
 

 

Minchinhampton Neighbourhood Development Plan – Consultation Statement 
Notes:- 

1. All the submissions are held in a Master file  
2. Following the Parish Roadshow Consultation the Plan structure was revised and some references to Paragraph Numbers, 

Policies, Page numbers, Appendices may have changed. 
3. Under the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 schedule 1, the Parish Council has consulted with the 

relevant bodies, in addition to adjacent Parish Councils and Local listed organisations set out at the end of this table. 
4. Where there has been reference to the formation of roundabouts and lighting on the commons, the plan has 

recommended to refer to GCC Highways for advice.  
5. The table below summarises the written comments received during and prior to the 6 Week public Parish Consultation, 

each is dated and comments added where appropriate. 

No. Date Subject  Incl/Excl Reason 

1  Burial Grounds required in Parish at Brimscombe, 
Amberley and Minchinhampton 

Incl Vital part of Community 

2  Impressed by Document  Excl  

3  1. In favour of one-way traffic in West End 
2. Crown Pub to be retained – Major asset to town 

Incl  

4  In Box - Broxmead and The Malt House both Grade II 
listed  

Incl Map of listed buildings in 
NDP to be Updated 

5 16 March 
2017 

1. Little in Minchinhampton NDP re Brimscombe and 
Canal port development. 

2. Brimscombe people tend to look to Thrupp – can the 
Parish Boundary be changed?  

Incl 
 
 
Excl 

 
 
Not a local NDP issue 

6 21st April 2017 1. Much of text is Quantitative rather than Qualitative – 
text would be strengthened by more references to 
quality of life in general and Minchinhampton’s 
Heritage and arts. 

2. Can Heritage and Environment be separated? 
3. Stroudwater textile trust taking over Longfords Old 

Mill to Museum and education centre re Wool and 
water 

4. Can the NDP to stress importance of educational and 
intellectual wellbeing of residents? 

  



 

 

7 20 July 2017 1. Speed of traffic in West End Minchinhampton – 
Pedestrian safety. 

2. Traffic Calming and Speed restrictions suggested  

Incl 
 
Incl 

 

8 31Oct 2017 Add her name to list of interested parties  Excl Action already taken 

9 17 Nov 2017 1. Studies, investigations & Policies – doesn’t consider 
them to have clarity.  

2. Suggested footnote references or related Appendices 
could explain context with Internet links or email 
contacts. Thinks this would be a clearer, more 
coherent, defined plan with greater clarity but 
recognises plan space constraints  

   

10 25 Nov 2017 1. Speed of traffic in the town and on the common an 
age-old problem; suggested lighting on common. 

Excl  National Trust to 
comment  

11 25 Nov 2017 1. 2009 Aston Down Planning obligation – ref Section 
106 dated 21st Jul 2009 & Supplemental Deed of 3rd 
Nov 2009 not fully implemented – Money with GC 
Highways  

2. ADAG advised by GC Highways ref chicane following 
Tynings Development – again Section 106 not fully 
implemented. 

3. SDC plan quoted ref definition of Major Development 
Quotes Paras 4.7 and 5.61  

Excl 
 
 
 
Excl 
 
 
 
 

1 & 2 to be followed up by 
MPC for executing the 
implementation of 
outstanding agreements. 
 
 
 
 

12 26 Nov 2017 20mph speed limit on common, install speed cameras and 
ensure offenders are fined. 

Incl   

13 26 Nov 2017 1. Rerouting traffic that uses Tetbury Street and West 
End as a rat run should be brought forward to within 
0-3 Years as it will make a big difference. 

2. Construct a mini-roundabout at the Ragged Cott to 
support the rerouting of traffic above. It will also slow 
down EastWest traffic. 

3. Construct mini-roundabout at the top of Butt street 
to slow down EastWest traffic and aid drivers turning 
into and out of Butt Street. 

