to be realised, all local authorities  will need to take 
a pro-active stance: promoting, co-ordinating, 
assisting land assembly and seeking high quality 
design. 

http://www.stroud.gov.uk/docs/planning/planning_strategy.asp#s=sectioncontent5&p=nbhood,designated,Hst
http://www.stroud.gov.uk/docs/planning/planning_strategy.asp#s=sectioncontent5&p=nbhood,designated,Hst
http://www.stroudtown.gov.uk/index.php/stc-documents-and-reports/reports/527-cheapside-neighbourhood-opportunities-report
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reports/reports/527-cheapside-neighbourhood-opportunities-report  
It is disappointing that reference is made to this particular opinion 
which has now been overtaken by events. SDC has worked with 
Newland Homes to bring forward a good scheme for Cheapside and 
continues to promote the canal project and work with the Town 
Council to deliver other town centre projects. SDC considers such 
comments are not helpful or positive and are not appropriate for a 
development plan document. 
Recommendation - Delete current quote from Cheapside report and 
replace with: 
“If the potential of the Cheapside neighbourhood is to be realised, 
both Councils will need to take a pro-active stance: promoting, 
coordinating, assisting land assembly and seeking high quality 
design.” 

AP1  
 

Text - New or intensified employment development or changes of use 
will be permitted where they support the economy of the town 
centre by:  
Enhancing the vitality and viability of the designated core zone by 
utilising vacant upper floorspace.  
Forming part of a mixed use development including some residential 
development where viable and where the requirements of policies 
AP4a and 4b can be met.  
Retaining or increasing the number of jobs in the plan area.  
Providing opportunities for skills development especially for young 
people. 
 
Comment - no issues identified at this stage. 
Recommendation – blank 

N Y Policy AP1 – relocate bullet point 3 to follow “town 
centre by” in opening clause and inserting and/or 
between the remaining bullet points 
 

 AP2 Text - Changes of use of buildings or redevelopment which will 
enhance the retail viability and social vitality of the town centre will 
be permitted provided the use will:  
Retain or increase footfall in the Core Zone.  
Retain or enhance the continuity of lively shopfronts in the Core and 

Y Y Remove colour from Explanation. 
Amend Policy AP2 by adding the following after the 
last bullet point: 
Within the Primary Shopping frontage shown on 
Map 2 uses  outside Class A will not be permitted 

http://www.stroudtown.gov.uk/index.php/stc-documents-and-reports/reports/527-cheapside-neighbourhood-opportunities-report
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Lansdown/ Nelson Street Zones. 
Offer services to the public in the Core, Lansdown/Nelson Street 
Zones.  
 
Explanation: The mix of retail, social, cultural and business activities in 
the town centre is changing and will change further in ways which are 
not necessarily predictable. This policy seeks to ensure that all the 
prime central functions, including the independent and creative 
sectors which are a particular feature of the town, have an 
opportunity to flourish, and allow continued evolution as innovation 
occurs and tastes and habits change. 
Comment - Policy AP2 is potentially in conflict with Policy EI7 of the 
new Local Plan by allowing a more flexible approach to uses within 
the defined Primary Shopping Frontages than as set out in Policy EI7. 
Recommendation - Separate explanation text from the policy.  
Reflect the Local Plan policy for designated Primary Shopping 
Frontages, where uses outside Class A will not be permitted. 

Insert the word and between each bullet point 

AP3 Text - Over the Plan period movement within and on the approaches 
to the town centre will be made progressively safer and more 
convenient by:  

 Giving greater priority to pedestrians over traffic within the 
core zone.  

 Creating a visually integrated and fully accessible streetscape 
for the main retail streets in the town centre taking into 
account necessary resting places, pedestrian safety, access for 
those with mobility issues and the needs of people with 
disabilities.  

 Reducing barriers to movement by improving pedestrian and 
cycling connections into and within the plan area to 
encourage more people to walk and cycle.  

 Creating ‘Stratford Parkway’ – a new link between the town 
centre and Stratford Park, the Museum in the Park, the 
Leisure Centre and Stroud College, as shown broadly on the 

Y Y Amend Policy AP3 as follows: 
Insert the words opportunities will be sought to 
make after “Over the Plan period” at the beginning 
of the policy. 
Add seeking to deliver the following measures  after 
“convenient by” in the opening clause of the policy 
Replace the final clause of the policy with the 
following: 
New development proposals that affect access and 
movement will be expected to show how they can 
mitigate their own impact and where appropriate 
contribute to meet this policy and any specific 
requirements set out in any relevant zonal policies 
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proposals map.  

 Creating a new link over the railway to improve access into 
the town centre from the south and provide improved 
disabled access to the railway platforms.  

 Protecting and improving the routes for pedestrians and 
cyclists seeking to cross the various junctions at the 
Wallbridge gateway, including that from Cainscross Road/The 
Hill.  

 Improving access for pedestrians using London Road.  
New development will be expected to show how it is contributing to 
meeting this policy and any specific requirements set out in any 
relevant zonal policies. 
Comment - Normally development will contribute proportionally to 
mitigate the additional impact from the development and not make 
up for existing deficiencies. 
Recommendation - Amend policy wording to: 
Over the Plan period opportunities will be sought to make [italics are 
highlighted by SDC] movement within and on the approaches to the 
town centre progressively safer and more convenient by:  
• Giving greater priority to pedestrians over traffic within the core 
zone.  
• Creating a visually integrated and fully accessible streetscape for the 
main retail streets in the town centre taking into account necessary 
resting places, pedestrian safety, access for those with mobility issues 
and the needs of people with disabilities.  
• Reducing barriers to movement by improving pedestrian and cycling 
connections into and within the plan area to encourage more people 
to walk and cycle.  
• Creating ‘Stratford Parkway’ – a new link between the town centre 
and Stratford Park, the Museum in the Park, the Leisure Centre and 
Stroud College, as shown broadly on the proposals map.  
• Creating a new link over the railway to improve access into the 
town centre from the south and provide improved disabled access to 
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the railway platforms.  
• Protecting and improving the routes for pedestrians and cyclists 
seeking to cross the various junctions at the Wallbridge gateway, 
including that from Cainscross Road/The Hill.  
• Improving access for pedestrians using London Road.  
New development proposals that affect access and movement will be 
expected to show how they can mitigate their own impact and where 
appropriate contribute to meet this policy and any specific 
requirements set out in any relevant zonal policies. [italics are 
highlighted by SDC].  

AP4a Residential development which will add to the range and type of 
stock within the plan area, including the provision of custom built, self 
build or co-operative housing, will be encouraged and supported. Any 
schemes shall ensure:  

• Residential use of vacant upper floorspace in the core zone 
will have a separate access from the ground floor use where 
possible.  

• A good range of dwelling types, sizes and design appropriate 
to their location is provided.  

• Each dwelling has access to outdoor space in some form, 
whether private or communal garden, or balcony. [italics are 
highlighted by SDC].  

• On sites exceeding 0.5 hectares opportunities are provided 
for custom, self-built or co-operative housing developments, 
subject to viability. 
 

Comment -   Bullet point 4 is a laudable objective but it may prove 
overly onerous.   
Recommendation - Bullet point 4 should be backed by evidence 
demonstrating residential development will not be made unviable. 
Alternatively, the criterion could have a caveat, i.e. subject to viability 
or where feasible. 

Y Y Amend Policy 4a by redrafting the second clause to 
read as follows: 
Any schemes shall provide: 
- a good range of dwelling types, sizes and design 

appropriate to their location; and  
- access to some form of outdoor space for each 

dwelling, where feasible 
Where dwellings are provided using vacant upper 
floor space in the Core Zone separate access from 
the ground floor should be provided where possible. 
Opportunities for custom, self-built or co-operative 
housing should be provided on sites exceeding 
0.5has, subject to viability. 
 
Add the following to the Explanation: 
The opportunity for residents to be able to enjoy 
some form of outdoor space is considered 
important to their health and wellbeing.  Proposals 
for residential development will need to show how 
this aim can be met.  Outdoor space can be 
provided in the form of private or communal 
gardens, by balconies, or by immediate access to a 
public park. 
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AP4b In addition to the requirements for affordable housing set out in local 
plan Policy CP9, arrangements will be made to promote the delivery 
and control of affordable housing by a community land trust, or 
equivalent body, in respect of housing schemes, where this is viable, 
with the local lettings policy [italics are highlighted by SDC] for these 
dwellings being agreed with the district council. 
Comment - We believe that where the NDP refers to ‘Local Lettings 
policy’ the correct terminology is ‘Local connection’ (to the affordable 
properties).  
However, local connection is only applied to properties developed 
through the rural exception policy; development in Stroud town 
centre is unlikely to qualify. 
Recommendation - Amend policy wording to: 
In addition to the requirements for affordable housing set out in local 
plan Policy CP9, arrangements will be made to promote the delivery 
and control of affordable housing by a community land trust, or 
equivalent body, in respect of housing schemes, where this is viable, 
with the local connection policy [italics are highlighted by SDC] for 
these dwellings being agreed with the District Council. Strongly advise 
that you speak with Pippa Stroud at SDC to confirm the position. 

Y Y Amend Policy AP4b by deleting all after “where this 
is viable” at the end of the policy. 
 

 AP4b Text - Explanation: Policy 4b seeks to ensure that some affordable 
housing is provided within the town centre where required by the 
Local Plan but also that a mechanism exists for developing schemes 
which will remain affordable in perpetuity. 
Comment - Perpetuity is covered by national planning policy; 
affordable rented and social rented properties are normally 
affordable in perpetuity.  However, local policies are unable to defeat 
the Right to Buy.      
Recommendation - Please note that new Right to Buy legislation may 
affect community land trust and/or equivalent bodies. 

N Y Delete the words “in perpetuity” at the end of the 
Explanation. 

AP5 Text - The following open spaces are designated Local Green Spaces, 
as shown on the proposals map:  

A. Spaces accessible for public use:  

Y Y Delete Policy AP5 and replace with the following: 
Policy AP5a Local Green Spaces 
The following open spaces are designated Local 
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• Frome Banks nature reserve;  
• Capel’s Mill area.  
• Bank Gardens.  
• St. Laurence churchyard.  
• Wallbridge open spaces on either side of the canal.  

B.  Spaces not accessible for public use:  
• The canal embankment, below Hill Paul and Cheapside car 
park.  
• Merrywalks green strip – along the west side of the road.  
• Tree belts around St. Rose’s School.  

These spaces will be preserved for their importance to the local 
community as places with special amenity and biodiversity value 
[italics are highlighted by SDC].  
Comment - The NPPF (para.76-78) identifies evidence requirements 
and criteria for the designation of Local Green Spaces and their 
management.  
I would draw your attention to the Rolleston on Dove Neighbourhood 
Plan where the examiner concluded that he “…did not see anything to 
indicate that this land was available for public recreational use. In 
addition I cannot identify any particular feature of this land that 
would distinguish it from the vast majority of other land surrounding 
the village nor can I see that it has any particular merit for special 
designation. I conclude, following a site visit, that this site does not 
meet the criteria for inclusion and should be deleted from the list in 
the policy”. 
Further information on LGSDs can be found under paragraphs 005 to 
022 from National Planning Practice Guidance. 
http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/blog/guidance/open-
space-sports-and-recreation-facilities-public-rights-of-way-and-local-
green-space/local-green-space-designation/  
We encourage you to talk to land owners to ensure the land is 
capable of enduring beyond the end of the plan period and to avoid 
substantive objections. 

Green Spaces, as shown on the proposals map:  
• Frome Banks nature reserve;  
• Capel’s Mill area.  
• Bank Gardens.  
• St. Laurence churchyard.  

 Wallbridge open spaces on either side of the 
canal. 

 
Policy AP5b Open spaces 
For the duration of the Plan the following open 
spaces will be preserved predominantly for their 
importance to the local community as places with 
special amenity value: 

 The canal embankment, below Hill Paul and 
Cheapside car park.  

 Merrywalks green strip – along the west side of 
the road. 

 Tree belts around St. Rose’s School.  
Any development proposed for these areas should 
seek to ensure that the amenity value and any 
biodiversity interest of the relevant land is 
preserved and where possible, enhanced. 
 
Amend the Explanation as follows: 
National policy allows for the designation of Local 
Green Spaces which provide special protection 
against development for green areas of particular 
importance to the community.  Such designation 
can only be made in specified circumstances and 
the designation has a similar effect on the 
management of the land to Green Belt policy.  The 5 
areas identified in Policy AP5a meet the relevant 
criteria. 

http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/blog/guidance/open-space-sports-and-recreation-facilities-public-rights-of-way-and-local-green-space/local-green-space-designation/
http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/blog/guidance/open-space-sports-and-recreation-facilities-public-rights-of-way-and-local-green-space/local-green-space-designation/
http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/blog/guidance/open-space-sports-and-recreation-facilities-public-rights-of-way-and-local-green-space/local-green-space-designation/
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Recommendation - Please ensure there is robust evidence covering 
the methodology and reasoning behind the selection of each site.  

The areas referred to in Policy AP5b are those for 
which their value as open spaces has been identified 
in consultation as important to local people.  
Although they do not meet the criteria for 
designation as Local Green Spaces they should 
nevertheless be preserved as valuable open spaces 
in the town centre.  The policy does not prevent 
development so long as any such development is 
consistent with the aim of the policy. 
 
 

AP6 Text - The following views of surrounding landscape provide an 
important setting to the town centre: 

• Down Nelson Street, Parliament Street and the High Street 
towards Stratford Park and beyond.  

• Down Cornhill and Union Street towards Butterow.  
 
Any development which could have an impact on any of these views 
will be expected to show how the view is to be protected [italics are 
highlighted by SDC] and, where possible, enhanced. 
Elsewhere within the Plan area views of the countryside should be 
carefully considered and enhanced where possible when any 
development takes place. 
Comment - Neighbourhood plans should strive to promote the 
enhancement of the local area. The term protect can discourage 
positive change that could improve and enhance the neighbourhood 
plan area.  
Recommendation - Replace the term protected with conserved. 

Y Y Amend policy AP6 by replacing the word 
“protected” with preserved 

AP7 Text - The following important ‘gateways’ to the town centre have 
been identified, as shown on the proposals map:  

• Wallbridge.  
• Gloucester Street.  
• Nelson/Parliament Streets.  

N N  
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• London Road/Cornhill.  
• Station forecourt.  

Over the Plan period these will be made more attractive and 
welcoming through development and public realm works. Any 
development which bounds any of the defined gateways will be 
expected to show how the scheme will enhance the sense of arrival 
provided by the ‘gateway’ through:  

• The scale, design and character of building(s).  
• Public realm improvements, including use of soft/hard 

landscaping.  
• Public art which reflects the town’s character 

 
Comment - No issues identified at this stage. Recommendation – 
blank 

AP8a Text - Any development proposed in the Stroud Town Centre, Station, 
and Industrial Heritage conservation areas which are identified on 
Map 4 will be required to meet [italics are highlighted by SDC] the 
policy guidance set out in the Stroud Town Centre Conservation Area 
Supplementary Planning Advice and Industrial Heritage Conservation 
Area Supplementary Planning Document respectively.  
Comment - These documents were prepared as guidance. The NDP 
cannot elevate them to the status of development plan policy 
Map 4 may need to be reviewed in the future and there is therefore a 
risk the NDP may become out of date if Conservation Area boundaries 
are reviewed. 
Recommendation - Any development proposed in the Stroud Town 
Centre, Station, and Industrial Heritage conservation areas which are 
identified on Map 4 should have regard to the policy guidance set out 
in the Stroud Town Centre Conservation Area Supplementary 
Planning Advice and Industrial Heritage Conservation Area 
Supplementary Planning Document respectively.  
Please consider replacing map 4 with a link to the Council’s 
Conservation Area maps. 

Y Y Amend Policy AP8a to read as follows: 
Any development proposed in the Stroud Town 
Centre, Station, and Industrial Heritage 
conservation areas which are identified on Map 4 
should have regard to the policy guidance set out in 
the Stroud Town Centre Conservation Area 
Supplementary Planning Advice and Industrial 
Heritage Conservation Area Supplementary 
Planning Document respectively and any 
subsequent revisions thereto. 
add following to paragraph 1.3.4.  The Conservation 
Area boundaries shown on Map 4 are as at 
December 2015.  Check the SDC website for any 
changes 
www.stroud.gov.uk/docs/planning/developmentm
anagement.asp#sectioncontent3  
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AP8b Text - Non designated local heritage assets will be defined against the 
criteria set out in Appendix 5 (page 93). Planning applications for 
demolition, development or substantial alterations of buildings or 
structures defined as local heritage assets will be expected to show 
what consideration has been given to retaining: 

• The asset itself.  
• Its most distinctive and important features.  
• The positive elements of its setting and immediate surrounds.  
• The contribution the asset and its setting makes to the 

character of the local area (whether in a Conservation Area or 
not). 

 
Comment -  The policy should provide a link to the list of non 
designated heritage assets. 
 
Supporting text should explain the functional/procedural aspects of 
this policy, i.e. who will hold/maintain the list; will the Town council 
approve entries via a resolution etc. 
Recommendation - Please review policy wording and supporting text 
to address Council’s concerns. 

  Amend the Explanation to Policy AP8b by adding 
the following at the end: 
Stroud Town Council will hold and maintain any 
such list and all entries will be approved by 
resolution of the Town Council’s Consultations 
Committee. 
 
 

 AP9a Text - All development within the Plan area should be designed to a 
high quality [italics are highlighted by SDC] and ensure that:  

• Buildings respect their setting in their relationship to their 
surroundings and within their plots. 

• The scale of building/s respects the character of the area.  
• The materials of the building/s are sympathetic and 

complementary to the context.  
• Residential buildings offer enjoyment of some form of private 

external space with good sunlight access where feasible.  
• Possible future change of use is allowed for in buildings in the 

core zone and on main traffic and pedestrian routes 
throughout the area. [italics are highlighted by SDC].  

• Design or landscape features are incorporated to provide 

Y Y Redraft Policy AP9a as follows: 
All new development within the Plan area should be 
designed to meet each of the following : 
- the location and scale of  buildings respect the 

setting of the site and the character of the area; 
- the materials of  buildings are sympathetic and 

complementary to their context; 
- design or landscape features are incorporated to 

provide habitat for insects and birds nesting ; 
- buildings are designed for minimal use of energy 

and natural resources; 
- sustainable drainage schemes are used for 

surface water run-off 
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habitat for insects and bird nesting opportunities.  
• The ‘greening’ of, and biodiversity within, the town centre is 

enhanced with trees and natural planting.  
• Buildings are designed for minimal use of energy and natural 

resources. 
• Sustainable drainage schemes are used for surface water 

runoff.  
• External lighting uses renewable sources.  

