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Question 1

Do you support or object to the Strategic Policies (SP1 to SP2)? Comments should identify the specific
policy number to which they relate and should state whether the policy is supported or alternatively
what amendments are considered necessary and why. Suggestions for amendments should be made
by reference to the tests in paragraph 35 NPPF, namely that policies should be positively prepared,
justified, effective and consistent with national policy.

Policy SP1

Wanborough Parish Council supports Policy SP1 in principle and in particular para 1c "respect, conserve
and/or enhance the natural, built and historic environments" and para 1i "be accessible by walking,
cycling and/or public transport". However Policy LA28 is in direct conflict with para 1c of the Policy in
that this site includes a "Significant Unscheduled Archaeological Feature". To allocate this site would
not respect and conserve the historic environment of Wanborough.

In addition Wanborough has very poor public transport links.There are only 5 buses from Wanborough
to Swindon between 8am to 2pm and only five buses returning to the village during the day, the last
one leaving Swindon at 5.55pm, no evening buses and even less at the weekend.The Plan is allocating
48 new dwellings to a village with poor public transport links and no proposal to improve, this is in
direct conflict with Policy SP1 para 1i.

The Plan is therefore considered unsound unless the Local Allocations are capable of meeting the
criteria in para 1c and 1i of Policy SP1.

Policy SP2

Policy SP2 para 4.2.6 states "A smaller quantum of housing is allocated to some of the Borough's
better served villages proportional to their size". Wanborough Parish Council feel that this statement
is too vague and can be interpreted in different ways.  On what basis has Swindon Borough Council
based their decision on classing villages as being "better served" and where is the evidence to support
this? Wanborough is a small village with no shop, poor walking, cycling and public transport links,
narrow country roads, a small sports facility in dire need of investment and poor broadband coverage.
Wanborough can not therefore be classed as "better served", but despite this the Plan has allocated
48 dwellings to Wanborough, the highest allocation out of all the smaller villages. This allocation is
on top of the allocations within the NEV, with no improvements or investment proposed.
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Without the evidence and justification for allocating a large number of dwellings to a "small village"
this renders the Local Plan unsound

Question 2

Do you support or object to the Strategic Allocations (SA1 to SA5)? Comments should identify the
specific policy number to which they relate and should state whether the policy is supported or
alternatively what amendments are considered necessary and why. Suggestions for amendments
should be made by reference to the tests in paragraph 35 NPPF, namely that policies should be
positively prepared, justified, effective and consistent with national policy.

Policy SA3

Policy SA3 states that the housing allocation for New Eastern Village (NEV) is 8,000 dwellings, however
Policy SP2 housing allocation states 8,936; this is an increase of 936 (11.7%).  If Swindon Borough
Council know the housing commitment for the NEV is 8,936, surely Policy SA3 should reflect that.

Wanborough Parish Council are concerned that the proposed increase of 936 dwellings within the
NEV will have an impact on the density of the houses within the development sites.

Wanborough Parish Council would like to see more protection for neighbouring villages included within
the policy SA3 similar to that shown for South Marston Village as stated in para 12.1.

The Policy needs to be strengthened to include:-

"ensure it respects the character of the existing villages by providing housing at an average of 30
dwellings per hectare for all the outskirting developments within the NEV such as Redlands and
Foxbridge and even lower density in areas connecting to the open countryside".

Question 3

Do you support or object to the Local Allocations (Policies LA1 to LA31). Comments should identify
the specific policy number to which they relate and should state whether the policy is supported or
alternatively what amendments are considered necessary and why. Suggestions for amendments
should be made by reference to the tests in paragraph 35 NPPF, namely that policies should be
positively prepared, justified, effective and consistent with national policy.

Policy LA28 - Land off Hewer's Close, Wanborough

Wanborough Parish Council object to Policy LA28 for the following reasons:-

We have objected to this site being included as an allocated site at every stage of the Local Plan
consultation. This site will have a detrimental impact on the village and should not be allocated for
the following reasons:-

1.The site is within Lower Wanborough Conservation Area and will have an impact on the local heritage
and landscape of the village.

2. It is clear from the landscape features, particularly within the southern area of the site, that it is a
site of a significant archaeological feature.  It is unknown as to how far this archaeological feature
extends into the whole site, however it is extremely important that a full assessment is carried out and
any feature should be preserved and protected.  In addition a rural buffer around the archaeological
site should be provided.