4. Install several speed bumps on the roads across the 
Common as this is a quick and inexpensive way of 

Incl  



 

 

slowing down traffic. They work well already on 
Cirencester Road. 

5. The current speed limit across the Common should 
remain at 40mph but it must be policed better with 
fixed as well as mobile speed cameras. 

6. I do not think that average speed cameras will work 
well as there are too many variables in the route that 
drivers can take to enter/exit the Commons, and 
these cameras will miss drivers who start within the 
curtilage of the Common and drive at an excessive 
speed within the Common. 
 

14 29 Nov 2017 Southgate Estate, Lammas Park Nos 27 & 31 Windmill 
Road and the block of houses opposite built after 1947 

Incl  

15 18/20 Dec 
2017  

Developer interested to work with Parish Council – see 
also note 31 

 Please see Attached file of 
Note and Notes of 
meeting held with them 

16 9 Jan 2018 A Table with a number of points Incl/ Excl The  NDP was redrafted to 
address the points made 
by Simon Maher of SDC 

17 11 Jan 2018 Correspondence from Developer – no material input to 
plan 

Excl  

18  18 Jan 2018 Letter from Developer   Please see Attached file 
with letter from 
Developer and notes of 
the meeting held with 
them. 
 

19 21 Jan 2018 Would support 2/3 Bed affordable houses to retain 
younger Minchinhampton people in the community. 

Incl   

20 21 Jan 2018 1. Wishes the Status Quo to remain as most of the 
Parish is in an AONB. 

2. Doesn’t feel the local SDC are truly understanding and 
in summary says it a pity that Minchinhampton must 
write a NDP to preserve itself. 

Excl No material input to the 
plan 



 

 

21 21 Jan 2018 Concern for traffic and pedestrian safety in Butt Street 
Minchinhampton, would welcome one-way system in 
town applied to all vehicles and buses 

Incl  

22 21 Jan 2018 Comments on attitudes to driving on the common 
alongside cows and horses for the past forty years doesn’t 
see much can change. 

Excl No material comment on 
plan 

23 22 Jan 2018 1. Parking outside Cotswold Chine School and 
Beaudesert Park school – Common Road and roads on 
the Common narrowed because of all day parking. 

Incl  

24 22 Jan 2018 1. Para. 1.4. The Planning For Real Exercise was focused 
on the prospect of development at Tobacconists Farm 
and therefore only covered the east side of the town.  

2. Para. 1.6. The fourth aim should include type and 
design of development. 

3. Para. 2.11 This para. could also recognise that a 
proportion of a development of this size would 
normally provide affordable housing, but viability 
assessments may preclude any being provided. 

4. Para. 3.7. Needs to be some recognition of the 
continuing loss of affordable housing through the 
Right To Buy for SDC housing and the new voluntary 
RTB for Housing Association homes. SDC will have 
figures on the loss through RTB since the policy was 
introduced in the 1980s. The proportion of affordable 
homes for rent is an important part of having a 
sustainable community. 

5. Para 3.11. Formally, The Crown has been recognised 
as an 'Asset of Community Value', under the 
provisions of the Locality Act. See also para. 3.2. 

6. Para 3.28. Public Works Loans Board. 
7. Para. 3.84. Could say, new development, rather than 

use the Latin, de novo. 
8. Para 3.103. Could also recognise the need for 

affordable rented housing. 

Incl The redrafting of the NDP 
has encompassed these 
points 



 

 

9. Policy MP3 A fourth para. could be added after para.1 
as follows: Such small developments would ideally be 
community-led, to ensure the accommodation serves 
local people in housing need in perpetuity. 

10. Policy MP4 point 7. Unclear what 'new measures' 
means in this context.  

11. Page 52. Add possible solution for the achievement of 
affordable housing as a local Community Land Trust. 

12. Page 55. I have a note sharing examples of how other 
NDPs have addressed having a local CLT, which may 
be useful.  

25 30 Jan 2018 Pleased to note that the NDP values the historic built 
Environment and seeks to promote policies and proposals 
for its protection and enhancement. 