 
Design and access statements should address all of these matters.  
Schemes should be designed so as to actively contribute to and help 
realise other policies, especially AP3, AP5 and AP7 as well as any 
specific requirements required under the zonal policy relevant to the 
location of the site [italics are highlighted by SDC].  
Comment - The NDP should provide the context and define what 
“designed to a high quality” means in the NDP area.  
It may be that meeting the criteria of AP9a and other policies in the 
plan will result in high quality design. The way the policy has been 
worded appears to suggest that there is more to it without 
defining/identifying what it is.  
It is unclear what bullet point 5 is trying to achieve. It appears to 
suggest that buildings should be capable of adaptation for future 
change of use.  
Design policies in your neighbourhood plan must be based on robust 
evidence and a detailed understanding of the local characteristics of 
your area. Many groups undertake a Design and Character 
assessment to support their design policies. 
Cross-referencing to other policies is generally discouraged as a plan 
should always be read as a whole. It can also lead to policies which 
are not referred to being given less consideration in schemes, for 
example, AP6. 
Recommendation - Review, clarify and amend policy wording as 
necessary and ensure there is a robust evidence base backing the 

- external lighting uses renewable sources; 
- trees and natural planting are used where 

possible to enhance the greening and 
biodiversity within the plan area. 

Buildings within the Core Zone are designed to be 
capable of adaptation for future change of use. 
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policy requirements. 

AP10 Text - Over the Plan period the following buildings of cultural 
importance will be safeguarded for public enjoyment and community 
use:  

• The Subscription Rooms.  
• St Laurence Church.  
• The Old Town Hall. 
• Lansdown Hall and Gallery. 
• Brunel Goods Shed. 

 
Comment - The Council does not oppose the identification of 
buildings of cultural importance or the recognition of their value. 
However, it would be helpful to define what you mean by public 
enjoyment (for example, could a public house or commercial leisure 
use satisfy this policy?). Also, it is unclear what would happen  
if/when the identified buildings no longer fulfil their 
cultural/community use function, or when such uses are no longer 
viable. Lack of flexibility could result in the building remaining empty.  
The loss of such facilities may be acceptable if a proposal will result in 
the overall improvement. 
Recommendation - Consider whether to include references to 
maintaining uses “subject to viability” and whether to clarify “public 
enjoyment”. 
 

  Amend Explanation to Policy AP10 by adding the 
following sentence: The safeguarding of the 
identified buildings for “public enjoyment and 
community use” embraces a wide range of 
potential uses which can include cultural, 
recreational and sporting uses. 
 

AP11 Text - The existing level of public car parking in the town centre will 
be maintained. Any proposals to develop on existing car parks within 
the Plan area will need to demonstrate that the overall number of car 
parking spaces available to the public and their ease of use is 
maintained or improved. 
Comment - No issues identified at this stage. 
Recommendation - blank. 

N N See changes proposed under SDC (Jill Farrow) 
respondent 13  above 

AP12 Text - Improvements to the quality of the public transport serving the 
town centre will be promoted and encouraged to make public 

Y Y Amend Policy AP12 by  
replacing the last sentence with the following: 
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transport safer, more attractive and more convenient to users. New 
development within the town centre will be expected to show how it is 
contributing to meeting this policy [italics are highlighted by SDC].  
Comment - Please ensure that you have evidence that the identified 
contributions are required (and do not make the site unviable), meet 
the needs generated by the development and do not make up for 
existing deficiencies.  
Requiring all development to contribute to improving public transport 
may be too onerous. Would you expect a small community use to 
make a contribution and if so, how would that be determined? 
Recommendation - Please review the policy wording and evidence 
base to address the Council’s concerns. Suggest amendment to read: 
Major development within the town centre will be expected to show 
how it is contributing to meeting this policy. 

Major development within the town centre or 
development which will have a significant impact 
on public transport services will be expected to 
show how it is contributing to meeting this policy. 

AP13 Text - Energy efficiency and small scale and community-based 
renewable energy generation will be promoted and encouraged for 
both existing and new development. Charging plugin facilities for low 
emission vehicles should be provided where practical, or 
contributions made towards the provision of such facilities within 
public car parks. Where cycle parking is provided this should include 
secure facilities for charging batteries for electric bikes. 
Comment - No issues identified at this stage. 
Recommendation - blank. 

N N  

ZP1a Text - Development proposals within the core zone shall be guided by 
the design principles set out in the Shop Fronts in the Town Centre 
Guide. Development proposals should also have regard to Policies 
AP9a and AP9b. 
Comment - No issues identified at this stage. 
Recommendation - blank. 

N N  

ZP1b Text - Any scheme for the redevelopment of the Market Tavern and 
adjoining land as shown on the proposals map shall provide for the 
following:  

• Retail use on the ground floor fronting Union Street, 

N N  
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incorporating window displays along Union Street and access 
from Union Street.  

• Protection and enhancement of the markets located in and 
adjacent to Cornhill.  

• A high quality ‘landmark’ building creating a striking frontage 
to the London Road/Cornhill ‘gateway’.  

• Improved pedestrian accessibility at the London 
Road/Cornhill junction and to the Brunel Mall car park. 

• Contributions to the improvement of pedestrian accessibility 
from London Road car park.  

• Contributions to improvements to the public realm within the 
core zone. The site is suitable for a significant addition to the 
retail floor space in the centre and some residential and/or 
commercial use on upper floors. 

 
Comment - No issues identified at this stage. 

 ZP1c The following important town spaces will be protected and enhanced 
for the enjoyment of the public:  

• Subscription Rooms town square.  
• The Shambles.  
• Fawkes Place.  
• Medieval Hall courtyard.  
• Cornmarket Square or any equivalent replacement which may 

be provided under Policy ZP1b. 
 
The Four Clocks will be integrated visually with the Subscription 
Rooms Square to form an enhanced space and improved setting for 
the Four Clocks. These spaces will be kept open. Any development 
within the Core Zone should contribute to the enhancement of these 
important town spaces [italics are highlighted by SDC].  
Comment - Please ensure that you have evidence that the identified 
contributions are required (and do not make the site unviable), meet 
the needs generated by the development and do not make up for 

Y Y Amend ZP1c by redrafting the final clause as 
follows: 
Any development adjacent to these spaces will be 
expected to contribute to their enhancement 
through the quality of their own scheme, and make 
a financial contribution to improvement of the 
public realm, if appropriate.  
 
Add the following to the Explanation at the end: 
Contributions to the enhancement of the public 
realm will be expected when new development has 
a direct impact on one of these spaces for example 
through increased usage. 
 
See also change under Stroud Preservation Trust 
below 
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existing deficiencies.  
Recommendation - Please review the policy wording and evidence 
base to address the Council’s concerns. 

ZP2a Text - Development of land at Cheapside as shown on the proposals 
map shall provide for the following (in addition to the requirements 
of Policy SA1 of the local plan): 

• A mix of residential accommodation. 
• A new pedestrian path along the canal from Wallbridge, 

leading to a public square on the waterfront.  
• Safeguarding potential future pedestrian access along the 

north side of the canal.  
• Renovation of the existing canal warehouse.  
• Moorings for canal boats.  
• Opportunities for social and commercial uses on the 

waterfront. 
 
Comment - Adds detail to Policy SA1 (site number SA1b) and 
conforms to planning application. No issues identified at this stage. 
Recommendation - blank 

N N  

 ZP2b Text - No new permanent buildings or extensions will be permitted in 
the hatched area shown on the proposals map to safeguard the 
opportunity to re-create a canal basin close to the town centre as part 
of the canal regeneration. The remainder of the site is suitable for 
mixed uses, including potentially residential uses, subject to providing 
any flood alleviation measures required by the Environment Agency. 
The uses should include tourist and leisure uses focused around the 
canal basin and provision should be made for footpath access to link 
with the remainder of the canal network. 
Comment - Part of this site is outside the NDP boundary and 
therefore should be removed from the document. 
Recommendation - Remove that part of the Canal Basin site that lies 
outside of the NDP boundary from Policy ZP2b. 

Y Y Amend the Proposals Map to make clear the land 
outside the NDP boundary.   
 
Amend the Explanation as follows: 
That part of the site shown on the Proposals Map as 
enclosed by a dashed line lies outside the NDP 
boundary. It is shown for indicative purposes. 

ZP2c Text - Any proposals for the development, redevelopment or N N  
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intensification of employment uses on the Fromeside Industrial Site 
as shown on the proposals map shall provide for the following:  

• Where the site abuts the canal, any new building(s) should 
provide a welldesigned frontage onto the canal and enable 
the canal towpath to be widened to a minimum of two 
metres.  

• Contributions are made to improving pedestrian access to the 
town centre from the site and from Dr Newton’s Way.  

• Protection of the pedestrian/cycle underpass which gives 
access to the town centre from Rodborough. 

 
Comment - No issues identified at this stage. 
 
Recommendation - blank 
 

ZP3 Any development proposals for the land on either side of the railway 
as shown on the proposal map should occur in the context of a 
development brief which will help co-ordinate the following: 

• Creation of a new bridge across the railway to provide 
improved pedestrian, and particularly disabled, access into 
the heart of the town centre.  
 

North side: 
• Redesign and upgrade of the station forecourt and Station 

Road to create an attractive pedestrian friendly entrance to 
the town from the station.  

• Reuse and/or redevelopment of undeveloped, unused railway 
land, subject to no prejudice to the long term operational 
needs of the railway. 

• Create a more attractive public space between the listed 
Brunel Goods Shed and the Brunel Mall multi-storey car park, 
with improved surfacing, more planting and better access, 
enhancing its ability to host social and cultural events while 

N N  
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retaining its usual function as a car park.  
• Create new pedestrian links to the town centre from London 

Road car park and Brunel Goods Shed.  
South side:  

• Development of the car parks on the south side of the railway 
for mixed uses, including residential, subject to the retention 
of the overall level of car parking spaces serving the town 
centre. 
 

Comment - No issues identified at this stage. 
Recommendation – blank 

ZP4a Land on the south-east side of Merrywalks adjacent to the railway 
arches and including a derelict warehouse as shown on the Proposals 
Map has the potential to be redeveloped/reused for mixed use 
commercial and residential development. Any scheme shall ensure 
that:  

• The design responds to the scale and character of the railway 
arches and the building fronting Merrywalks.  

• An attractive frontage is provided to Merrywalks.  
• Contributions are made to the improvement of the 

pedestrian experience of using Merrywalks and of accessing 
the town centre from the north west as set out in Policies AP3 
and ZP4b. 
 

Comment - No issues identified at this stage. 
 
Recommendation - blank 
 

N N  

ZP4b Text - Over the Plan period access for pedestrians and cyclists using 
Merrywalks will be improved by:  

• Creating a new pedestrian and cycle route along the north 
west side of the road in a manner compatible with the aims of 
Policy AP5.  

Y Y Amend Policy ZP4b  by redrafting he final clause as 
follows: 
Any development which will have an impact on, or 
will benefit from these improvements will be 
expected to contribute to their provision, subject to 
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• Improving the staircase route from the street into the 
shopping centre.  

• Creating a new direct connection from the pedestrian bridge 
into Bath Street.  

Any development alongside Merrywalks will be expected to contribute 
to the achievement of these improvements [italics are highlighted by 
SDC].  
Comment - Please ensure that you have evidence that the identified 
contributions are required (and do not make the site unviable), meet 
the needs generated by the development and do not make up for 
existing deficiencies.  
Recommendation - Please review the policy wording and evidence 
base to address the Council’s concerns. 

need and viability.  
 
 

ZP5 Text - Development at Beeches Green within the area shown on the 
proposals map will be supported where it involves: 

• The intensification or redevelopment of the education, health 
and social uses on the site.  

• Residential development on open land where no longer 
needed for operational purposes. Any schemes shall provide 
the following:  

• Enhancement of the local greenspaces identified in Policy 
AP5, including the green strip alongside Merrywalks.  

• Contributions to the significant improvement of pedestrian 
and cycle access from the west via ‘Stratford Parkway’, as 
proposed under Policy AP3.  

• Well-designed residential development which meets Policy 
AP4a. 
 

Comment - No issues identified at this stage. 
Recommendation - blank 

N N  

ZP6 Text - Redevelopment of the police station and court within the area 
shown on the proposals map will be supported where it provides: 

• A landmark building which will enhance the gateway into the 

N N  
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town identified under Policy AP7.  
• The opportunity to make better use of the sites and 

neighbouring land to improve the retail/social/commercial 
facilities in this part of the town.  

• Retail uses and/or public service office uses at ground floor. 
• Residential uses in accordance with Policy AP4a and/or office 

uses on upper floors.  
• Retention of the trees and the incorporation of some public 

open space to maintain some openness in this top of town 
location.  

• Contributions to the enhancement of the town centre as 
promoted in Policy AP9b  
. 

Comment - No issues identified at this stage. 
Recommendation – blank 

 NP1 Text - Stroud town council will promote the retention of the current 
total level of public car parking close to the town centre and advocate 
changes to tariffs to maximize ease of use, provide some short-stay 
offstreet car parking, better signage and realtime information about 
spaces. 
Comment - No issues identified at this stage. 
Recommendation - blank 

   

4.1.6 Text - The projects are based on an Infrastructure Plan which sets out 
the infrastructure requirements arising from the policies and 
proposals in this Plan. The infrastructure plan is at Appendix 7 (page 
96). It has been developed following viability testing of the Plan which 
has provided broad costs for the specific items of infrastructure 
identified. 
Comment - Appendix 7 was reviewed by the officer responsible for 
assisting the Council’s Development Management Team with the 
monitoring and delivery of S106 agreements / developer 
contributions. 
The following projects have been added to the Council’s list of 

N N Refer comment to STC 
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projects for S106 / Recreation contributions:  
• AP3-ZP5 – Stratford Parkway Foot / Cycle Link 
• ZP2-C – Canalside Improvements – Canal Paths and access 

(inc bridges) 
 

Recommendation - When further information becomes available (i.e. 
costing), please contact Krista Harris krista.harris@stroud.gov.uk  to 
discuss how to progress towards achieving some of your 
infrastructure requirements. 

15. Stroud 
Preservation 
Trust, Rachel 
Russell, 
Company 
Secretary 

AP8a Stroud Preservation Trust welcomes this policy which reinforces the 
importance of good conservation area management. Even within the 
designated conservation areas there have been loss of historic 
features and erosion of character due to inappropriate changes and 
disrepair.  
 
Could this policy be worded to encompass any changes SDC may 
make to Conservation Area boundaries and updates to Conservation 
Area appraisals and management advice during the life of the 
Neighbourhood Plan? 

Y Y  See changes proposed under SDC (Barry Wyatt) 
response  

 AP8b Stroud Preservation Trust strongly supports this policy on the 
identification of local heritage assets. It gives local people the 
opportunity to identify local heritage which is important to them and 
offers some additional protection to those assets through the 
planning system. The Trust are willing to assist in identifying assets 
against the criteria given in Appendix 5; this work would be in line 
with our charitable purpose as a building preservation trust. 

N N Supporting the plan 

 ZP1c We note one of the spaces to be kept open is the “Medieval Hall 
courtyard”. The building is 32-34 High Street; the “Medieval Hall” or 
Medieval Building” are local names for it. The open area was always 
the garden to this property and not a courtyard. 
 
Stroud Preservation Trust are the freeholders for 32-34 High Street. It 
is owned by a leaseholder on a 999 lease. Our view is that we would 

Y Y Amend Policy ZP1c by deleting Medieval Courtyard 
from the list.  

mailto:krista.harris@stroud.gov.uk
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like the garden area behind 32-34 High Street to remain open as it is 
an asset to the town and enhances the look of the building. 
However we are unsure that the policy as drafted could be upheld or 
enforced in relation to this property. Further details are given below: 
 
32 – 34 High Street, Medieval Hall 
 
In 1986 Stroud Preservation Trust’s first project – The Medieval Hall - 
was completed. A great deal had been learned and some assumptions 
had been made along the way by the trustees. One of those 
assumptions was that the freehold of the building could be sold and 
listed building protection and legislation would protect the building 
for the future.  
 
However this plan was prevented by the Charity Commission (CC) 
who insisted on a 999 year leasehold sale with covenants to protect 
the building. This was current practice with all Building Preservation 
Trusts at that time – now the CC allow freehold sales by BPTs.   
 
The covenants that we built into the lease relate only to the building 
which was clearly considered to be of prime importance.  All other 
issues around development control are covered by legislation. 
 
The 999 year lease was sold in 1986 and we have been advised that it 
would be considered ‘perverse’ in legal terms to try to impose any 
conditions on the owner, other than those contained in the covenants 
which relate only to the building.  
 
How the garden became an open space 
At the time the property was renovated, this area was a roughly 
fenced piece of open ground, which had long been a garden. It 
needed to stay in the ownership of whoever owned the building. 
Richard Feilden, the project's architect suggested the paving of the 
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garden area and SPT trustees agreed. We did not, at any time, minute 
any decisions in favour of a permanent open space. We did not make 
it a condition of the lease. We liked Richard Feilden's idea but we 
never determined whether the garden area was public or not. 
 
At the time there was almost no public seating outside in the town.  
Since the upstairs floors were used as offices it was thought that 
office workers may be glad to use the space in their lunch hours.  
However the land has always belonged to the building. 
 
 
The Trust View 
We would like the garden area behind the Medieval Hall to remain 
open as it is an asset to the town and enhances the look of the 
building.  
 
Problems with the way the area was used, especially at night, lead to 
the Trust , in liaison with the owner, the police and Stroud District 
Council arranging for a temporary camera to be installed in the 
Summer of 2014.  The owner has now installed his own camera and 
this has much reduced the anti social behaviour in the area. 
 
Through our legal research (and contacting original trustees) we have 
established that there are no legal options open to us to insist on 
open space.  
 
At some time the building will be sold. Any new owners will be 
offered the freehold by SPT. A new owner may want to enclose the 
garden area. Our covenant (if we still own the freehold) is with the 
building only; the conservation planning laws do not support the open 
space in perpetuity and our legal advice suggests that access across 
the open space when there is a perfectly well defined public highway 
around it might not be upheld. 
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 ZP4a Either in the policy itself or in the supporting text there should be 
reference to the need for any development to take account of the 
particular historic character of this area which is in the Industrial 
Heritage Conservation area. The railway arches themselves are 
included in the listing for Stroud Station: 
“Group value with viaduct, railway goods shed (q.v.) and Hill-Paul Mill 
building to south-west.”  
(https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1223544) 
 

Y Y Amend Policy ZP4a by replacing the first bullet 
point with the following: 
The design responds to the scale and character of 
the listed railway arches and the location of the site 
in the Industrial Heritage Conservation Area. 
 
 

 ZP5 The Beeches Green area has a history of use for religious, educational 
and social welfare purposes. There are 5 listed buildings on the site, 
including one, Convent of St Rose of Lima (known locally as “The Old 
Convent”, designed by Benjamin Bucknell, an architect who also 
worked on Woodchester Mansion 
(https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1340943). St 
Roses Special School is also listed and its grounds may have value as a 
heritage asset, in addition to their current value as an amenity for the 
two schools on the site. The historic and landscape character of the 
Beeches Green area should inform decisions about its future use and 
development and be taken account of in the policy. There may be a 
need for a historic and landscape character assessment 

Y Y  Add the following to the Explanation: 
The Beeches Green area has historic character with 
5 listed buildings in the area defined on the 
Proposals Map.  Future plans for the site will need 
to have regard to the historic and landscape 
character of the area. 