3. The site is within the area of non coalescence (SA3 item 14), a policy put in place to protect the
rural countryside around Wanborough. This policy states that development within the area of non
coalescence will only be permitted where it retains or enhances the existing character of the countryside.
Clearly this site doesn't and therefore should not be allocated.
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4. This site will have a detrimental impact on the neighbouring Woodland Trust land.

5.There is currently a footpath crossing this field which is enjoyed by many residents. Any development
of this site will ruin the rural countryside nature of this footpath.

6. The proposed access through Hewer's Close will not cope with the additional traffic that another 20
dwellings will bring. Hewer's Close is a small cul de sac and is a narrow road with a sharp bend. The
access would be far too dangerous to use as a road through to a new development of 20 houses.

7. Measures need to be put in place to reduce traffic on the High Street before there is any further
development in this area. Traffic numbers have increased by over 50% since 2016 on the High Street
during peak times (as per statistical evidence gained from Community Speed Watch). It is clear this
route is used as a rat run and measures are needed to slow traffic down.

8. The northern area of the site is very prone to flooding and significant sitting water can be seen
regularly during the winter months.

9. Swindon Borough Council's outline reason for selection of this site states  "development of the site
is considered to offer the potential for community benefits through the provision of public open space".
The southern area that is being put forward for the public open space is a site of archaeological remains.
The topography of the southern area of the site includes a significant ridge and furrow landscape
feature. This area would be difficult to use for any recreational activities without destroying the existing
landscape features, other than for walking across, which can already be done using the public footpath.
This area of land would provide little additional community benefit and would not mitigate the detrimental
impact from developing this site.

10. All historic hedgerows should be retained and maintained.

Wanborough Parish Council have listened to residents who have made it clear during a public
consultation for the Neighbourhood Plan (which did not continue past the first consultation) that there
was a strong feeling from residents from right across the village that they did not want to see
development on this site due to the impact on the local historic landscape of the village and the other
factors referred to above.

Policy LA28 conflicts with Policy SP1 and therefore should not be an allocated site and renders
the plan unsound.

Policy LA25 - Land west of Kite Hill, Wanborough

Wanborough Parish Council raise the following concerns with Policy LA25

1. Swindon Borough Council are now proposing to access the site via the garden of Hillside, near to
The Beanlands.  Kite Hill is a very narrow country road especially the top section near Church Road
and this road will not cope with another access road off it for a development of this size.

2. Hillside is an historic building within the village and a new access so close to Hillside will have a
detrimental impact on this historic building.

3. There is no safe walking route on the west side of Kite Hill, with only a small section of pavement
on the east side.  Safe access out of the development and across the road to reach the school would
be needed.

4. Kings Lane path should be protected with a rural buffer.

This site brings no community benefits or proposed improvements to the village.

Policy LA26 - Croft Yard, Ham Road

Wanborough Parish Council raise no objection to this policy and agree with points a to c. This site is
within the North Wessex Downs AONB and therefore any proposal should be designed so that it doesn't
impact on the AONB.

Wanborough Parish Council are pleased that this development is offering a community benefit by 
allocating additional parking for the doctors surgery.  An agreement needs to be put in place to control
the usage of these parking places to ensure they are retained for the doctor's and not used by residents
who move into the development.
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Question 4

Do you support or object to the development management policies (Policies DM1 to DM38). Comments
should identify the specific policy number to which they relate and should state whether the policy
is supported or alternatively what amendments are considered necessary and why. Suggestions for
amendments should be made by reference to the tests in paragraph 35 NPPF, namely that policies
should be positively prepared, justified, effective and consistent with national policy.

Policy DM21 - Transport and Development

Wanborough Parish Council support Policy DM21.  Paragraph 1 states:

"New development should be located and designed to reduce the need to travel and to encourage the
use of sustainable transport modes, prioritising walking and cycling, and provide the potential to
maximise bus travel" 

Clearly this policy conflicts with Policy LA28 rendering the plan unsound.

Policy DM28 - Green Infrastucture

Wanborough Parish Council feel that this policy doesn't go far enough and Swindon Borough Council
should consider including in their policies The Woodland Trust pledge for local authorities to include
a provision for 10 trees to be planted within the Borough for every dwelling built.

Policy DM33 - Landscape

Policy DM34 - Historic Environment

Wanborough Parish Council support both Policy DM33 and DM34 which clearly conflicts with policy
LA28 rendering the Plan unsound.

Policy DM35 - Heritage Transport

Wanborough Parish Council supports the protection of the Wilts & Berks canal route.

YesDo you wish to appear or be represented at the
Examination in Public of the Local Plan.
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