Incl Historic England Support 

26 1 Feb 2018 Speeding traffic through Minchinhampton, High risk of 
pedestrian accidents, cars mounting kerbs 

Incl Subjective Evidence of 
Traffic Survey  

27 20 Feb 2018 1. Sent Copy of Environmental Agency Guidance to SDC 
for distribution to Parish Councils in 2015 – 
subsequently updated and copy attached (Need to 
find the copy). 

2. Recommend completing Pro Forma to check for 
environmental constraints. 

3. EA note that there are no additional sites and would 
only make substantive further comments if sites were 
to be allocated in Flood Zone 2 or 3. 

4. EA do not offer bespoke advice on Policy but assume 
the NDP conforms to the Local Plan  

 

Incl 
 
 
 
 
 
Incl 
 
 
Incl 
 

Check the check list 
against plan content. 
 
 
 
 
 

28 21 Feb 2018 Generally, comments on what should be in Plan and some 
aspects are not relevant. 
1. Concern to sustain and develop the Parish in 

Economic and Social terms 
2. Options for growth over next 20yrs not in the Plan 
3. Does not consider the roads and pavements are a 

hazard even as a wheel chair user. 

 
 
Excl 
 
Excl 
Incl 
 

 
 
Already covered in plan 
 
Policies will direct options 
Subjective evidence 
 



 

 

4. Disagrees with a one way traffic system. 
5. Doesn’t consider 5 affordable houses per annum 

relevant or sustainable. 
6. Current housing stock not mentioned in the plan, 

short term demand appears to inform Long term 
strategy – not sustainable, not sufficient exception 
sites. 

7. No mention in plan of local housing needs and the 
case for fewer larger houses. 

Incl 
 
Excl 
Excl 
 
 
 
Excl 
 
 

Arguments in Traffic 
section 
Housing survey covers this 
NDP policies set out 
guidance for development 
and sites requirements 

29 22 Feb 2018 Natural England 
1. Policy MP11 – Policy should be widened to include 

reference to the adjacent Rodborough Common 
Special Area of Conservation ( SAC) alongside the 
Minchinhampton SSSI designation. 

2. SDC has established a 3Km zone of influence around 
Rodborough Common SAC for additional dwellings, 
where an increase in recreational pressure could 
result in adverse effects on the integrity of the SAC, if 
not appropriately mitigated. SDC has adopted a 
mitigation Strategy which included financial 
contribution towards mitigation. 

3. Check list for environmental issues 
4. Strategic Environmental Assessment – may be 

required – See National Planning Guidance. 
5. Note that on examination the plan will be tested to 

check compatibility with EU obligations relating to 
Conservation of habitats and Species Regulations 

Incl 
 
 
 
Incl 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Incl 
 
 
Incl 

 

30 22 Feb 2018 1. NDP policies do not stress the need to reduce 
dependence on car-usage. 

2. Routing buses with a U turn possibly contra to shared 
space 

3. No Public transport issues identified for Amberly, Box 
or Aston Down  

4. Regards one-way road as not helpful to speeding 

Incl 
 
Incl 
 
Incl 
 
Incl 

 



 

 

5. No sites identified for affordable housing 
6. Regards plan overall as Negative (prolonging the 

status Quo) rather than encouraging a way forward 

Excl 

31 13 &23 Feb 
2018 

Developer interested to work with Parish Council – see 
also note 15  

 Please see Attached file of 
Note and Notes of 
meeting held with them 

32 24 eb 
2018 

1. As a resident of West End for over 40 years I support 
the following traffic measures: 
 -    Speed limit of 20mph 
 -    Weight limit  
 -     Bus ban 
- Bollards outside front doors or a least at strategic 

intervals to discourage mounting of pavements 
and street parking. 