16. Wales 
and West 
Utilities Ltd 
Jeff Smale, 
Network 
Support 
Officer. 

ZP2b As I stated at the meeting in May our main is behind the wall of the 
canal basin and as long as the wall is retained we would not have any 
objections or need any diversions.  

N N  

17. Western 
Power   
Robert 
Burford, 

ZP2b As per site meeting 15/07/2015 with myself and John Bloxom, it has 
been identified that a substation move (Wallbridge SPS) and cable 
diversions will be required to accommodate your proposed new canal 
boat dock.  This substation feeds the Severn Trent pumping station 

Y Y Amend explanation to Policy ZP2b as follows: 
Add after last sentence: Western Power will also 
need to be consulted.-- 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1223544
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Planner 
(Stroud 
Team), 
Gloucester 
Delivery 
Centre  
 

and other customers.  
Provided a new appropriate 4mx4m plot can be agreed for a new 
substation and alternative cable routes this should be easily achieved.   
When in a position to proceed, you/your main contractor can 
approach WPD for a quotation to achieve the required diversions to 
accommodate your new plans. 
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2 Public consultation responses 

Respondent Policy/ Para. 
No. 

Comment  Change 
requested 

Y/N 

Change 
made 
Y/N 

Comment/Action 

18. Stephen 
Tye  (response 
form online) 
 

AP7 I note the following have been identified as 
‘gateways’ to the town centre as shown on the 
proposals map: Wallbridge, Gloucester Street, 
Nelson/Parliament Streets, London Road/Cornhill, 
and the Station forecourt. The Plan is to make the 
gateways more attractive and welcoming to enhance 
the sense of arrival provided by the ‘gateway’ 
through the scale, design and character of 
building(s). However it is noticeable that the main 
arrival route into the centre of Stroud, Merrywalks, 
is not designated a gateway, although it is noted as a 
main gateway on Page 22 of the plan. It is not clear if 
this is an omission or a mistake? However, I propose 
Merrywalks is designated a ‘gateway’ into Stroud. 
On arrival via the A419/A46 the visitor passes under 
a railway bridge and is immediately greeted with the 
brutal concrete monstrosity of the car park above 
Halfords on Merrywalks. This car park is visually 
intrusive and detracts markedly from the general 
feel of the area and is noted as a key weakness in 
the plan SWOT analysis on Page 89 of the plan. I 
propose the Merrywalks multi-story car park is 
added to the list of buildings that require 
redevelopment to enhance the Gateway. 

 
Y 

 
Y 

Add new zonal and promotional policies to 
the Plan as follows: 
New zonal policy  
Policy ZP4c Merrywalks area 
Any redevelopment of the land and 
buildings in Merrywalks as shown on the 
Proposals Map should provide for:   

 A  building or buildings which will 
enhance the Gloucester Street/bus 
station gateway into the town 
identified under AP7; 

 An active and coherent frontage to 
Merrywalks; 

 A mix of uses including retail, leisure, 
commercial and residential; 

 No loss in the amount of car parking 
available (in accordance with Policy 
AP11) 

 Contributions to the provision of the 
proposed Stratford Parkway bridge 
over Merrywalks 

 Opening up of Slad Brook to public 
access where practical 

 
New promotional policy 
Policy NP5 land and buildings in 
Merrywalks 
Stroud Town Council will  promote the: 
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 improvement in the appearance of the 
land and existing buildings in 
Merrywalks;  

 review of the configuration of the 
Merrywalks car park; 

 review of the traffic management in 
Merrywalks 

AP11 The multi-story car park at Merrywalks is difficult to 
use as a car park due to the reversed flow of traffic 
against the original design, and is in some ways less 
than safe, especially on the approach via the one 
way system on Bath Street. I propose that the 
refurbishment (short term) and rebuilding (long 
term) is added to the development plan. 

Y Y See above 

19. Jill Foster 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

ZP1c Very good idea to make this area a more pedestrian 
friendly area - current nightmare!  

N  Supporting the Plan 

ZP2a This area could be made really beautiful.  N  Supporting the Plan 

Z4 Merrywalks needs making much less ugly and 
disgusting. 

N  See above 

Z3 New rail bridge is a very good idea. N  Supporting the Plan 

Z1 M&S would be good to attract more shoppers 
generally. 

N  Plan cannot specify retailer 

3.2.9 Making Stroud more visually (and access wise) 
welcoming is vital as Stroud is a gem of a place 

N  Supporting the Plan 

20. Adam 
Biscoe 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 
 

P4 a-g The Plan has a commitment to improve cycle and 
pedestrian facilities. The STC councillor in response 
to questions talked of 'small steps in this area'. This 
is a very disappointing response. More specific 
policies that are more radical are needed to 
challenge the narrative that cars must be able to 
move and park without impediment is needed. A key 
partner ought to be Stroud Cycling Campaign. 

Y N The Plan allows for radical improvements 
to pedestrian and cycle access but reflects 
the options consultation responses 
received which only marginally supported 
more pedestrianisation.  Policy NP4 allows 
STC to operate a progressive approach.  

AP13 Electric Car Charging Points. Is it possible to work    
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with Ecotricty to provide free electric car charging 
points ASAP. The VW diesel crisis is causing society 
to rethink the support for internal combustion 
engines. STC might take this on board and restrict 
car access to key streets to electric cars - where they 
can be recharged for free. George St/Lansdown 
would be good starting point. 

N  Refer to STC. 

3.2.4 The plan rightly proposes more low cost housing. 
The Plan might be tightened up to reflect STCs stated 
opposition to any development of the AONB 
surrounding the town, the Plan could be interpreted 
as welcoming development in the AONB. With that 
said much of the Plan is sensible. Thank you for 
putting it together. 

Y N The overview of the Plan states that 
“Town centre housing … offers a potential 
alternative to greenfield development” so 
it should not be interpreted as “welcoming 
development in the AONB” 

21. Sara Clee 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

AP7 Please can Gloucester Street be improved - 
pavements, shop fronts, appreciation of the 
handsome Victorian architecture. Food litter. This is 
an important, much used gateway into Stroud. 

N  Plan provides for the progressive 
improvement of the public realm (Policy 
AP9b) 
Refer specific comments to STC 

ZP6 Before the National Trust gets hold of it, a 
celebratory demolition of the police station. 

N  The Plan cannot require demolition.  Policy 
ZP6 seeks to ensure that any 
redevelopment is more sympathetic to the 
location of the site.  

22. Clare Levay 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

AP9a Merrywalks car park - make it attractive with 
(metal?) panels - not contentious artwork but 
something like photos of Stroud and around. 

Y Y See change proposed under respondent 18 
(Stephen Tye) above 

23 Jim White 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

ZP2c Current use for heavy building materials is 
inappropriate as it requires transport to 
deliver/remove. This would be better on another 
industrial trade park (Stonehouse?). By all means 
maintain a showroom for say, bathrooms, accessible 
on foot from the town to maintain a 
presence/exposure to town footfall - more 
appropriate for canal/open space use. 

Y N The industrial estate is a Key Employment 
Site in the Local Plan.  Policy ZP2c seeks to 
ensure that any redevelopment or 
intensification improves the relationship of 
the site to the canal. 
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24. Sylvia 
Wadsley 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

Z4 Hideous - needs demolishing N  The Plan cannot require removal of 
existing buildings 

Z1 Terrible cobbles - dangerous - need replacing with 
more 'sensitive to vernacular' materials. Lots of 
lovely planters, trees, etc. Better street furniture 

Y N Policy AP9b gives additional weight to the 
Public Realm Strategy design guidance for 
improving the streets as requested here. 

25. Justine 
Rawlings 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

Z4/Z5 What is the NHS estates plan? How can you tap into 
that for these areas? 

N  NHS support Policy ZP5 

Z7 Cainscross cycle access cycle - should be family and 
school friendly cycle access. 

Y N The policies in the Plan which refer to 
improvements to cycle access are inclusive 
to individuals, families and school children.  
Cainscross Road itself is outside the plan 
area. 

ZP1b Yes! N  Supporting the Plan 

Z2 Canal and Cheapside - yes and green space at 
Wallbridge not halt used road outside Travis Perkins. 

N  Supporting the Plan 

Z3 Bike parking at station enhanced and cycle routes to 
station.  

Y Y Reference to improved cycle access and 
facilities added to Policy ZP3 by amending 
bullet point 1 to include and cycle after 
“attractive Pedestrian” in line 2 

Z4 Get rid of Merrywalks - probably not possible 
though! 

N  See change proposed under respondent 18  
(Stephen Tye) above 

General All very good to see. N  Supporting the Plan 

26. Francis 
Barton 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

P4f Towpaths at Capels Mill - very confusing. I often 
meet people cycling from Wallbridge trying to get to 
Bowbridge, who find themselves heading on the 
south side of the canal towards Butterow Hill. This is 
such a mess! Really unclear how to get through via 
arches opposite Waitrose. Must be fixed short term 
not long-term as it puts people off. Better signage 
and/or a way to get across canal please. 

Y N New bridge proposed – see Projects P4f. 
Refer signage point to Canals 
Trust/STC/SDC/GCC 

AP7 Gateways - yes! Please prioritise and employ 
renowned architects/artists/designers to make really 
eye-catching and quirky gateways to welcome 

N  Supporting the Plan 
Refer detailed comments to STC 
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people to Stroud (the shopping signs (buns and 
roses, or whatever) on approach roads are great but 
very tired now). Please can this not just be a massive 
Ecotricity advertisement/branding opportunity 
though!! 

P4 Just a general comment: please prioritise access to 
the town centre by foot, bicycle, etc. We would have 
a lovely town centre but it would be a shame if all 
our gateway roads remain chock-full of motor cars; 
would be so much better to have a town where 
pedestrians and cyclists (esp. families/children) feel 
they can easily get into town safely 

N  Policies AP3 and NP3 seek to give greater 
priority to pedestrians over traffic 

Z5 Beeches Green - such a nightmare for pedestrians 
and cyclists trying to travel from Merrywalks to/from 
Stratford Park. Please can we have a better pathway, 
more direct? The road surface on Beeches Green in 
both directions is always in terrible condition and 
very unpleasant for cycling. Love the idea of a path 
from Stratford Park along railway line to Cio 
Eatalia/station. 

Y N Plan provides for a potential new pathway 
linking Stratford Park and the town centre 
under Policies AP3 and ZP5. 

ZP3 Yes please to pedestrian bridge from Dr Newtown 
Way or at least Cheapside to connect canal towpath 
to Russell Street or station car park(s). Access from 
Cheapside towpath to town via Wallbridge/Rowcroft 
is a nightmare at the moment and very discouraging 
for parents wishing to walk/cycle in from Bowbridge 
area with children with bikes etc to access High 
Street. 

N  Supporting the Plan 

ZP2a Plans for Cheapside look great! Would love to see 
this developed and smartened up. Love the idea of 
mixed development with housing, industrial 
heritage/archaeology, commercial use and 
moorings. The town will not benefit from canal 

N  Supporting the Plan 
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visitors unless there is a proper destination and 
stopping point for boats and pedestrian visitors. 

P4i London Road alternative access from car parks to 
Cornhill/Brunel Mall frontage would be great - 
current pavement too narrow and dangerous. Many 
drivers not sticking to 20 mph at present. 

N  Supporting the Plan 

27. Mayumi 
Hawkes  
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

AP5/AP7/NP3 I note that Wallbridge will be made open to 
pedestrians, which in itself is a good idea, but I am 
concerned: I often suffer noises of fairs and music 
etc; people tend to park cars on my land randomly 
just outside the fence which is within my boundary - 
the boundary is a little far away from the fence); 
infringement of privacy. Would be grateful if you 
could consult more with the residents. 

N  Refer comment re consultation to STC/SDC 

28. Carol 
Matthews 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

3.2.3 "Stratford Parkway" looks excellent - how soon can it 
happen? Before my child grows up?! Great to have 
cycle access over railway bridge. How about 
pedestrianised streets to be shared space with 
cyclists? Yes! To safer crossing across top of Brick 
Row/Ryleaze Road - gives children access to all of 
the leazes at Summer Street up alleyways avoiding 
Parliament Street to allow access through town 
centre of town on bike?  

Y N Issues effectively addressed under both 
Policy AP3 and NP3 

29. Martin 
Benton 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

ZP2/ZP3 I think the route for break through to the 
railway/canal side for pedestrians is great. 

N  Supporting the Plan 

3.3 Similarly with Merrywalks but how do you cope with 
the architectural and spiritual horror which 
Merrywalks Shopping Centre itself. The Goods Shed 
is the key to so much! 

N  See change under response 1 above re 
Merrywalks 

General General comment: a really well presented study and 
documents. Thank you for all the hard work. 

N  Supporting the Plan 

AP4a Agree with this policy. We need to encourage more 
families to live within the town therefore provision 

N  Supporting the Plan 
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needs to be made for change of use of excess shop 
units to housing. Should then be housing in line with 
ZP3. 

General Generally there is very little to object to in the 
documents. It is a well thought out grand wish list. 
Should it be adopted by all parties, the plan will be a 
useful benchmark against which to judge proposed 
developments and changes of use.  

N  Supporting the Plan 

AP2 I would advocate concentrating retail units towards 
the town centre (High St, King St, Russell St and 
London Road) and to give a stronger sense of a town 
centre with a lively atmosphere, and allowing the 
more pedestrianised zones to have more housing 
and cultural activities. 

Y N Limiting the retail uses to the streets 
named would unduly limit the 
opportunities to achieve a dynamic town 
centre with a mix of uses. 

30. Diana 
Blanchard 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

General This is a general comment. Firstly, many thanks to 
the volunteer team that has worked so hard to get 
to this point. It's wonderful to see the planning so far 
and goodness, Stroud needs your help! From the 
perspective of a resident who rarely visits Stroud 
(me) preferring to travel further to more attractive 
towns such as Nailsworth, Tetbury and Cirencester. I 
would prioritise the following: making the town 
centre welcoming, with significant investment in 
greening the spaces. This coupled with improved 
cafes and restaurants would attach the likes of me 
on a very regular basis! It would make a huge 
difference to the look of the town if there were 
trees/green walls/plants and 'garden' areas within 
the core area. Before I moved to Stroud I often 
heard that it was a green town - but there is very 
little physical manifestation of this. A more attractive 
town would encourage more investment and 
improved retail services, which would in turn feed 

N  Supporting the Plan 
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back into the local economy. I love your aspiration to 
promote Stroud as a 'canal market town'. This is a 
wonderful opportunity to create a vibrant, thriving 
and welcoming community environment. Wishing 
you great success with this initiative and thank you 
again for all your work and commitment to this 
project. 

31. Elaine 
Sharp 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

ZP1b Please ensure that whoever is granted permission to 
trade at the old Market Tavern site will not 
detrimentally impact on small independent food 
retailers in town. Preferably no to Tesco, Morrison's, 
ASDA, etc. The ideal situation would be where the 
site is occupied by lots of smaller retailers, based on 
the model used by Gloucester Services on the M5. 
Suggest contacting Stroud Food Co-op who operate 
out of Severn View Primary School on Saturday 
mornings/Farmer's Market. They could potentially 
set up a permanent retail facility for small, local 
producers at the Market Tavern 

N  The Plan cannot specify who occupies 
retail units. 
Refer point re Food Co-op to STC. 

32. M Newman 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

AP12 Can the buses connect directly to the trains using Hill 
Paul area and the new road at Travis Perkins? The 
use of Merrywalks is dangerous for buses and its 
users. It would be great to see the end of the police 
station - such an eyesore. 

Y Y Amend Policy AP12 as follows: 
 
Change title to: 
 Policy AP12a Public Transport – general 
improvements 
 
Add new policy 
Policy AP12b Public Transport – bus 
station 
Stroud Town Council will review the 
options for the relocation of the bus 
station in partnership with the bus 
companies and Gloucestershire County 
Council, having regard to the need for any 
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new location to provide: 

 an attractive and less polluted 
environment for travellers  

 more level access into the town centre 

 better relationship to the rail station 

 efficient bus operation.  
 
Add following to Explanation 
A priority issue for many people in Stroud 
is the relocation of the bus station to 
relieve the conflict between buses and 
other traffic using Merrywalks – a major 
through route – and to provide a more 
convenient place for people to arrive and 
leave the town centre by bus.  The review 
will consider the opportunities to provide 
convenient access between the trains and 
buses to encourage modal shift from cars 
to buses to access the station.  

33. C I Brown 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

AP3 1) Allocation of bus stops is irrational. 3 stands for 
buses going to Stonehouse, necessitating crossing 
the road, sometimes in a hurry because of the 
separation. This could be solved with "procedure" - 
allow buses to pick up twice (if they are requested 
maybe). 
2) Why was it allowed to have 2 bus routes with 
number 63? Why can't the 2 crossings be linked to 
work at the same time? The bottom ones are 
connected by wireless! 
3) Why not have a display with buttons/touch to 
display where the bus stops. Modern technology can 
do it (I can!) updating is easy - time sensitive data 
can incorporated ask me! 

Y N Policy AP12 (Now Policy AP12a) seeks the 
upgrade in facilities sought.   
Refer detailed issues relating to services to 
bus companies 
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34. Sheila 
Wynter 
(response form 
at Sub Rooms) 

3.2.5 The present greenspaces are well cared for and 
appreciated but trees, wherever they can be planted 
would be of great value by 2035. More trees please. 

Y N Policy NP4 seeks more greening of the 
town centre. 

Shopping Please enter your comment Shopping - could 
delivery vans be asked to deliver by 8.30am at busy 
shopping time particularly in High Street children 
should be able to run about safely. 

Y N Plan cannot specify delivery times.  Refer 
comment to GCC 

Z2 Will you encourage people to live in narrow boats on 
the canal? Will there be access onto canal for boats?  

N  ZP2b will provide for canal boats to moor.  
It will be for the Canals Trust to determine 
how the moorings are used.  Refer 
comment re access for boats to Canals 
Trust 

35. Roger 
Gwynn 
(response form 
at Library) 

ZP1b The garden are at the foot of Cornhill should be 
preserved as it is. No supermarket or chain store 
should be allowed at the Market Tavern site. None 
of the land should be converted to car parking (this 
would degrade the visual quality of this gateway to 
the town). 

Y N The options stage consultation responses 
favoured the redevelopment of the 
Market Tavern as proposed in the Policy.   

ZP2b Plan for retail development should not be too 
ambitious. Any new shops/coffee bars here will take 
custom away from the town centre, which is already 
somewhat underused (as evidenced by the number 
of empty shop premises there). 

N  The Policy does not specify the amount of 
retail. 

ZP3 Aesthetic effect of any new bridge over the railway 
line should be carefully considered (it could 
constitute another eyesore). 

N  The proposals under Policy ZP3 will be the 
subject of a design brief. 

ZP4b Aesthetic effect of any new bridge over Merrywalks, 
and any associated tarmacking of the Rosary 
School/Old Convent area, should be borne in mind. 
At present the school gardens and Old Convent tress 
are providing the only green and visually pleasing 
element in Merrywalks - they should not be reduced 
in any way.  

N  Policy AP5 (now Policy AP5b) refers to the 
importance of the tree belts around Rose’s 
School and the Plan protects the green 
sward alongside Merrywalks (see 
Proposals Map) 
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NP4 Maximum importance should be given to "Greening 
the town". More "vertical greenery" is needed, 
particularly at the Parliament Street entrance to 
town (far too much concrete and tarmac in 
evidence). More planting is needed at the Old 
Brewery site, and reduction of the amount of 
tramaced area. 

N  Policy NP4 is about greening the town. 

36. Mr 
Tuckwell 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

ZP4b There are five sets of traffic lights: Tesco; St Roses's; 
Pedestrian Bridge; Halfords; McDonalds. Merrywalks 
use the bridge. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan 

37. Deirdre 
Baker 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP10 As churchwarden of St. Laurence Church, Stroud, it is 
immensely frustrating that blocking the wonderful 
view of St Laurence Church, looking along from The 
Shambles, is a rather large vegetable stall stretching 
the breadth of The Shambles embracing the church 
gates, barring us from having the gates open and 
stops us giving a welcoming appearance to the 
shoppers and people of Stroud. It would be 
wonderful if the stallholder would see it in his/her 
heart to move. 

N  Refer comment to STC/SDC 

38. Chris Wilde 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP2/ZP1A Put pictures in empty shops so they don't look 
abandoned. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan 

39. Elizabeth 
Tempest 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP2 Enhance the shopping experience by actively 
encouraging shops into the town - H&M and Zara 
especially. These are profit making. What about a 
Farmer's shop to be subsidised? Better food without 
so much wheat! 

N  Plan cannot specify particular retailers 

40. Keith 
Thomson 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

ZP1b It would be nice to see some changes like a garden 
at the back of the Market Tavern. 

Y N Retention of a garden area in this location 
would be likely to make any 
redevelopment unviable. 

AP7 I like the area by the canal at Wallbridge. N  Supporting the Plan 
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General It's nice to be able to look at the plans and be 
consulted. 

N  Supporting the Plan 

41. Clare 
Williams 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP5 We need to "green up" the town. It will improve the 
attractiveness of the town at a stroke. If you make 
the town attractive it will draw people in. 

Y N Policy NP4 refers to the greening of the 
town centre 

42. Berith 
Sandgreen-
Clarke 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

General  Additions: Park & Ride and Generation Living Y N A P&R site could only function effectively if 
it were well outside the Plan area, and 
parking was severely restricted in the town 
centre. Generation living is outside the 
scope of the Plan – it requires national 
support for a new approach to housing 
delivery  

43. Richard 
Blackwell 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

 Bucket veg. scheme - grow in garden. Council to 
supply soil possibly. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan 

 Recycling/rubbish stations around town.  Y N Refer to SDC who are responsible for 
recycling/rubbish collection 

 Interested friends of Railway Station to grow plants 
and food. May join "Friends of Station" group. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan 

44. Lesley Lewis 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

Car Parks Please could 'change' machines be installed in car 
parks? More important * barriers instead of pay 
machines so that people can extend their stay in 
Stroud. 

Y N Policy NP1 refers to seeking changes to 
tariff approach to maximise ease of use – 
this includes more flexibility in how long 
people can stay 

45. Mike 
Lambert 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP10 Keep the gates clear at the end of The Shambles on 
market day to allow free passage to Bank Gardens 
and St Laurence Church. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer comment to STC/SDC 

46. Jose 
Thomas 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

 I welcome the Wednesday market and wonder if it is 
possible to make more use of the market space on 
other days. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan, although 
the Plan does recognises the value of the 
markets to Stroud.  Refer comment to 
SDC.   

47. Liz Child 
(response form 

AP2 I would like to suggest a covered market hall in 
development area ZP4a. There is a need for a 

Y N The Plan does not specify the exact nature 
of any redevelopment as this will be a 
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at Stroud Town 
Council) 

covered market operating 5-6 days a week where 
SMEs can sell local fresh food, clothes and other 
basics. To include a cafe. I believe this will draw in 
more shoppers more days if the week and east 
access from the bus-station. The Farmer's Street 
Market provisions a different customer with 
premium product costs and entertainment. It is 
great and should remain the attraction it is. A 
covered market would bring Stroud into line with 
many other sizeable towns. It would provide 
opportunity for less-incomed residents to purchase 
fresh fruit and vegetable at lower prices - having a 
beneficial effcet on health. It would also aid local 
food producers and other local businesses to thrive 
using stalls that have lesser costs than shops and the 
Famer's/Street Market, giving them a more 
sustainable living. I believe it would be in keeping 
with other retail operatives in Merrywalks area and 
would not require car parking other than deliveries 
on a small scale. If there were a precedent set in 
such a market to support local horticultural SMEs I 
believe this project would contribute significantly to 
making significant links between a 'so-called market 
town' and its rural farming community, which 
currently  is extremely disconnected and mutually be 
beneficial. Stroud is at the centre of the District and 
has a responsibility to serve the locality as well as 
itself, if it purports to be improving Sustainable 
Development.  

commercial decision based on viability.   
St. Laurence's Hall acts as an occasional 
covered market 

48. Mr M 
Dickinson 
(letter to 
Stroud Town 

 My thoughts are firstly the need for repair of our 
road surfaces has to be a priority as now after years 
of neglect, except for a jobsworth printing around 
holes which would shame a third world country, but 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan. Refer to 
GCC 
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Council) due other actions is the way that this country is 
going. 

 Shop fronts in some streets are so old fashion, and 
architecturally 1960's. 

N  Policy ZP1 gives grater weight to the shop 
front’s guide 

 Realistically all street pedestrianised would be nice 
but virtually impossible and certain elements who 
are already anti car can stop rubbing hands together 
as already I and plenty others have to go around the 
moon to get to the top of town. 

N  Supporting the Plan 

 Cyclists must not be given carte blanche to ride 
everywhere and not taking any notice of highway 
code as often done now. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan 

 Shops, nice few independents traders but too many 
catering for the poorer side of life, not enough 
classier names. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan 

 House building on brownfield sites, no more 
greenfields built in seems to be a never ending 
threat, due to developers been given so many 
chances to win council approval. No in may gone by 
means no. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan 

 Whatever happens do not let the eco-mentalists 
have their way, Stroud full of them. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan 

 Realise that it does not work this way but too much 
money spent on the canal where a superficial clean 
up would have done and the larger amount spent on 
poor old Stroud. 

N  Not within the scope of the Plan 

49. Jackie 
Herbert 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

NP1 Merrywalks car park is a real eyesore. When new 
building (cinema) was completed nothing was done 
to improve the ugly multi storey car park alongside.  
The picture (in the Plan) says it all – filthy! 

N  See response to respondent 18  (Stephen 
Tye) above – proposed new policy NP5.  
Policy NP4 encourages greening of existing 
buildings such as Merrywalks car park 

General Overall plan is pleasing and sensible, let’s hope 
something happens 

N  Supporting the Plan 

50. Kate AP7 Make Wallbridge more attractive – plant trees.  At N  Supporting the Plan 
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Charters 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

present very ugly gateway. Lots more greenery to 
Ecotricity car park 

Refer comment re Ecotricity car park to 
Ecotricity 

51. Edward 
Cross (response 
form at pop up 
shop) 

General Proposals look excellent N  Supporting the Plan 

52. Hugh 
Richards 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP3 Is there an “all Area; Policy in car parking?  Have SDC 
been challenged to assess cost/benefit balance of 
maximising car parking revenue versus maximising 
economic activity and business rate revenue?  The 
context is that the pay and display system often 
force people to leave town on Saturdays before they 
really want to 

Y N Policies AP11 and NP1 relate to car parking 
in the whole of the Plan area.  Policy NP1 
relates to the issue of making the parking 
fee system more flexible to avoid the need 
to predict how long one will take in 
town/have to leave before ready to do so. 

ZP5 If a pedestrian/cycle route through Beeches Green 
cannot be developed, would a pedestrian/cycle 
route ‘strapped’ to the railway viaduct be a 
potentially viable alternative?  (Comparison with 
wetland viaduct in Cumbria 

Y N This option has been considered but, 
amongst other things, it would not provide 
a direct access into the town centre.    If 
necessary, other options could be 
considered at the first review of the Plan. 

53. Clare 
Hudman 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP3 From Slad Road to Stratford Park, Stroud College, 
museum, Tesco’s, Archway etc there isn’t a safe 
cycle route.  Cyclists aren’t safe along the road (A46 
beginning part Beeches Green) 

N  Supporting the Plan i.e. Stratford Parkway 
proposal referred to in Policies AP3 and 
ZP5  

54 Caroline 
Kelly (response 
form at pop up 
shop) 

AP3 Cycle access from A46 direction in underpass on by-
pass link to cycle needs marking – road blocked 
outside Travis Perkins so cyclists have to use 
pavement.  Cycle track link on pavement not marked 
properly – should be marked across the road by 
Kwikfit 

Y N Too detailed for the Plan – refer comment 
to GCC. 
The Plan designates Wallbridge a local 
green space. Its redesign should carefully 
consider the needs of cyclists in line with 
other policies. 

Z1 Lansdown – contra-flow for cyclists needed from 
Gloucester Street to Locking Hill so they can access 
the Library, Centre for Science and Art and the 
Doctor’s Surgery. 

Y Y Plan provides for progressive 
improvement to cycle access via Policy 
AP3. Add new Policy NP6 as follows: 
Policy NP6 Cycle Access 
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Link to cycle track in Bath Road needs to be 
established. 
Beeches green – hard for cyclists to get up the hill 
with traffic behind – need cycle track markings and 
hedge needs cutting back 
 

Over the Plan period Stroud Town Council 
will promote the progressive improvement 
of access into and around the town centre 
by cyclists by seeking contra flows and 
well-marked cycle lanes and the provision 
of additional open and covered cycle racks, 
all where practical 
 
Refer detailed comments to GCC 

55. Marianne 
van der Tas 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP7/Z4 Look into Wallbridge as a bus station or look into 
improved condition at Merrywalks 

Y Y New Policy AP12b (see under  respondent 
32 M Newman above) addresses this 
comment 

ZP2b Good idea about the boat area development N  Supporting the Plan 

AP6 Yes, protect the views N  Supporting the Plan 

      

56. William 
Nattrass 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

Para 
3.3/ZP1a 

Excellent idea to improve shop fronts   N  Supporting the Plan  

ZP4a/ ZP1b Utilise ‘dead space’  Canalside N  Supporting the Plan 

AP7/ZP1c Like the idea of improving gateways and public 
squares 

N  Supporting the Plan 

57. Mark Lang 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

General/AP3/ 
ZP5 

Overall supportive of the draft neighbourhood plan 
and the policies, in particular improved cycle access 
from town to Stratford Park. I agree anything that 
makes walking and cycling easier would be welcome 

N  Supporting the Plan 

58. Barrie Moss 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

General Disabled parking is good.  I hope you will keep it Y N The Plan seeks the retention of the current 
level of public parking which includes 
disabled parking (policies AP11 and NP1) 

59. Michael 
Woods 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

General Details of pedestrian access from Cainscross Road to 
the Rowcroft 
Improvements to the pavements and High Street so 
that people with walking difficulties can get about 
more easily 

Y N Details of the crossings will be developed 
in consultation with GCC as part of the 
implementation of policies AP3 and NP1 in 
the Plan.   Policy AP9b/Appendix 6 gives 
greater weight to the design principles in 
the Public Realm Strategy which refer to 
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surfaces and other public realm 
improvements to the town centre. 

60. Ian 
Mackintosh 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

Z7 The Hill – is there potential to create a public right of 
way passed the Hill to across the brook into Long 
Meadow – i.e. a pleasanter pedestrian route from 
the centre to Tesco's and Stratford Park 

Y N This option is not within the scope of this 
Town Centre Neighbourhood Plan as it lies 
outside the designated Plan area. 

61. 
Padmashree 
Ramananda 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP4b It will be very beneficial to all if we could get a house 
for a reasonable prices with focus on sustainable 
development, quality and focus of energy saving 
solar panels 

N  Supporting the Plan 

Z4 To improve traffic flow and clear signs – right of way 
at Cainscross roundabout 

Y N Traffic management matters - refer to GCC 

62. Carole Carr 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP3 Improvements to accessibility by disabled – dropped 
kerbs 

Y N Supporting Policy AP3 in the Plan – refer 
detailed point to GCC  

63. Mary 
Jarrett 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP5/AP6 Greenspaces and views from and into town centre 
e.g. from Summer Street, Swift’s Hill etc need 
protecting from unnecessary development.  As 
emerging local plan is hopefully about to be adopted 
very soon and the Council have their housing 
allocation numbers in place it should not be 
necessary to spoil what is left of the Slad valley or 
Rodborough fields. Building needed but in the 
correct places 

N N Not within the scope of this Town Centre 
Neighbourhood Plan as the areas referred 
to lie outside the designated Plan area. 

AP12 I am particularly concerned about the number of bus 
services running into the town from Summer Street– 
Bisley-Oakridge Lynch.  We have only 3 buses per 
day at present and a lot of elderly/mobility impaired 
people use this route to access the town centre to 
shop, for the hospital, doctors, and dentist's 
appointments.  Meeting friends in the town is a 
social need.  Better signage for all bus routes is 
needed in many areas. Cycling is an option for some 

N N Policy AP12 (now AP12a) seeks to ensure 
up to date information provided at town 
centre bus stops.  Other issues beyond the 
scope of the Plan – refer to the bus 
companies. 
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but not all therefore bus services are vital for many.  
Route 8/8A has seen recent changes 

64. Drew Burra 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP4b More affordable housing please N  The requirement to provide affordable 
housing is essentially addressed in the 
District Local Plan.  Policy AP4b seeks to 
encourage mechanisms to be put in place 
to try to ensure that it remains affordable. 

65. Chris Baxter 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP3/AP7/ 
ZP3 

The square between the station and Russell Street 
has always been a missed opportunity.  I can imagine 
a public square enhancing the attractive Imperial 
Hotel.  Parking could be diverted to the canal side 
with a better bridge into the town.  Visitors are 
currently greeted by an ugly make-shift roundabout 
and tarmac, terrible pedestrian access and an ugly 
smelly wheelie bin outside café max.  This is a crucial 
space which is crying out to be enhanced.  Sheffield 
is a great example of what can be done with a 
station square.  

N  Supporting the Plan. 

Z6 Better link between High Street and Nelson Street.  
The brick wall means you are not invited visually to 
walk to Nelson Street which is a thriving part of the 
town centre. Pedestrians should be given greater 
priority and the street linked with the town 

Y N Detailed matters which can be considered 
as part of the implementation of Policies 
AP3/ZP6/NP3 

66 ione Mako 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

ZP3/ZP2c/ 
ZP2a/AP3 

Support the pedestrian/cyclist crossing over the 
canal/railway to enter the town from the south.  It 
would be improved if seamless from the cycle route 
/ Rodborough to include crossing the river and Dr 
Newton’s way 

Y N At this stage it is considered to be too 
ambitious and would require proposals 
outside the plan and STC area.  However, 
the proposals in the Plan could be 
extended in the future. Improvements to 
the crossing at Wallbridge are proposed in 
the Plan and a new bridge is proposed at 
Capel’s Mill to link with routes from 
Butterow which would link with canal 
towpath via existing crossing on Dr 
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Newton’s Way. 

AP7/AP5 I support the retention of green spaces and 
especially the area between the roundabouts (at 
Wallbridge) and the Canals Trust/Upper Local café 

N  Supporting the Plan. 

AP3/NP3 Support increase in pedestrian crossings at the 
double roundabout areas between Bath Road and 
Merrywalks, Cainscross Road/Dr Newton’s Way.  It is 
currently very dangerous to cross from Cainscross 
Road to Cheapside 

N  Supporting the Plan. 

AP11/AP7/ 
ZP1c/ZP3/ 
NP3 

The square outside the station by the Imperial Hotel 
would be much improved if it were a celebratory 
welcome to the town free of traffic.  Taxis could be 
routed to the other side and improved pedestrian 
access (including a lift to cross the line) from the 
parking opposite ad from the multi storey at the SE 
end would make this possible.  NB Important to 
retail parking at Cheapside 

N  Supporting the Plan.  Detailed points can 
be considered as part of the 
implementation of the station square 
enhancement. 

67. Kairen Dash 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

NP1 Short term parking in Stroud should be free as in 
Nailsworth.  This would bring custom for the shops. 

Y N Parking charges are a matter for the 
District Council but Policy NP1 recognises 
the need to influence their approach. 

General We have enough cafes and need a better mix of 
shops to include a hardware store, men's clothing 
etc. 

Y N The Plan cannot determine the exact mix 
of retail development. 

68. David Scott 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

NP3/AP7 Consider including the top of Nelson Street, The Pink 
Cabbage, Stroud Food Hub, The Golden Fleece and 
adjacent garden into the Lansdown/Nelson area.  
This is one of the oldest streets in Stroud and 
therefore a historic area worth preserving.   

Y N The boundaries of the Plan area were 
determined in accordance with the criteria 
set out in para 1.3.1 of the plan and 
approved by Stroud District Council. 

NP3/AP7 Nelson Street would be improved by being 
pedestrianised/mixed use with one way traffic, 
planters, seats and limited stay parking for shops 
and takeaways 

Y N Policies AP3 and NP3 allow for the 
progressive prioritisation of pedestrians 
throughout the town centre. 

69 Ian Myett  Having looked at it I was amazed that you haven't Y Y See proposed new policy AP12b under 
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(comment via 
email) 

made provision for the move of what was originally a 
temporary Bus Station. The present position is in my 
opinion far from satisfactory. The sighting of it on a 
class 1 road with the crossings is far from ideal. The 
traffic flow is impeded causing problems on the 
roundabouts at either end of Merrywalks. This on its 
own must create a poor air quality for those of us 
who wait for the bus. I would have thought that this 
would have been a priority. I know that the layout of 
the town is not ideal for PSV transport, but with a bit 
of thinking outside the box surely you could come up 
with something better than what we have at the 
moment. I know you would have to demolish a 
lovely building, but how about the Market Tavern 
sight? 

respondent 32 (M Newman) above  

70. Camilla 
Hale (response 
from via email) 

p.6  The use of the word pedestrians is often very off 
putting to people with disabilities. Can we asterisk 
the first use of pedestrians on P6 and put into 
Appendix 1 an extra definition? E.g. Pedestrians and 
the pedestrian experience is used throughout this 
Plan to include all those who use wheelchairs, 
mobility scooters and buggies. 