2. Change of priority at Gatcombe Corner, Hampton 
fields would be a very effective first step in reducing 
the 'rat-run' factor in West End and Tetbury Street. 

3. However, I would object to a one-way traffic flow 
system in West End unless the following provisos are 
considered: - 
(a)That the flow in West End be incoming rather than 
exiting. 
(b)To further discourage through traffic, I would 
suggest that Tetbury Street mirrors West End by also 
having an inbound one way flow. Those that really 
wanted to visit the town would turn into the High 
Street any way. 

Incl 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Incl 
 
 
 
Incl 

 

33 24 Feb 2018 Please see Developer letter attached.   Letter and notes of 
meeting with Developer 
attached  

34 25 Feb 2018 1. No mention of centrality of Allotments  
2. Doesn’t feel it adds anything to say that 

Minchinhampton became a popular place to live for 
professionals and those who had retired. 

Incl 
Excl 
 
 
Incl 

 



 

 

3. National Trust doesn’t get much of a mention, NT 
does mention Minchinhampton. 

4. Map doesn’t show No’s 23 & 25 Windmill road being 
built since 2000. 

5. Doesn’t wish to see Tobacconist Farm developed due 
to traffic in Tetbury St and West End 

6. Para 2.48 Conservation Area Statements – can MPC 
put pressure on SDC to formulate statements for the 
Parish 

7. Para 3.25 – incorrect link 
8. Para 3.49 - Public transport to Nailsworth poor. 
9. Para 3.51 – Cam and Gloucester could be mentioned 

and that there are no evening buses from Stroud 
10. Para 3.71 – Incorrect link 
11. Para 3.90 – Remove word “Architecture” 
12. Para 3.96 -  needs to add that this is by private care 

not public transport 
13. Sign at Aston Down roundabout to say scenic route 

implying reduced speed 
14. Tom Long’s post should remain, don’t want to see 

roundabouts  
15. Would want to see no buses in West End and restrict 

heavy Goods vehicles  

 
Incl 
 
Excl 
 
Excl 
 
 
Incl 
Incl 
Incl 
 
 
Incl 
Incl 
Incl 
 
Incl  
 
Incl 
 
Incl 
 

35 25 Feb 2018 1. Speeding on the Common, more signs required when 
coming into the common, especially on Bear Hill and 
the W up from Nailsworth. 

2. Have strategically place real speed Indicators 
3. Install speed bumps or chicanes from Gatcombe 

Corner to Minchinhampton town. Could affect traffic 
in Dr Brown’s Road and Butt St 

4. Agree oneway traffic in West End but with calming 
measures and widen pavements. 

5. Regards Shared surface areas as unsafe 
6. Suggests Traffic light control at south end of Butt St 
7. Doesn’t wish to see Roundabouts used 

Incl 
 
 
Incl 
Incl 
 
 
Incl 
 
Incl 
Incl 
Incl 

 



 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Other references to be added here include: 

1. Archstone letter and Meeting Notes 

2. Cala Homes letter and Meeting Notes 

3. Andrew Watton letter and Meeting Notes 

4. Other Parish Council responses 

5. List of local and statutory consultation 

 

8. If Rodborough can have three Average Speed 
Cameras, why can’t Minchinhampton Parish have 
similar? 

Incl 

36 25 Feb 2018 1. Doesn’t feel that Minchinhampton can sustain more 
housing development. 

2. Suggests opening up Cambridge Way to Bell Lane, 
with entry /exit to town from Dr Brown’s Road. 

3. Include Priority Direction signs at the widest section 
of West End so that traffic from High Street to West 
End has priority  

Incl 
 
Incl 
 
Incl 

 

37 27 Feb 2018 1. Estate support the main thrust of the NDP 
2. Fully support the changing of road priorities at 

Gatcombe Corner 
3. Policy MP6 – second Bullet point, replace “or” with 

“of” and insert the word “modern” between  
4. “traditional” and “Sound”  

Incl 
Incl 
 
Incl 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 