Y Y Add the following  to Appendix 1 
Definitions and Acronyms: 
Pedestrians and the pedestrian experience 
is used throughout this Plan to include all 
those who use wheelchairs, mobility 
scooters and buggies. 

p.6 para 1 Mention the 2,500 conversations in extensive 
community consultation 
 

Y N Not necessary as covered in Community 
Consultation Statement submitted with 
the NDP 

p.6 Needs some kind of understanding that Stroud Town 
is geographically the same as Stroud Parish. 

Y Y Add the following  to Appendix 1 
Definitions and Acronyms: 
Stroud Town and Stroud Parish are one 
and the same geographically defined areas 

p.7 para 3 col 
1 

Providing access for all users, pedestrians, 
wheelchair users, cyclists? 

Y Y Amend the first bullet point p7 para 3 
column 1 as follows: 
Delete :disabled access to the station 
platforms” and replace with access for all 
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users, pedestrians, wheelchair users, 
cyclists 

p.7 para 1 col 
2 

Fully accessible improvements to the mobility of all 
including cyclists 

Y Y Amend the first bullet point p7 para 1 
column 2 as follows: 
Insert for all, including disabled people, 
after “mental wellbeing”  

P10 para 
1.2.1 

Include St Laurence Church as a community asset Y Y Add St Laurence Church to list of “valuable 
social and community assets” listed in 7th 
bullet point on page 10. 

P18 para 
1.3.11 

Is it clear which bit of the canal is being talked 
about? 

Y N It is sufficiently clear for the purposes of 
the Plan – this section is general 
description. 

P18. Para 
1.3.13 

Pay on exit at Merrywalks has changed – now there 
is none 

Y Y Delete “except Merrywalks which is pay on 
exit” from para 1.3.13 

Map 3 Should we call it a bus station? Y N The Merrywalks bus area is treated as a 
bus station by the bus companies although 
it does not have the usual format 

Map 5 Would Medieval Hall count as “public access but 
uncertain status” 

Y N Medieval Hall courtyard is not a green 
space so this comment is not relevant to 
Map 5.   

Map 6 Zone Map could be improved with Zone numbers 
included 

Y Y Add Zone numbers to Map 6   

P.27 & p.68 
The Hill 

Have we nothing to say about this patch? It seems 
odd to have it and not say anything 

Y N There are no specific proposals relating to 
The Hill as nothing has been proposed for 
this area and there are no obvious 
opportunities for change.  However, the 
Area Policies in the NDP will be applicable 
to any proposed changes which might 
emerge.  

p.76 para 
4.1.5 

Add independent to initial viability testing Y N Not necessary  - this is clear from the 
documentation supporting the NDP 
including the evidence report 

General Do we need another appendix citing policies? EG Y N It is not necessary to repeat policies set 
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STC’s shop design, STC’s environmental policy their 
access policy (so they have one?) sustainable 
development policy? It could include best practice 
design for accessible streets and buildings. Or is that 
a project to develop so STC has a really good best 
practice guide? 

out in another document so long as that 
document is clearly referenced in the Plan.  
Appendix 6 sets out relevant Public Realm 
strategy policies as the whole document is 
not intended to be given development 
plan status only those policies set out in 
Appendix 6, as stated in the explanation to 
Policy AP9b. 
STC can decide what additional design 
guides to prepare and these can be 
included in future reviews of the NDP. 

AP3 Giving greater priority to pedestrians ……add in pop 
up bollards on the pedestrianised streets after 
midday to keep the streets clear of delivery vans? 

Y N Too prescriptive for the Plan – the precise 
way in which grater pedestrian priority will 
be achieved can be worked up as part of 
the design at implementation stage 

AP4a Add into the policy that there should be an aim for 
accessible housing as there is so little in the whole of 
the Valleys area. 

Y N This is addressed under Policy CP7 in the 
Local Plan 

AP9a All development within the Plan area should be 
designed to a high quality with best practice 
accessibility and ensure that:- 

Y Y Amend Policy 9a by Inserting the words 
with best practice accessibility. 

AP10 And add the Centre for Science and the Arts? (Much 
talked about in the shop) 

Y N The Centre for Science and Arts is not 
proposed to be included so as not to 
unduly constrain the opportunity to bring 
other economic uses into the building to 
protect its viability.  Unlike the buildings in 
Policy AP10 the building is not in some 
form of public or semi-public ownership.  

ZP4b The proposed Merrywalks cycle/pedestrian lane 
would release road space for buses and improve 
flow 

N N Supporting the Plan 

NP1 Add to the policy pay on exit? Y N Too prescriptive for the Plan.  The precise 
way in which the arrangements for paying 
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for parking can be determined in 
negotiations with the District Council in 
the context of Policy NP1 

NP2 Could places for children to play be incorporated 
into NP2 and also using visual arts to enhance the 
streetscape of the town? 

Y Y Amend Policy NP2 by adding the following 
to the end of the policy: 
including families, children and young 
people 

 Proposals 
Map 

What does safeguarded mean in the key? Y Y Amend the key to the Proposals Map by 
replacing the word “safeguarded” by  
indicative route    
 See response 92 (Graham Spring) for 
additional wording to explanation to Policy 
ZP5. 
 

71 Pauline 
Stevens 
(response 
online) 

AP3  AP3 Access and movement – Agree N N Supporting the Plan 

AP4a General 
Housing 

Older people need suitable housing near to town - 
but not tiny one bed retirement flats. If you are 
downsizing, money is not the main factor. The flats 
at Orchard Court, Stonehouse are an excellent size. 

N N The Local Plan at Policy CP7 addresses 
lifetime homes 

AP7  AP7 Gateways – Agree N N Supporting the Plan 

AP9a  AP9a Design: general principles – Agree N N Supporting the Plan 

ZP1c 
Important 
town spaces 

George St needs to remain open for getting to 
Fawkes Place, but discouraging through traffic would 
help pedestrians 

N N Supporting the Plan 

ZP2a  ZP2a Cheapside site – Agree N N Supporting the Plan 

NP1 Car 
parking 

Car parks should be pay on exit, with half hour 
intervals - then you can stay as long or short as you 
need - you don't always know how long you will be, 
especially for visitors 

Y N See comment under respondent 71 
(Camilla Hale) above 

NP2 Town 
centre 
promotion  

Yes. It is a shame that Stroud does not have an 
actual tourist attraction in the town centre 

N N Supporting the Plan 

General I agree with it all, and hope some of it comes to N N Supporting the Plan 
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fruition. Great ideas. Well done for all the hard work 

72 Erik 
Wilkinson 
(response 
online) 

3.2.4  AP4a I agree one of the key focuses needs to be 
diversifying the population mix within the 
designated area – and particularly in the town 
centre. We need more families possibly owning 
rather than renting. This new demographic would be 
a natural force, along with improved links into the 
town centre to enliven and refresh the town centre. 
If this is agreed then there needs to be two things 
followed through: Firstly if there is a new mix of 
people then there will be a demand for parking – for 
many if there is no parking that would be a key 
factor in not coming into the town centre. One 
solution could be to allocate some homes a parking 
space within a multi-storey or other car park – and 
charge them for it. My guess is that people would 
pay a reasonable amount if they knew they had an 
allocated parking space. Could this be done? 
Secondly what are the mechanisms available to 
change the composition (other than building new 
homes) of a local population away from single under 
30s renting? This is critical. Suggest this issue needs 
to be looked at and actions agreed. Finally to 
complement the team on the quality and 
importance of the work they have done 

Y N Parking for residents is already available in 
some of the car parks.  Parking is not 
always a necessary requirement for those 
choosing to live in a town centre. Options 
such as car clubs (eg the Stroud Valleys 
Community Car Club) offer alternatives to 
car ownership. 
 
Other mechanisms for changing the 
population composition are likely to 
involve matters outside the planning 
regime so not a matter for this NDP. 

4.3 I think that the Shaping the Heart of Stroud process 
has and will generate very positive feedback and 
enthusiasm for the recommendations produced. 
Would it therefore be a good idea to set up a Trust 
which can receive monthly standing order 
contributions from Stroud citizens or others? Money 
might also be left via Wills etc. The terms/remit of 
the Trust would need to be very tightly drawn to 

Y N This is a matter for the Town Council to 
consider as part of the implementation of 
the Plan. 
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ensure it was separate from other Town/District 
Council funded work and would need to have on its 
board a mixture of local politicians and the worthy 
and good of Stroud. It might be that the Trust 
focused on a specific element e.g. ZP2b the new 
canal basin or moorings. Could the Trust also then 
access additional sources of charitable funding? Not 
sure if this in the remit of the Shaping the Heart of 
Stroud report but keen the idea is considered 

73 Martin 
Quick 
(response 
online) 

General report is excellent, and if the vision is implemented, 
it would make Stroud a better place to be all round  

N N Supporting the Plan 

AP1 Agree - particularly on mixed use. Jobs for young 
people are vital 

N N Supporting the Plan 

AP2 Agree with proposals  N N Supporting the Plan 

AP3 More pedestrian and cycle friendly routes are 
needed, especially more connectivity across the 
railway, and along London Road near the town 
centre  

N N Supporting the Plan 

AP5 Better access to the river between Capels Mill and 
bath Road would increase appreciation of this 
beautiful area  

Y N The Frome valley is proposed to be 
designated as a Local Green Space which 
would be in perpetuity. The footpath from 
Capel's Mill to the Bath Road is identified 
for improvement under Policies ZP2a and 
Policy ZP2c. 

AP8b Stroud has a number of striking buildings which are 
not appreciated because of poor care or 
unsympathetic surroundings  

N N Policies AP8a and AP8b  address the 
importance of the heritage of the town 
centre 

AP13 Roof top solar pv on broadly south facing roofs 
should be encouraged. Also major refurbishments 
and new builds should be to a high standard of 
energy efficiency. 

Y N Policy AP13 and Local Plan policy ES2 
provide a framework for supporting 
renewable energy generation 

ZP4a  Railway viaduct arches are used in many towns and 
cities for thriving businesses - where appropriated, 

Y N Policy ZP4a would allow for the use of the 
railway arches if Network Rail will permit 
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Stroud should encourage this.  such use 

ZP2a  Agree with proposals for better access to canal side, 
and public space near the canal  

N N Supporting the Plan 

AP16 

An in-town site should be the first choice for new 
supermarkets 

N N Unclear what policy being referred to as 
there is no AP16.  Local Plan policy CP12 
provides a framework for retail 
development and sets out the appropriate 
sequential test for retail development with 
Stroud town centre being a principle town 
centre in the district. 

74 SB 
(response 
online) 

NP3 Overall I would like to congratulate you on your work 
so far. I like the hand drawn maps. The planning 
jargon is a bit annoying. Overall I would give whole-
hearted assent to the spirit of the plan. However it 
seems you have been a bit timid in really going the 
whole hog with making the town pedestrian friendly. 
My sense is that you need to offend the lobby of the 
motorists and the timid shopkeepers who worry 
about losing custom. As a driver new to Stroud, I 
never even bothered to try and park in the middle of 
town, it was so obviously hopeless. Improve the car 
parks on the periphery, and the signs to them. And 
really limit the pedestrian areas to disabled and 
delivery vehicles only. It will make more of the town 
a pleasure to be in, it will offend the entitlements of 
the motorist, and in the end it will bring more 
business to the shops in the pedestrian areas. I 
personally liked the idea of making George St. a 
pedestrian street as well. Best wishes and carry on 
the good work!  

Y N A core theme of the NDP is to make the 
town centre more accessible to 
pedestrians but our consultation 
responses did not support full 
pedestrianisation of the centre.  Policy 
NP3 adopts a progressive approach which 
will be developed as community support is 
built for increased pedestrianisation.  
There are however some very ambitious 
proposals in the NDP such as the Stratford 
Parkway and the railway bridge, which if 
achieved will markedly improve access for 
pedestrians and cyclists, and the redesign 
of the Sub Rooms square/Four Clocks with 
pedestrian priority. 

75 Andrew 
Holmes 
(response 

3.2.12  AP12  While relocating the bus station may not at present 
be practicable, it is surely desirable to have a better 
integrated transport interchange. zonal 

Y Y See new Policy AP12b set out under 
respondent 32 (M Newman) 



Stroud Town Centre Neighbourhood Development Plan 2015-2015Regulation 14 consultation responses and actions 
Annex 2 Consultation Statement 

 73 

online) development sites ZP2a, ZP3 and ZP4a would all 
afford the opportunity to step more or less directly 
from platform to bus and vice versa. Why is 
development of one or more of these sites not 
contingent on providing such facilities?  

3.4.1  NP1 A thorough review of existing parking road markings 
is required. There are many places in the town 
centre where change of circumstances has left 
redundant double-yellow lines protecting space that 
no longer needs it. The principle of such a review 
should be to open up as much "pop and shop" 
parking space as possible. In practice, much of the 
space is already used for parking. Let's decriminalise!  

Y N A matter for GCC not a development policy 
for the NDP 

3.4.3  NP3 I strongly support the extension of this to all streets 
in Zone 1. There are vehicle only routes around the 
centre. Let's make pedestrians a priority at the 
heart.  

Y N See comment on response 75 above 

Overall In general, this is an excellent, detailed, and well-
considered plan. I hope it clears the remaining 
consents. Thank you for your vision and all your hard 
work.  

N N Supporting the Plan 

76 John Wade 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

ZP1b I would like the Farmer's Market to stay as it is when 
the Market Tavern is re-developed. 

Y N The policy protects the markets but is not 
prescriptive about the precise location to 
avoid potentially limiting the opportunity 
for creating better use of the land in this 
location  

77. Gerald 
Dehais 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

 Market. The main reason I come to Stroud is the 
Farmer's/Organic Market and nice independent 
shops and cafes. If it wasn't for it I would go to 
Cheltenham.  

N N The Plan recognises the value of Stroud’s 
markets 

 Also there is a gap to help microbusiness starting. 
Very hard to find premises at a viable rate. It would 
be very simple to open a shared space for micro food 

Y N Policy AP1 welcomes all types of business 
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businesses.    

78 Julie Harper 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

 I think Stroud's biggest problem is traffic-cars-lorries, 
etc - the lamentable management of traffic. It is not 
just a question of traffic wardens! It is a question of 
designating car parks, one for every main point of 
access to the town, with state-of-the-art signage (lit 
up, how many spaces available, etc) and directions 
to the next car park. Through traffic should be 
discouraged from going through town. If there is 
parking in the town, it should be short-stay with 
penalties for over-staying, no meters then a warden 
monitoring all the short stay places, with powers to 
charge overstayers, on the spot. When people are 
buying or renting accommodation in Stroud, they 
should also be encouraged to get off-street parking. 
Developers should be made to provide this. Resident 
parking encourages others to park anywhere and as 
a consequence Stroud very ofetn looks as 
undesirable as a place to stop, shop, socialise, etc. 
Another service might discourage people bringing 
car in and that would be a small bus (buses) 
operating all day as a park outside and bus inside 
and all around Stroud.      

N N The Plan seeks to address most of these 
issues in Policies NP1 and NP3. 
 
Traffic management is a matter for GCC.  
The comment will be referred to them. 

 Finally, so many buildings in Stroud outside the 
conservation areas are so ugly - what can be done to 
improve the aesthetic appearance? 

N N Policy NP4 of the Plan seeks the greening 
of buildings where appropriate. The plan 
also includes policies for improvement of 
Merrywalks and of the Police station site 
should redevelopment be possible.  New 
Policy NP5 also seeks to improve land and 
buildings in Merrywalks. 

79 Steve 
Beiuley 
(response form 

 Well done. Very impressive amount of work and 
good presentation. Some elements which I think are 
important and would like to emphasise  

Y N All of the matters raised are addressed in 
the Plan or via the proposed changes set 
out in this schedule – e.g. re Merrywalks 
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at pop up shop) - encouraging more use of town centre at night. On 
street parking should be allowed and double yellow 
lines removed. 
- Redevelopment of Merrywalks. White elephant, 
ugly, unfunctional, badly linked into the centre. 
- encouragement of housing on upper floors of shops 
- more encouragement of specialist/quirky shopping 
on upper end of High Street (cf Frome) 
- Critical to link canal to town centre major 
opportunity. Important to make moorings and basin 
at old wharf, with good pedestrian links.  
Repave High Street with sympathetic materials. 
Pop up shops/displays in empty premises to retain 
interest/animation. 
- Poor environment outside bus station and cinema 
alongside Merrywalks. 
Agree with everything else. All looks sensible. 

 

80 Phillip Flight 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

 Please keep the Market Tavern as a Pub, not to be 
demolished. 

Y N The consultation responses at options 
stage favoured redevelopment.  Retention 
of the pub cannot be required in the Plan - 
there are other public houses in the town 
centre and the building is not protected as 
a building of special architectural or 
historic interest.  Redevelopment offers an 
opportunity to improve the quality and 
use of this part of the town centre by 
enhancing the retail offer and improving 
the London Road ‘gateway’. 

81 Chas Burns 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

 Subsidies for small businesses opening in Stroud; 
half rates for the first year. Then rates on income of 
business.   

N N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to STC/SDC 

 Wallbridge parking issue. N N Not clear what the respondent is seeking.  
The policy to retain Wallbridge as a local 
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green space emerged as a preferred 
option for the plan. 

 Cycle paths. N N Not clear what respondent is seeking.  
Policy AP3 the Plan seeks to improve the 
accessibility of the centre for cyclists. 
GCC responsible for provision of cycle 
paths 

 Information on recycle (public bins not just resident) N N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer comment to SDC who are 
responsible for waste disposal 

 Chain business should pay more in rates and rent 
and this money should help subsidise the 
new/smaller costs for local business.  

N N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to STC/SDC 

82 Martin 
Jefferies 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

ZP6 Redevelopment of Police Station site. The present 
building apart from being ugly is much too big for its 
present purposes. Houses/shops would be a big 
improvement. 

N N Supporting the Plan 

83 Iris Jefferies 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

General Applaud spatial planning to town centre, with a hub 
encircling new identifiable 
persons/welcoming/interacting police info/law 
enforcement etc 

N N Supporting the Plan 

 Demolish existing court/police station so that public 
body is at heart of town. 

Y N Plan cannot require demolition of police 
station 

 Child orientated town activities as well as young 
meeting places, etc  

Y Y Policy NP2 to be amended see respondent 
72 (Camilla Hale) above 

 Accentuate Stroud's traditional 'marketing' 
status/individual shop identifies.... 

N N Supporting the Plan 

84 Kate Fedden 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP10 I was puzzled that the old Art School/Museum 
opposite the Library is not included amongst the 
buildings of cultural importance, nor indeed, the 
Library  

Y N See comment on respondent 72 (Camilla 
Hale) above 

85. Andrew 
Young 

 Very supportive - hope you succeed N N Supporting the Plan 
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(response form 
at pop up shop) 

86. David 
Wickens 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

Z6 Nelson 
Street 

As owner of The Cross, Nelson Street, am 
disappointed that the restriction at top of the High 
Street is not being removed and 'Berlin Wall' 
remains. It is an unattractive and unnecessary 
barrier and should be removed so the town is not 
divided.  

Y N An implementation issue relating to the 
gradual improvements to the public realm. 
Refer comment to STC 

 Police Station is very unsightly and should be 
redeveloped to fit in with the character of Stroud. 

Y N See comment on respondent 72 (Iris 
Jefferies) above 

87. Ms M.A. 
Stevens 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

 Police Station and Magistrates Court should be used 
as a community police and PCSO's combined with 
community hub of information, health, youth, 
elderly, etc. Police need to be depended on in a safe, 
modern building including useful community 
services linked by Door. 

Y N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to Police and Crime Commissioner 

88. Becky 
Cowley 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP12 The bus station needs to be: 
- real time information 
- much more sheltered waiting places 
- someone to talk to and ask questions 
- fast maintenance when things are broken 
- colour coded bus stops e.g. 66E on plan in purple 
(say) 
- printed time tables - better colour coding on the 
bus stop and in the book 
- print the timetables bigger 
- essential to have a disabled toilet by the loft at 
Merrywalks.  

Y N Policy AP12 (now Policy AP12a) seeks the 
enhancement of the facilities at the bus 
station. 
 
Refer comment to bus companies 
 
 

 Social gathering areas to do crafts and sell work for 
people with disabilities, a pop in for information on 
relationships - somewhere other than the library. 

Y N Policy AP10 seeks to protect buildings of 
cultural importance where social and 
cultural activities can continue to be held. 
 
Comment is detailed and beyond the 
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scope of the Plan. Refer to STC 

AP12 More on buses - later buses please to go through 
Ebley, so can go out in Stroud. 

Y N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to bus companies 

AP12 Can taxi drivers still take the old bus tokens? or a 
reduced rate for people with disabilities. 

N N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to SDC 

89. Dave 
Tritton 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

Z4 Access to left hand lane from Bath Road @ first 
roundabout needs the pavement to be less wide as it 
holds up the left turning roads.  

N N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to GCC 

Z4 Unloading on the bus stops on Merrywalks for the 
ground floor of shops blocks things up. 

N N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to GCC 

90. Brian 
Beever 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

 Maintain privately owned shops. N N Not within the scope of the Plan 

 Improve signage from car parks. Y N Policy NP1 seeks improvements to the 
signage and operation of the car parks 

91.Patrick 
Mansfield 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP8a To encourage practical upkeep of the built 
environment I would propose a "listening ear" be 
established specifically to invite and encourage local 
people to identify works that needs doing e.g. a 
retired builder could identify the severe damage 
being done by a dripping gutter such information 
could then be taken to owners and tradesmen, etc. 

N N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to STC 

92. R J 
Wheelhouse 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

 At one time there was a suggestion that the bus 
shelters in Merrywalks be turned around so that 
people waiting at the shelters didn't face the road 
but the pavement instead i.e. Cheltenham stop - 
hasn't happened. Still facing the road? Opposite side 
of the road is OK. 

Y N Policy AP12 (now AP12a) seeks 
improvements to the facilities for bus 
users. 
 

 Railway bridge in Merrywalks is a real feature 
architecturally. Couldn't the area around it be 
enhanced - tided up? Walking through - very scruffy 
and uncared for. 

N N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to Network Rail who own the bridge 

93. Rosie 
Wingate 

ZP1 c I am especially interested in improved pedestrian 
access and safety; including protecting people form 

N N Supporting the Plan 
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(response form 
at pop up shop) 

traffic fumes and encouraging cycling. Better 
pedestrian access to the railway station via 
footbridge from Russell Street, better pedestrian 
access to Stratford Park, shared surfaces around 
town, getting rid of kerbs, integration of the Four 
Clocks with Subscription Rooms - all great ideas, as 
are enhancement of important town spaces and 
improving links with the canal. 

ZP2 a Cheapside site plans look good, including 
safeguarding potential future pedestrian access 
along north side of canal. 

N N Supporting the Plan 

ZP2 b Great idea for possible canal basin. N N Supporting the Plan 

 A brilliant plan overall, makes an exciting template 
for improving Stroud for residents, businesses and 
visitors. 

N N Supporting the Plan 

94. Nadine 
Smykatz-Kloss 
(response form 
at pop up shop) 

AP5 Wallbridge open space: this needs to include the 
road that was put in temporarily (past Travis 
Perkins), which used to be part of the green space 
and is now turning into a car park. 

Y N The Wallbridge local green space (as 
shown on the Proposals Map) includes the 
temporary road which is currently used for 
casual car park 

AP11 If walking and cycling should be encouraged: secure 
and roofed cycle parking at Church Street car park 
would increase this. 

Y N See additional Promotional policy set out 
under respondent 54 (Caroline Kelly 
above) 

AP13 Not all electric bikes need charging points (they can 
be taken off - but electric bikes are expensive, so 
secure locking and possibly roofed cycle parking 
would update this policy.  

N Y See above 

ZP2a Very good! especially pedestrian access along the 
path 

N N Supporting the Plan 

ZP3 Very good! N N Supporting the Plan 

ZP4a Very good! N N Supporting the Plan 

NP3 Great! The two directional traffic that was re-
introduced in London Road has made it somewhat 
less safe for pedestrians, as cars try to go through 

N N Supporting the Plan 
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really quick. 

NP4 Yes, green walls please. N N Supporting the Plan 

AP3 Really like the idea of Stratford Parkway! Great! N N Supporting the Plan 

AP1 Ecotricity is proposing a green technology hub at 
junction 13 - will this take way jobs and businesses 
from the town centre? and does this need to be 
incorporated into this Plan?  

Y N Not within the scope of the Plan as outside 
the Plan area 
 

95. John 
Marjoram 
(response form 
to Stroud Town 
Council) 

 First I would like to thank the team for all the hard 
work they have undertaken in this project. I am 
laying out what I see in terms of short turn, middle 
and long term suggestions. 

N N  

 Short term - "Notice Boards" You will have noted the 
battle between people putting up notices on empty 
shop windows with District Council officers taking 
them down! So what I would propose is having two 
notice boards in the town - which everyone could 
use - (a lot goes on in this Town) Town Council could 
pay - The sites are the challenges. 

N N Implementation issue  
Refer to STC 

 St Laurence Church struggling economically - 
Gloucester Cathedral uses a lot of its space for issues 
and exhibitions - St Laurence could replicate. There 
is a good organisation addressing the financial 
situation - "The Churches Conservation Trust". 

N N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to St Laurence Church 

 The shop signage boards in Kendrick Street distract 
from the upper storeys of the building which are an 
important part of the street scene. I would suggest 
that owners on the LHS of the street co-operate to 
redesign and produce common agreed signage 
boards. 

N N Shop fronts guide given greater weight  
under Policy ZP1a 

 Trees have a calming effect on people so there is an 
opportunity to plant trees around the edge of 
Parliament Street car park to slightly hide the cars 
there. Somebody suggested once that viewing point 

N N Policy NP4 encourages the greening of the 
town centre 
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building could be built in that car park as it has 
brilliant views out to the Severn! 

 It is highly possible that a planning application will be 
submitted before Christmas to the DC on the Market 
Tavern area along Union Street for an M&S and Next 
development. The NDP should be insisting that the 
Market Tavern is retained within the plan (I have no 
problem of knocking down the current market area) 
Thus it retains the original entrance from London 
Road - small green space that abuts Cornhill should 
be retained. 

Y N Policy ZP1c does not require the retention 
of the Market Tavern as this was not the 
preferred option for the site. 

 In the middle term objectives would be the 
improving of the uneven and often dangerous path 
ways around the town. The most dangerous being 
Station Road. If you come off the train by the 
Imperial then that footway is disastrous. In the last 
year I have known of three incidents where people 
fell over - one taken to Stroud Hospital. I would 
suggest that the footpath be lowered to street level 
which then opens up the area to make it more like 
an open square (I recollect that there was a working 
party looking at all the Street?). The Imperial is a 
magnificent building but would be improved if that 
hedge was removed. 

N N Policy ZP3 seeks upgrade of station 
forecourt.  The Proposals Map identifies 
Station Road as a pedestrian priority 
street, with improved crossings towards 
King Street Parade. Details a matter for 
the implementation of the Plan. 
Refer to STC/SDC 

 I noted that there are county council boards saying 
that "work will be started on both pavements on 
Gloucester Street commencing in September". Again 
both pavements are appalling certainly the shop 
fronts at the bottom of Gloucester Street look 
completely neglected. 

N N Not relevant to the Plan 

 Finally on surfaces are John Street and the Market 
area which is laid with inappropriate bricks which are 
a poor surface in the first place. A high percentage of 

N N Policies AP3 and AP9b (+ Appendix 6) 
apply to these streets 
Refer to GCC 
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those bricks are cracked or broken leaving very 
uneven surfaces. Finishes around manholes are poor 
workmanship. 

 My favourite is to build a footway from the Post 
Office down and across the railway onto 
Rodborough - you had a diagram of that at your 
exhibition. 

Y N Rodborough outside the Plan area and the 
proposed route is too ambitious at this 
stage 

 Finally of only the DC had an overall plan for 
Merrywalks twenty years ago. (I did appeal to 
planners then on the District and their view was 
there were too many owners along there to make it 
visible!?). In my view Merrywalks is the biggest 
challenge - It is brutal and tired street and it isn't 
Merry at all, with no redeeming features apart from 
the Doctor's surgery. On the St Rose's side of the 
street it needs improving, landscaping especially 
near that rough and ready car parking space. If I was 
driving from Bath to Cheltenham through 
Merrywalks I would never dream of coming into 
Stroud as Merrywalks is such a poor example.  

N N See proposed additional policies relating 
to Merrywalks  under respondent 18 
(Stephen Tye) above 

96. Iain 
McRiner 
(response 
online) 

4.2 AP7 Disappointed in the lack of interest in improving the 
appearance of Merrywalks. Poor design in this area 
continues to blight the image of Stroud to visitors 
and local residents!  

Y Y See additional policies referred to under 
respondent 18 (Stephen Tye) above 

97. Pete 
Johnson 
(response 
online) 

 I am concerned that there is no mention of 
Permaculture in these otherwise exciting proposals. 
It seem that this could be a wonderful opportunity 
for the council to put Stroud on the map by 
demonstrating a progressive approach to design and 
building following the permaculture principles of 
maximum efficiency and environmentally-aware 
decision making. There also seems to be an amazing 
opportunity to put in some high visibility (temporary 

Y Y Not within the scope of the Plan. 
Policy AP9a sets out design principles 
which include environmental issues. 
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if necessary) permaculture projects in the centre of 
Stroud, where the benefits to the town (be it free 
quality food, inspiration, information, rehabilitation, 
tourism, children's activities, education, etc) seem to 
be vast 

98. Doreen 
Frusher 
(response form 
via email) 

AZ1 I feel it would be extremely beneficial in zone 1 to 
integrate the four clocks with subscription rooms 
square giving pedestrian priority on a clearly signed 
shared surface.   
It would also be beneficial if the area of the 
subscription rooms forecourt had some ‘greening’ to 
soften the area and make it a central area of Stroud. 

N N Supporting the Plan 

99. Andy Evans 
on behalf of St 
Laurence 
Church 
(response form 
via email) 

  St Laurence Church is currently in a precarious 
situation: the present regular congregation is around 
30 people (and ageing), and the church makes an 
operating loss on its day-to-day finances. This is not 
sustainable. 

 Around 18 months ago, the pews were removed, 
and this has both enhanced the worship experience, 
and also created a large flexible space that has the 
potential for wider community use. 

 That flexible space has already been put to good use 
hosting events like The General Election Hustings, 
July's Sacred Music Festival (which STC supported), 
and a number of other concerts and events; this is a 
good start - but is nowhere near enough, of itself, to 
secure the future of the church. 

 The roof of the church requires work estimated to 
cost in the region of £500k to make it secure and 
watertight; the church organ alone, dating to 1906, 
currently needs around £17k in repair costs. 

 If the flexible internal space that has been created is 
to be used effectively, then, as a minimum, it 

N N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer to STC 
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requires replacing the current floor, replacing the 
current ineffective central heating system, and 
installing toilets and kitchen facilities. The cost of 
doing this has been estimated at anything up to 
£1m. 

 The congregation, limited though it is, is prepared to 
do everything that it can to support a viable church 
and resource going forward into the future; but the 
reality is that it will not succeed on its own. A 
significant input is needed from other organisations 
and partners if the church is going to succeed. 

 Exterior to the church, the grounds are statutorily 
'closed' grounds, and are the responsibility of the 
relevant local authority. Volunteers from the church, 
working with STC's Greenspaces team, have 
achieved a significant improvement to the 
maintenance and look of the grounds this year. 
However, there are serious issues here too. Parts of 
the paved pedestrian area are in a dangerous 
condition, and the cemetery and garden of 
remembrance to the north of the church are 
overgrown and have to be kept padlocked and 
closed to the public because of drug use, and other 
crime, theft and antisocial behaviour. General access 
to the church, too, is a problem.  

 Within the above considerations, we also have to 
consider the status of the current Church Hall 
situated at the north west corner of The Shambles. 
The church would very much like to open a dialogue 
about these issues with Stroud Town Council, and 
any other interested parties. 
 

100. Anne 3.2.3 A quick win N Y Mainly implementation issues. 
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Mackintosh 
(response form 
via email) 

Putting finger posts at the bottom of Cainscross 
Road directing pedestrians to the town centre by the 
2 good routes without needing to cross by the 
dangerous roundabouts.   
1 along Merrywalks to the pedestrian crossing & up 
to the centre. 
2 over the Cainscross Rd & under the canal bridge to 
Rowcroft. 
And another 
Adding signage saying THROUGH ROUTES  and/or 
TOWN CENTRE ONLY to guide drivers around the 
town instead of directly through it would minimise 
lost drivers in the town especially in Russell Street 
and  George Street.  This happens all over France but 
has never caught on here.  Why not? 

Amend Policy AP3 by inserting the word 
uncluttered in bullet point 2 after “visually 
integrated” 

ZP4b I am very keen on the proposal to create a new route 
for cycles & pedestrians from Merrywalks to 
Stratford Park.  However I see that it is proposed as a 
bridge over Merrywalks to start the route.   
Please can you make it simpler and speedier by 
making it a simple walk - a bridge over Merrywalks 
could come later.  After all we in Stroud are well 
used to the hills! 

Y N No need to change plan as route could be 
provided in stages with the bridge coming 
at a later stage 

 The whole NDP is brilliant and a credit to all those 
who have worked so hard on it for so many months.  
Thank you. 

N N Supporting the Plan 

101. David 
Phillips 
(response form 
posted to STC) 

ZP2b Purchase from D Benstock (canal basin) and open up 
original size canal basin 70’x200’ or depth up to 
pumping station (east) wall and realign entry into 
basin from canal. Or wait until ST pumping station 
demolished and compkete purchase J F Hopson Ltd 
(D Phillips) canal warehouse and land to north up to 
tow path.  Purchase JFH Ltd unit 6 metal industrial 

N N Implementation issues 
Refer to STC 
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unit giving extra frontage to canal side.  Conveert 
JFH warehouse (2 storey) pus unit 5 at west end 
(used by SDC and Canal Trust) as store workshop.  
Convert visitor centre restaurant etc.  Use or 
demolish unit 6 as a supply shop/fuel etc. use 
sewage facilities/toilets etc on GF of unit 3 for Elsan 
emptying etc 

102. Lucian 
Aeris (response 
online) 

 I am currently running a campaign to get the bus 
station moved to a more appropriate location, 
namely, London Road car park. This was previously 
investigated prior to the cinema development on the 
site of the previous bus station, but the idea was 
dropped due the site being too narrow. However, 
there are several meters of unused land adjacent to 
London Road car park which belong to Network Rail, 
and could potentially be used to extend the site. I 
am proposing that the possibility of this site as a 
potential location for a new bus station be re-
investigated. The website for the campaign is: 
www.msbs.co.uk. 

Y Y New policy AP12b  to be added – see 
respondent 32 (M Newman) above 

103. Richard 
Iwanicki 
(response 
online) 

Page 63 
ZP3 

Parking on this site is vital. It is rare for a town and is 
very well used and the reason lots of people use it 
for rail travel and for shopping. It certainly attracts 
me and is so useful. Is it really suitable for 
development, in terms of the (man-made) geology of 
the land? 

Y N There is potential to make better use of 
the land at Cheapside which is very well 
located to the town and to the station.  
There is nothing to suggest that the site is 
not capable of development in some form. 

Page 65 
ZP5 

Having visited the Vintage Car Fair and having a 
strong interest in landscape and gardening the 
grounds at the Rosary School and St Rose's School 
are exceptionally interesting. I think for the health 
and well-being of the children at the schools they 
need to be retained and not proposed as possible 
development sites. One of the key themes includes 

Y N The Plan is not proposing removing the 
schools and acknowledges that there are 
no plans for these to close.  What the plan 
does is to seek to ensure that should the 
current uses change the opportunity to 
improve accessibility is taken.  It is not 
considered that residential development 
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using Planning decisions to promote a healthy town 
and this seems to contradict that key theme. 

in this location is incompatible with a 
healthy town. 

General Great document - well done, lots of excellent ideas. N N  

104. Robert 
Mulkerrin 
(response 
online) 

3.3.5 
ZP2b 

Strongly agree that restoring the canal basin is an 
important feature of the plan. 

N N Supporting the plan 

3.3.10 
ZP5 

Particularly like the idea of Stratford Parkway N N Supporting the plan 

105. Cllr Sarah 
Lunnon 
(response 
online) 

NP1 Question the retention of the current total level of 
public car parking close to the town centre. If for 
example the next 10 years sees a shift to even more 
people accessing the town by foot, bike or public 
transport there would be a valid argument for 
reducing the number of parking spaces. There may 
also be the opportunity for on-road bike parking that 
would result in increasing the number of 'parking' 
spaces but reducing the number of car parking 
spaces. This policy also feels the result of trying to 
keep everyone happy rather than explicitly 
supporting a modal shift to sustainable transport the 
plan is also attempting not to scare the horses and 
retain the current dominance of the town centre by 
the car. 

Y Y Amend the explanation to Policy NP1 by 
adding the following sentence: 
Over time and as modal shift is achieved 
through other measures in the Plan such as 
improving accessibility for pedestrians and 
cyclists, progressively increasing 
pedestrian priority and improving public 
transport facilities the amount of car 
parking serving the town centre may be 
reduced.  This is a matter which needs to 
be kept under review. 
See also changes to AP11 and NP1  set out 
under  Stroud District Council (Jill Fallows) 
above 

AP4a Very supportive of this policy, and envisage that it 
will support for example the use of space over the 
current open air car parks to be used for housing. 

N N Supporting the plan 

106. Aen 
Laughland 
(response 
online) 

ZP1c Not needed! but kings street does (cracked paving 
near 99p store and taxi rank benches with staining 
and entrance to merry walks 

Y N The proposal to integrate the Subscription 
Room square with the Four Clocks was a 
well-supported option for the Plan. 

General More litter pickers. I am volunteering litter picking 
and I have done a better job this week than the 
Veolia litter picker 

N N Not relevant to the Plan. Refer to SDC who 
are responsible for litter 

General Do something shaping Stroud, not just more talk and 
no action - Stroud doesn't need talk it needs action 

N N  
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107. Rachel 
Russell 
(response form 
via email) 

 I object to the following part of the policy ZP3: 
 
“South side: 
•  Development of the car parks on the south 
side of the railway for mixed uses, including 
residential, subject to the retention of the overall 
level of car parking spaces serving the town centre.” 
 
The car parks on the south side of the railway are 
needed to ensure the station is useable by 
commuters, shoppers and other visitors traveling to 
and from Stroud. It is extremely valuable to Stroud's 
economic, social and cultural life to have good 
provision of parking close to the station; therefore 
the caveat in this part of the policy that 
development of the car parks is acceptable subject 
to the retention of the overall level of parking spaces 
serving the town centre does not make proposing 
the area as a potential development site justifiable.  
 
This part of Policy ZP3 therefore seems to be 
contrary to some of the themes and objectives of 
the draft Stroud Town Centre Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (NDP) such as “sustaining the 
economy of the town centre”, “improving access to 
the town centre” and “strengthening the social and 
cultural fabric of the town centre” 

Y N The use of this important site for open 
parking is not an effective use of a 
valuable site next to the town centre and 
the railway.  There are a number of car 
parks around the edge of the town which 
are convenient for shoppers and it is not 
intended to remove the parking for 
commuters using the railway.  The 
topography of the site is such that a 
development which incorporates parking 
under a building is potentially achievable.  

 The following wording is unclear:  
 
"Any scheme shall ensure that: The design 
responds to the scale and character of the railway 
arches". 
 

  See change to Policy ZP4a under Stroud 
Preservation Trust respondent 15 above 
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Which building fronting Merrywalks does this refer 
to? 
 
Also perhaps there should be some reference to 
the value of the viaduct as part of the historic 
character of this part of Stroud. They are included 
in the listing for Stroud Station  
 
"Group value with viaduct, railway goods shed (q.v) 
and Hill Paul Mill building to the south-west. 
https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-
entry/1223544 

 
 I object to Policy ZP5 on the following grounds:  

 
The policy states that: 
 
Residential development on open land where no 
longer needed for operational purposes" will be 
supported. This wording is very loose. What criteria 
will be used to decide that the land is no longer 
needed for operational purposes? Only a thin band 
of land around the boundaries of this zone is 
proposed to be designated local green space in the 
draft NDP. 
 
Some of the open land is very valuable to pupils at 
The Rosary Catholic Primary School and St Roses 
School. In line with the draft NDP's theme of 
"creating a healthier town centre", the NDP should 
seek to protect the use of open land for play, sport 
and recreation by children, rather than propose it 
as a potential development site. 

  See change to Policy ZP5 as set out under 
Stroud Preservation Trust respondent 15 
above 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1223544
https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1223544
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In addition, five buildings in the zone are Grade II 
Listed including St Rose's Special School 
https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-
entry/1223544. The grounds of St Rose's may also 
have value as a heritage asset; the historic and 
landscape character of the area should be properly 
assessed before they are proposed as a potential 
development site. 

 Apart from the objections and comments above, 
which I would like to be addressed, I think the draft 
Stroud Town Centre NDP is a well drafted planning 
document which responds to issues raised during 
public consultation and has the potential to 
improve life in Stroud town centre over the next 20 
years. 

   

108. Graham 
Spring 
(response form 
via email) 

 The proposed pedestrian and cycle path between 
Stratford Park and the town centre appears to run 
across an area which is designated parking space for 
both residents of Meldon Terrace and The Rosary 
school. The path also crosses the main entrance to 
the school; it then runs down the side of No 5 
Meldon Terrace on a path which is “access only” to 
the residents back gardens. 
The proposed pedestrian footpath and cycle track 
running across the terrace and very close to the 
houses will clearly reduce the value of the 
properties. 
I also note that the proposed direction of the bridge 
across Merrywalks will take this path up where at 
present is a taxi rank and where the service access is 
for Merry Walks shopping centre in addition to 
access for Rowcroft Medical centre. 

Y Y Amend the Proposals Map to make clear 
that the line on the Plan is indicative (see 
respondent 72 (Camilla Hale) above. 
Add the following to the explanation to 
Policy ZP5: 
The Stratford Parkway route shown on the 
Proposals Map is indicative.  The precise 
line of the path will be determined as part 
of a development brief which will need to 
be prepared in consultation with 
landowners and SDC. 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1223544
https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1223544
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In conclusion we feel that the route of this proposed 
path is totally inappropriate 

109. Susan 
Lutkins 

(response form 
to Stroud Town 
Council) 

 I would like to support the policy of greening the 
town centre particularly with trees and permanent 
planting. In the scheme for the Sub Rooms 
forecourt/four clocks area perhaps a group of small 
trees could be planted to balance the existing tree. 
Fawkes Place could be integrated to the Sub Rooms 
scheme by the use of co-ordinating hard surfaces 
and the generous planting of trees and large shrubs 
to soften the unappealing appearance of the backs 
of the shops. 

N N Supporting the Plan 

110. Richard M 
Foote 

(response form 
to Stroud Town 
Council) 

 On reading through the neighbourhood 
development plan I notice it mentions "promoting 
Stroud as a distinctive 'canal market town' also 
about 'creating an attractive, accessible Cheapside 
canal frontage and a welcoming canal basin at Lower 
Wallbridge". This will only happen if the Stroudwater 
canal restoration is completed. I have been a 
member of the canal trust for some years now and 
have followed the restoration with interest, but have 
become very disillusioned this year with the slow 
rate of progress and feel that the project will never 
be completed - just walk from the one end to the 
other and you will see what I mean. Any town 
councillor who thinks the canal restoration will 
happen is deluding him or herself and also the good 
people of Stroud. Just to give one example of what I 
mean just go and inspect the section of canal just 
beyond Brewery Bridge at Wallbridge out to 
Lodgemoor. This section was restored something like 
a year ago. The canal bank has already collapsed in 
places and the path has become dangerous. I would 

N N Refer comment to STC and Cotswolds 
Canals Trust 
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welcome a reply.     
111. Diana 
Foote 

(response form 
to Stroud Town 
Council) 

 My comments are not really from the consultation 
sheet but I have shopped in Stroud regularly for 50 
years. 
1) Don't try capital projects - leave that to private 
enterprise 
2) You and/or the council do plenty now, but what I 
personally like in a town centre is clean streets, clean 
toilets and as few empty as possible. 
3) Encourage British Rail to install a lift at the station. 
Thank you.     

N N In relation to the station a new bridge is 
proposed which would be accessible by 
disabled people.   
Refer the comment re a lift to Network 
Rail  

112. Lioncourt 
Homes c/o 
Barton 
Willmore LLP. 
Georgina Tibbs, 
Associate 
Planner 
(response form 
via  email) 

MAP 2, p. 16 
 

CURRENT LAND USE AROUND STROUD’S NDP AREA 
1. Map 2 allocates Sites outside of the 

Neighbourhood Development Plan boundary. 
The Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) 
should not allocate sites for specific Land Uses 
outside of the NDP red line boundary.  Land 
Use allocations should be restricted within the 
NDP area.  The NDP Map 2 is excessive as it 
includes sites outside of the NDP boundary. 

2. The site to the South of NDP boundary 
adjacent to Dr Newton's Way (known as 
Rodborough Fields) is identified as ‘other green 
space’, as opposed to the other greenfield 
allocations of ‘public access green space’ or 
‘farmland’.   
 

The site should not be identified as ‘other green 
space’ as it is more in keeping with Farmland with a 
public right of way crossing the site (from Arundel 
Drive to the north west corner).  The title of ‘green 
space’ denotes the land is available for public use, 
yet only the public right of way is to be used by the 

Y N These comments show a 
misunderstanding of  the purpose of Maps 
2 and 5.  These are context maps not 
allocation maps.  Map 2 is a current land 
use map and Map 5 shows the setting of 
the town. 
It is appropriate for contextual maps to 
cover  the immediate surroundings of the 
plan area 
 
The Proposals Map is the formal map 
which accompanies the policies in the 
Plan. 
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public.  Notwithstanding, as previously mentioned 
land outside of the NDP should not be allocated for 
land uses. 

MAP 5, p,24 
 

ALLOCATION/DEFINITION OF GREENSPACE 
In respect of this map, the above comments (point 
one) in respect of Map 2 withstand.  Sites outside of 
the NDP boundary should not be allocated for 
specific land uses. 
Map 5 identifies the Rodborough Field site as a Site 
with ‘public access but uncertain status’.  This is 
incorrect and suggests the site in its entirety can be 
used by the public.  The site only provides a public 
right of way from Arundel Drive to the north west 
corner of the site, there is not any further permissive 
accesses.   

 
Notwithstanding the comments made at point 1 if 
Map 5 does allocate sites outside of the NDP 
boundary, we request that it is classified as ‘private 
greenspace with a public right of way’. 

Y N The land known as Rodborough fields is 
shown as farmland on Map 5 which is a 
contextual map not an allocation map 

113. Jackie 
Smith (online 
comment) 

3.2.3. AP3 Walking round the town centre is not a pleasant 
experience owing to the volume of traffic, much of 
which seems to disregard all the existing restrictions 
re pedestrianised areas and street parking. There is 
often a car parked on double yellow lines outside the 
HSBC bank at the bottom of George St, making it 
impossible for the buses to negotiate this turn. I 
would like to see far more restriction on the traffic 
through the town centre - I have noticed that many 
cars are driven up Rowcroft into George St, turn 
right at the 4 clocks into Russell St only to leave the 
town by Rowcroft, which seems completely crazy - 
all this achieved is to increase the level of pollution 

Y N The Plan seeks a progressive 
pedestrianisation of the town centre.  The 
option to extend this further than shown 
in the plan was not supported at the 
options consultation stage.  The matter 
should be kept under review.  See also 
comments on    Gloucestershire County 
Council Highways’ response above.  
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in the town and make crossing the road hazardous 
for pedestrians. Surely a one way system could be 
devised to prevent this traffic flow? We must 
encourage people to get out of their cars and walk a 
short distance into the town, restricting vehicular 
access to buses and disabled drivers, and these 
restrictions should be enforced much more 
rigorously than at present. 

3.2.12 AP12 Very disappointed to read that relocation of the bus 
station is not considered to be a viable option. It is a 
hideous place to have to wait for a bus, breathing in 
all the fumes generated by the constant traffic flow 
along Merrywalks and exposed to the elements. You 
will never get more people to use public transport if 
you do not improve this situation - which was only 
ever intended to be a temporary solution when the 
old bus station was sold off. Why not convert the 
railway station forecourt into the hub for all the 
single decker bus routes (which is all of them apart 
from Nos. 61 to Cheltenham and 63 to Gloucester, 
and the school buses) This would make sense in 
terms of connecting with the train station and 
bringing people closer to the town centre. The 
approach road to the station really needs to be 
cleaned up - there always seem to be rubbish bags 
and litter round the taxi office and I feel positively 
embarrassed when I meet visitors off the train and 
walk into town with them along this route. 

Y Y New policy AP12b is to be added – see 
respondent 32 (M Newman) above 
 

3.3 ZP2a I really like these proposals, and can see how these 
developments would improve the appearance of this 
area and make an attractive entry point into the 
town. It is really important to have mooring here for 
the canal restoration to be meaningful. 

N N Supporting the Plan 
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3.4.3 NP3 My Comment 1 above applies to this policy. I do not 
agree that there should be "pop and shop" on street 
parking - it encourages people to drive round the 
town centre needlessly and to park illegally if they 
cannot find a free space. Both Church St and London 
road car parks are near enough to the shops - if the 
first 20 min stay was free then people are more likely 
to use them. We must get away from the idea that 
car drivers have an unquestionable need to park 
right outside wherever they want to go - it is 
incompatible with stated policy aim of prioritiisng 
pedestrian access. Also, we need a lot more cycle 
racks throughout the town centre and clear signage 
about where cycling is and is not permitted. 

Y N Progressive change is considered to be the 
most pragmatic approach to achieving 
modal shift – with more people walking 
and cycling 

Project 4g I do not see that a pedestrian crossing at the Bath 
road /Wallbridge junction is needed, as there is a 
perfectly adequate and safe route underneath the 
brewery bridge, but this need to be signposted so 
that people realise it is there. Installing a pedestrian 
crossing is an unnecessary expense and would only 
increase traffic congestion at this ghastly 
roundabout. 

Y N The proposal emerged as a result of 
consultation responses receive at the 
options stage.  The most appropriate 
solution will be considered with GCC 

114. Carolyn 
Luke (response 
form via email) 

Page 28 - 29 The draft plan is a very well produced and clearly a 
lot of work has gone into its preparation. It 
addresses many of the issues, which may contribute 
to the future viability of this historic town, such as 
improved pedestrian links, canal enhancement and 
promoting housing within the town.  
However, there is one issue, which I feel is not very 
well addressed and could be improved upon; that is 
access for disabled people. In fact people with 
disabilities and the aged with mobility impairment 
get no mention whatsoever in the objectives (p28 

Y Y See comments and changes proposed in 
relation to respondent 71  above (Camilla 
Hale) 
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and 29) of the plan and scant mention elsewhere.  
I would suggest that the Objectives be revised as 
follows: 
Theme 2 to include the following: When considering 
access improvements take into account the needs of 
those with limited mobility. Ensure that parking for 
disabled persons is not reduced as a result of any 
traffic restrictions imposed. 

AP3 Although access for those with limited mobility is 
mentioned as part of policy AP3, it not made as a 
separate point. I suggest changing the second policy 
to: 

 Creating a visually integrated and fully 
accessible streetscape for the main retail 
streets in the town centre.  

 Take into account necessary resting places, 
pedestrian safety, and access for those with 
mobility issues and the needs of people with 
disabilities. 

Y N It is not clear what is being sought but the 
policy as worded seems to address the 
point being made.  

AP11 There is a commitment to maintaining car parking 
spaces and acknowledgement that the pedestrian 
links from London Road and Cheapside are poor and 
need improvement. But again there is no separate 
consideration of parking for disabled people 
throughout the town. Both Merrywalks and 
Parliament St. are some way from the town’s centre 
and there will be a steep hill to be negotiated in one 
direction or another; that is the unfortunate 
topography of Stroud. The dedicated ‘blue badge ‘ 
parking is often full in Fawkes Place and people rely 
on parking on double yellow lines in Bedford St and 
George St. Can this parking be improved? The 
Fawkes Place parking is environmentally scruffy, the 

Y Y The precise number and location of blue 
badge parking is a matter for the District 
Council.   Under Policy NP1 STC will 
promote improvements to the car parking 
in the town centre. 
Amend the explanation to Policy NP1 to 
add reference to disabled people. 
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road surface poor and the pedestrian link to George 
St. is via a filthy alleyway often littered with greasy 
black bag waste. The car park in Church St is often 
full. Please can there be improved ‘blue badge’ space 
here. 

Z4 Merrywalks is a necessary transport route but it 
could be improved environmentally. The proposal 
for a green pedestrian route is to be supported, 
however, there is no mention of any improvement 
on the west side of the road by opening the 
culverted Slad Brook. Even if not practical along the 
whole length, it is surprising that it does not feature 
as a waterway on the green spaces map at all. Surely 
there could be opportunities near the bridge over 
the (now sadly demolished Bath House) as well as 
alongside the vacant land at the railway arch end of 
Merrywalks? 

Y Y See proposed new policies (Zp4c and NP5) 
under respondent 18 (Stephen Tye) above 

115. Rommy 
Collingwood 
(online) 

 The plan is in depth and expressed as a cohesive 
vision for the future, which is welcome. I have read 
most but not all of the zonal policies and outlook 
for the area, and endorse the notion of a healthier 
city centre where the cultural fabric of the town is 
visibly rendered by means of a necessary 
revamping of our town centre and environs. In my 
view the obvious blights on the landscape, the 
Merrywalks centre, the police station, to name but 
two, have been addressed with notions that are 
both cosmetic and utilitarian as appropriate. I'm 
not sure what consideration has been given to the 
state and upkeep of the roads, which at the top of 
town where I live, are in a deplorable condition. 
The one upside is that residents know to drive 
round the potholes at an appropriate speed. Part of 

N N Supporting the plan 
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the reason why I fell in love with the area is the 
sense of wild in the country in the town. It appears 
that wild will not be lost but greening the corridors 
can only encourage more wildlife to make it their 
habitat. I would like to thank all those contributors 
whose consideration and forethought has allowed 
the residents to glean an idea of the aesthetics of 
the area for the next 20 years or so and to 
comment. Thank you. 

11600.Steve 
Hurrell (online) 

General I am delighted with the Stroud town centre 
Neighbourhood Development Plan that has been 
produced. As a local resident in the parish I think 
that it will add enormously to the well being of 
residents and the potential of Stroud as an 
important centre for the whole area of the Five 
Valleys and beyond. I hope it will be brought to a 
referendum of the residents at the earliest 
opportunity where I am sure it will meet with great 
approval and become an important aid and guide to 
the future of Stroud. Thank you to all the people 
who have contributed their time and effort in this 
important process. 

N N Supporting the plan 

117. Shelley 
Anderson 
(online) 

1.2.3 Scope 
and purpose 

Is it possible to identify or list the differentiators 
between Stroud and towns with which it faces 
competition? e.g. Cirencester, Gloucester. 

Y N Not within the scope of the plan 

2.4.1 What 
the plan aims 
to achieve 

Is it possible to highlight those objectives that are 
common to more than one them in the table in 
Section 2.4.1? 

Y N No as it would be potentially confusing.  
See table “How the Plan Fits Together “at 
the back of the plan. 

3.2.12 AP12 Were taxi companies/drivers/Uber consulted? Going 
out at night time requires a lot of forethought 
regarding getting home if you do not want to drive. 
Has any consideration been given to night rider 
buses? 

N N All businesses within the town centre have 
been consulted 
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3.2.12 AP12 The proposed upgrades to the bus station sound 
great. Have Crime Prevention through 
Environmental Design (CPED) features been 
considered for this area? and may apply to other 
areas such as the train station and taxi ranks. 

N N An implementation issue  
Refer comment to STC 

3.2.7 AP7 This comment also applies to ZP4a and ZP4b. Should 
Merrywalks (the A46) be considered as a Gateway to 
Stroud Centre. I think there is an opportunity to 
upgrade the existing pedestrian overpass (integrated 
within the overall bus station upgrade), which in 
itself functions as a type of 'gateway' (particularly 
with linkages to the town centre, canal and Stratford 
Park. The integrated design would include the 
pedestrian bridge, the bus station, the greenspace 
and the railway arches. 

Y Y Amend Policy AP7 by adding and bus 
station after ‘Gloucester Street’ in bullet 
point 2 
Amend the Proposals Map to extend the 
Gloucester Street gateway to include 
Merrywalks bus station.   

3.4.1 NP1 Is there a plan to increase the use of the Brunel 
multi-storey car park and alleviate pressure on other 
areas? 

N N Not within the scope of the plan 
Refer to SDC who are responsible for car 
parking policy 

3.2.5 AP5 Could more detail be included on improving the 
biodiversity of the canal? Most biodiversity 
references refer to greening of the town centre, 
which would be supported by enhanced biodiversity 
in the riparian and aquatic zones of the canal. 

N N It is not necessary to specify such detail in 
the Plan 

Appendix 7 
Infrastructure 
requirements 

A cost estimate should be included for all short term 
infrastructure requirements. 

Y Y Appendix 7 updated with such costs as can 
be provided at this stage 

Appendix 2 
Canal 

This description needs to be updated. e.g. it states 
that the current stage of the canal restoration should 
be open by 2015. 

Y Y Amend description under sub heading 
“Canal” by deleting the words after 
“nearing completion” in first sentence. 

General 
Comment 

Are there climate change innovations that could be 
incorporated at this level of town planning? 

Y N The plan goes as far as it can to address 
climate change issues at this very local 
level.  The Plan must be read with both 
national policy and the Local Plan where 
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further guidance is provided. 

118. Helena 
Petre (online) 

section B, 
page 29, 
point 5 
creating a 
healthy town 
centre 

Play facilities for younger children are needed close 
to the town centre. There is a marooned play wheel 
for children near the path below the police station, 
with some old mushrooms whose play purpose is 
questionable, but it would be good to see more 
thought given to playspaces. There are playworkers 
living within the town (including myself) that could 
advise on improving play opportunities. 

Y Y See change to Policy NP2 under 
respondent 71 (Camilla Hale) above 

119. Mr G 
Murray 
(response form 
to Stroud Town 
Council) 

 I am impressed with the detail and quality of the 
NDP and would congratulate the Steering Group 
and everyone who has been involved in its 
production. The objectives set out in the draft 
NDP are well founded. I live in a near-by parish 
and travel into Stroud by car quite often for 
shopping, meetings and to enjoy the gradual 
restoration of the canal through the town. Over 
the past 12 years I have observed many changes; 
some welcomed like the expansion of the farmers' 
market, restoration of the canal and Goods Shed, 
but others not appreciated such as the continued 
domination of the heart of the centre by vehicular 
traffic and loss of some of the specialist shops. I 
think there is a need for the volume of traffic 
within the town centre to be reduced to ease 
congestion around the central area and to make it 
a safer and more pleasant experience for 
residents, visitors and work people. Therefore I 
suggest:  
 

   

AP3a AP3 (a) A restriction on commercial deliveries in the 
central area during the period (say) from 9am to 
6pm Monday to Saturday would be one means of 

Y N Not within the scope of the Plan 
Refer comment to GCC Highways 
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reducing congestion and improving safety for 
pedestrians.  
 

AP12b AP12 (b) A long term aim could be to introduce a 
Park & Ride system of bus, tram or trolleybus 
service from outside the town in order to reduce 
the volume of cars entering the town centre. For 
example on the A41 9 at Brimscombe Port (due 
for re-development around the canal restoration) 
to bring passengers to the bus stop near Waitrose 
on London Road; another example would be from 
the A46 at Salmon Springs to the bus station at 
Merrywalks. In both cases it would depend on the 
opportunity arising for the necessary parking 
facilities for cars and the public transport service 
to be put in place. Other out of town locations 
could obviously be considered whenever the 
opportunity arose. This clearly goes beyond the 
boundary of the NDP but is very much relating to 
improving the town centre. It will of course need 
the support of transport operators and public 
authorities 

Y N See comment on respondent 42 (Berith 
Sandgreen-Clarke) above 

AP3 AP3 (c) If it were possible at sometime in the 
future, the opportunity should be taken to 
pedestrianise George Street, Rowcroft and Russell 
Street. It would result in the greatest improvement 
in the atmosphere around the town centre and 
therefore provide a more relaxed environment for 
people to enjoy shopping or attending events at 
the Subscription Rooms and elsewhere in the 
centre. This could be a very long term aim for 
whenever the opportunity arose perhaps in stages.  

Y N Policy NP3 promotes pedestrian priority 
which will be a progressive process based 
on community support. 

AP3 AP3 (2) The congestion along Merrywalks, Y N Not within the scope of the plan. 
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particularly at peak periods, is often caused by 
cars travelling from the Wallbridge roundabout 
towards Beeches Green and then turning right into 
one of the four access roads which tends to delay 
traffic in both directions on Merrywalks. The 
impact on other traffic could be greatly reduced if 
the right turns into the access roads were banned 
and such traffic then went along to the Beeches 
Green roundabout and came back along 
Merrywalks to the access road; turning in would 
then have very little impact on other vehicles. 

Refer comment to GCC highways 

120. Andrew 
Watton. 
Covering note: 
" Herewith my 
responses to 
the draft NDP. 
These 
comments are 
on behalf of 
several clients. 
I thought this 
would be 
easier. Should 
it prove 
necessary I can 
amplify any 
point and 
where 
appropriate 
highlight the 
client or clients 
concerned?" 

1.1.1 I remain of the opinion that Waitrose (the store) 
and Capels Mill land to the east should have been 
contained in the area of consultation?  
 

Y N The boundaries of the plan area, approved 
by STC and SDC, were drawn using the 
three criteria set out in paragraph 1.3.1: 
town centre activities, potential areas of 
change, and important pedestrian 
connections. In the East the boundary was 
extended beyond what is normally 
considered the town centre in order to 
include the whole Fromeside Industrial 
Estate and the pedestrian route across the 
river. In the West it was necessary to 
include the West side of Merrywalks and 
therefore the associated uses, and at the 
time the future of St. Rose's School was 
uncertain, and suggested opportunity for 
residential development close to the 
centre. The whole of the Beeches Green 
area, with its important health and social 
facilities, was therefore included. To go 
further - to include Tesco, and perhaps 
Stratford Park with Leisure Centre and 
Museum, was considered too far from the 
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heart of the town to be included in a town 
centre plan. 

1.3.4 The existence of the Old Convent has been under 
pressure for many years. A flexible attitude to the 
eventual use of this building should be highlighted. 
 

Y N There are no specific proposals for The Old 
Convent. Its listed status will influence the 
nature and type of uses. 

Page 11 No reference is made to the Report on the Evening 
Economy produced by Urbed. This should be 
referenced. Cross reference paragraph 1.3.18 para 
Z1 Core. 
 

Y N It is not necessary to refer to every 
document in the Plan.  This document 
forms part of the evidence base of the 
Plan 

Page 13 and 
Page 26 

Over the years the town centre has been identified 
with different boundaries. For example when Far 
Hill was a subject for future development Stroud 
District Council included it within the centre (it 
was a town centre car park). The end result was 
the Home Base retail outlet which was deemed to 
be in the town centre. This is no longer the case. 
 
In view of the changes to retail (confirmed by both 
Home Base and Tesco) it would seem a 
appropriate for both Far Hill and Stratford Mill 
Home Base and Tesco) to be included within the 
NDP by virtue that both are likely to see planning 
applications to change the use. This could be 
further changes to the retail offer? Housing? 
Leisure? By including these sites certain policies 
with the draft NDP would be strengthened. For 
example houses. The draft NDP has reference to 
sites of .5 hectare.  
 
Within the current zones and defined town centre 
boundaries there are very few sites of .5 ha or 

Y N Not within the scope of the Plan as outside 
the designated area 
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more. Tesco and Home Base are clearly large sites. 

AP3 The extent of this policy could be seen as 
prohibitive with regard to some schemes. The end 
result would be non delivery. Suggest some form 
of "reasonableness" to be added.  

Y N See changes set out under SDC (Barry 
Wyatt) respondent 14 above.   Criteria not 
intended to be inclusive  

AP4a This policy appears fair; but due to the limited size 
of the area covered by the NDP the scope to 
deliver the sites related to the "town centre" is 
limited. Earlier reference to the Local Plan (page 
38) should be read with reference to the area of 
land which surrounds the "town centre". 

Y N Land outside the designated area cannot 
be considered as part of this plan 

AP4b As with the earlier note the ability to deliver 
Affordable Housing especially with reference to 
CLT is limited. Land adjacent to the area covered 
by this NDP has potential to deliver the aims of 
AP4b. 

Y N As above 

AP5 Capels Mill area is wider than the defined 
boundary to the East. This is an  
important green corridor linking to the Arundel 
Mill wildlife area. 
 
The green strip of Merrywalks has potential for 
improvements to the green corridor along the A46 
with particular reference to the Old Convent and 
environs. "Preservation" should not be used as a 
negative against well planned development and 
improvements 

Y N see changes proposed under SDC ( Barry 
Wyatt) respondent 14 above 
Capel’s Mill area extends beyond the Plan 
area 

AP6 There is a degree of ambiguity in this policy. 
Development within the defined boundaries is 
capable of being subjected to this policy. However 
development outside the defined boundary 
cannot be judged against this criteria which would 
or could have an impact upon the "views". Also 

Y N See changes under SDC (Barry Wyatt) 
respondent 14 above.  The preservation of 
important views is a recognised policy 
device to ensure that the setting of a place 
or building is safeguarded 
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views into the town are relevant. For example the 
original consent for Hill Paul would have changed 
the view in to the town from Rodborough.  
 
Accordingly this policy is dangerous in that "views" 
are in truth relevant for all development. I suggest 
that this section is revisited. Of importance is to 
define the difference between a view and 
streetscape or landscape.  

AP8b This policy has the potential to be used as a "Stop" 
to development due to the very extensive criteria 
shown in Appendix 5. An Objective criteria can be 
devised; but a Subjective criteria is vulnerable to 
mis-use. For example the phrase "heritage" can be 
used with regard to both physical or abstract 
aspects. 

Y N The criteria are those recommended by 
Historic England 

AP9a The shopping list for this policy is too prohibitive. I 
suggest that some of the "ideals" are transferred 
to supporting information rather making the items 
prescriptive. Such a list is likely to make some 
developments unviable counter to the delivery of 
certain aims also contained in the NDP. 

Y Y See changes under SDC (Barry Wyatt) 
respondent 14 above 

AP9b Public Realm Strategy (PRS) -   No comment made by respondent   

AP10 Surprised that the Baptist Church and the 
Congregational Church are not included in the list. 

Y N Policy relates to buildings which have a 
recognised general community use  

Car Parks Paragraph 3.2.11. I am surprised to see no 
reference to car park charging in the introduction. 
Historically the public consultation has focused 
upon free car parking in Stroud. Such a move 
would stop shoppers hunting for a free (in 
monetary terms) car park space thus underpinning 
other objectives of the NDP. 
 

Y N Policy AP11 (as changed – see SDC (Barry 
Wyatt respondent 14 above) provides 
appropriate safeguards to ensure 
adequate parking is provided to support 
the economy of the town centre. 



Stroud Town Centre Neighbourhood Development Plan 2015-2015Regulation 14 consultation responses and actions 
Annex 2 Consultation Statement 

 106 

Interestingly this has been highlighted by a 
National chain of retailers (when looking at Stroud 
town centre) who have cited Witney as a prime 
example of why they are in that town centre. Such 
an inclusion has added to the viability and vitality 
of that town centre. The need to retain all car 
parking spaces is essential. That said there is real 
need to review the car parking policy for the town 
centre. Accordingly this policy and the 
introductory note should reflect improvements 
etc. 
 
Development of the Church Street car park and 
Parliament Street car parks should not take place 
without an appropriate review of car park spaces. 
Stroud must not do what Nailsworth did in 
allowing development to occur on a car park 
which was then deemed to be surplus to the then 
needs. Now the  car park adjacent to Egypt Mill 
(Nailsworth) is sorely needed. 

 AP12 Not all Developments can contribute to this policy. 
Suggest a phrase such as "development where 
appropriate with the town centre ..."  

Y Y See changes under SDC (Barry Wyatt) 
respondent 14 above 

AP13 Suggest amplification to include cycle storage. For 
example residential development. 

Y Y See new cycle policy (NP6) under 
respondent 54 (Caroline Kelly) above 

ZP1b The redevelopment potential for the Market 
Tavern is described with the phrase "protection 
and enhancement of the markets located in and 
adjacent to Cornhill. The proposal plan does not 
include the current Market Square. Accordingly 
the plan needs to be amended to include the 
market square and by implication the four kiosks 
in Union Street. 

Y Y Area ZP1b refers to the vacant land and 
buildings awaiting redevelopment. The 
exclusion of the Market area does not 
mean it could not be included in a wider 
redevelopment proposal. 
 
Policy ZP1c notes that the space provided 
by Cornmarket Square could be provided 
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The value of the (Farmers) Market as an asset to 
the town is obvious; but the physical 
building/space is not the asset it is merely the 
venue. The location and nature of the venue 
should be allowed and encouraged to evolve thus 
safeguarding the asset of the actual use. 
 
As stated this is an important site and offers the 
potential to provide the Gateway described earlier 
in the NDP and to provide a safe environment 
leading from London Road to High Street.  

elsewhere  
 

ZP1c The proposals for the Subscription Rooms/Four 
Clocks should be treated with caution. An earlier 
scheme in the 1990's was an abject failure. All of 
these schemes would be made more feasible by the 
introduction of free car parking thus reducing much 
of the traffic in the town. Thereafter enhancement 
schemes could be considered. Noticeable exclusions 
from the list:-  
 
King Street - encompassing the forecourt (in front of 
the 99p shop) and pathways to Merrywalks 
Fawkes Place - yes; but please add Bedford Street 
Wallbridge - in front of Travis Perkins 
Station courtyard by The Imperial (Policy ZP3) 

Y N All of the areas referred to are shown in 
some form on the Proposals Map.   

ZP2a The safeguarding of the northern path to the canal 
should be obligatory as this could be in due course 
provide opportunities for further development at 
Cheapside and a new link to Capels Mill environs. 

N N Supporting the plan 

ZP2b The extent of this area should be enlarged to cover 
the whole of the site from the front lawn of 
Bankfield House to the pumping station.  

Y Y Amend Proposals Map 
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ZP2c This is described as a town centre site. In truth it is 
currently edge of the historic town centre. 
Accordingly any redevelopment must deliver (not 
contribute) improved access to the town centre, 
the canal and the movement of people from the 
south in to the town centre. 

Y N The policy goes as far as it can having 
regard to the need to avoid making any 
development unviable 

ZP3 Need to add in reference to the canal footpath as 
a continuation under Policy ZP2a, Also to consider 
highlighting opportunities to the linkage between 
Brunel Mall and the upper car park and access at a 
higher level that the railway land (to the rear of 49 
- 54 London Road) plus the existing Night Club 
(former cinema) which is a key building. As is the 
lane to the East of the Post Office. 

Y N The Plan makes several proposals to 
improve connectivity in this area 

ZP4a Plan needs to include the railway arches. This ties 
in to pedestrian access to Rowcroft. Plus possibly 
Lion House. 

Y Y Amend policy ZP4b by adding the 
following the design allows for the route 
from Merrywalks to the lower end of 
Rowcroft via the railway arches to be re-
opened. 

ZP4b Thought needs to be given to the status of the dry 
stone wall and the mixed ownership to deliver a 
cycle route. It would be either further up the bank 
or a new retaining wall would be needed. The cost 
of the latter would be prohibitive. This policy need 
to explain how the objectives can be achieved? 
 

Y N Implementation issue  
Refer to STC 

ZP5 It is likely that Beeches Green Health complex will 
be enhanced as a result of the Governmental drive 
to provide seven day a week NHS. Further 
information needed together with reference to 
the future of the Locking Hill Surgery (also within 
the NDP). 

Y N See response of NHS above 

ZP6 I suggest reference is made to Hotel plus Y Y Agree  
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reference to car parking noting the number of 
spaces found within the police Station/Court 
campus itself. Also it is likely that such a 
development can trigger improved vehicular 
access from lower Parliament Street in to the 
Church Street car park. It goes without saying that 
there should be no loss of car spaces in this zone. 

NP1 Parking for free for shoppers within the pricing 
structure to be introduced; but with all day parking 
priced to reflect these changes. Evening and Sunday 
free parking should be retained.  
 
Revisit the report on the Evening Economy (Urbed) 
with respect to vehicular access in to the town as 
recommended.  

Y N Implementation issue 
Refer to STC 

NP2 Revisit the appointment of a Town Centre Manager 
or Management system. 

Y N Not within the scope of the Plan 

NP3 This policy should only be considered in 
conjunction with easier/free parking for shoppers. 

Y N Implementation issue 
Refer to STC 

Definitions Page 84 - define the word "Development".  
 

Y Y Add definition of Development as set out 
in section 55 of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990: 
Development includes: 

 building operations (e.g. structural 
alterations, construction, rebuilding, 
most demolition); 

 material changes of use of land and 
buildings; 

 engineering operations (e.g. 
groundworks); 

 mining operations; 

 other operations normally 
undertaken by a person carrying on 
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a business as a builder. 

 subdivision of a building (including 
any part it) used as a dwelling house 
for use as two or more separate 
dwelling houses 

Appendix 6 Thought to be given to a review of the PRS 
taking on board the draft NDP and in 
particular the open spaces and access 
highlighted in the NDP.  
 

Y N The Explanation to Policy AP9b states that 
: 
“at the first review of the Plan these 
principles should be reviewed to ensure 
that they remain up to date” 

121. St Rose's 
School 
John Kyffin, 
Chair of 
Governors 

ZP5 The land, property and assets of St Rose’s are in the 
ownership of the Trustees, the English Dominican 
Congregation and have been here in Stroud since 
1912.  The day-to-day management of the land, 
property and assets has been vested by the Trustees 
of the Congregation to the St Rose’s Governing Body.   
There has been some discussion in the last year 
about the future of St. Rose’s but this has now been 
clarified and the Trustees and Governing Body are 
fully committed to the continued presence and 
operation of St Rose’s/St Martin’s and there are now 
no plans for closure and we will be retaining the land 
and the assets.  
 
 

Y N The Plan makes clear that at the time of 
preparation there are no plans to close 
any of the facilities in the Beeches Green 
area shown covered by Policy ZP5.  It also 
makes clear that the purpose of the Policy 
is to provide a framework for change 
should changes happen over the Plan 
period. 
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122. The 
Domician 
Sisters of the 
English 
Congregation 
of St Catherine 
of Siena 
 
 
 
 

AP3/ZP5 St Rose’s School is operating fully and there are no 
plans of closure.  Furthermore, the provision of the 
site for young disabled adults is much in demand and 
developing.  Therefore public access across the site 
is not possible and should not be be considered as 
an option in future planning. 

   

 

The following people went on line during the statutory consultation period but did not leave any responses:  
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Jay Smith  
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Symon Parsley  
David Ireland  
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