
 
Rep ID: Trowb_P001 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): N/A 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Higher 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Yes 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
No will require the infrastructure first. Eg Doctors surgeries. We also have nothing to do with a lot of shops closed. Police patrols 
would need to be increased. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Infrastructure 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Town centre and infrastructure 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Health. Nearest main hospital is Bath 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
No 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P002 
 

 
Consultee code: Other 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Wiltshire West District Scouts 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Achieving zero carbon  emissions,  
Provision for youth recreation so as to make Trowbridge feel a safer place 
Measures to address the risks from flooding, and improving the River Biss catchment 
measures to deal with residual carbon,  
Setting tree planting targets (as for new housing) as part of a plan to implement the Government's policies for planting more 
trees. Government advice to Local Authorities is set out in : 



https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/892714/Responding_to_the_cl
imate_emergency_with_new_trees_and_woodlands.pdf    This says ".........The final step in the process [of planning to achieve 
net zero] should be to calculate how to make good for these [residual]  emissions. Here we are therefore looking at how much 
woodland is required to ofset the residual emissions over the period of the ‘net-zero strategy’. This can be done by dividing the 
residual emissions by the tonnes of CO2 captured by the type of woodland to be created." 
 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Biodiversity net gain, links to cycleways and footpaths that provide easy access to the town centre, schools and local shops, 
doctors etc 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Mitigating the risk of flooding 
Addressing the effects of Climate change 
 



 
Further comments 
 

 
Laudable though these plans are in both concept and delivery, They seem to be based on the situation as we see it now. Surely 
these plans should be based on where we expect to be in 30 or so years time - when we know that the climate will be very 
different with a need to cope with an increased risk of flooding , increased energy consumption for cooling, deteriorating air 
quality and pressure for more, shaded, open air recreation spaces, which do not harm the wildlife. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P003 
 

 
Consultee code: Other 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Wiltshire West Distrrict 
Scouts 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
"Enhancing wherever possible" is not what the TBMS says. The TBMS  places a clear obligation on the Council to create new 
woodland habitats and "corridors based on hedges  for bats . A strategy should be included for implementing these requirements 
in this plan. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Sites designated for the achievement of Net Biodiversity Gain should be included to match land allocated for development 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The plan should also: 
-  consider the likely impact of climate change. We know that the climate will be quite different in 30 years time and we should be 
planning to ameliorate these effects now 
 - steps towards achieving net carbon emissions and ways to offset the residual emissions include, including a strategic level plan 
to plant more trees with the attendant benefits of water quality, flood prevention, public and recreational green space, shade and 
air quality - as well as making Trowbridge a better place to live. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P004 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I imagine the scale of growth is what is necessary. I think your brownfield target should be more ambitious. There is a lot of sub-
standard housing in Trowbridge with poor environmental performance. Why now redevelop these areas with modern housing, 
some of it higher density and thus leave the green spaces alone. You win on two counts this way, better carbon reduction from 
existing housing and retention of green space and habitats. You could even plant more trees on the green spaces you save. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Priorities look generally good. The priority you are missing is to stop the urban sprawl of Trowbridge and keep it within its existing 
developed footprint. Use more higher density housing. 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, do not expand urban sprawl onto green spaces. Redevelop existing poor quality housing. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Maximise green spaces and green transport corridors. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Redevelop existing areas of poor quality housing, using some high density housing to achieve the required numbers. This is what 
they do in Europe and places like Singapore. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
High speed Broadband across the whole of Wiltshire. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
There seems to be little consideration of allocating areas for renewable energy generation. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P005 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Lower - I feel there are a lot of unoccupied historic buildings in Trowbridge that should be converted bakc into use and used for 
housing before any new homes are built on land. The historic buildings are an eyesore in the centre of town, but could make 
beautiful homes and flats if they are converted. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Yes 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I think old buildings should be used before land is taken up for new housing. I am concerned about how the roads and 
infrastructure will cope in the area specified for growth. I take my daughter to school at Emmaus School, Staverton and the traffic 
is already queued for a long way along the main roads in this area. With an increase in housing, it will be total gridlock unless 
roads are built to circumvent the main road B3105 Marsh Road running through Staverton, which can already not cope with the 
traffic demands. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The roads around the area and how traffic will flow through an already congested area. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Using existing old buildings in the town centre. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P006 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): resident 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes! there is a massive unused, undeveloped site in the middle of Trowbridge next to the train station. Its been left to empty for 
decades, why are you build on green field land and not there? Total madness! 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
There is nothing in there that is protecting open spaces. The plans also involve building on fields that flood on a regular basis, I 
don't see how thats good for anyone. Not to mention that fact that for sites 4&5 the traffic with likely use the B3105 to cross the 
river, the traffic there is a nightmare (when not in a national lockdown) and it will only get worse. Lets just hope its doesnt flood, 
which is does almost every year, then the traffic will have to go into town. 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. site 4 floods, the roads in that areas can not handle the amount of traffic that will be generated. 5 & 6 are better, but only if 
you are going to build eco friendly sustainable housing that is affordable. However, the reality is that the land will be sold to a 
large property developer that will pave it over with any many houses as you can legally fit in, they will be of poor quality and over 
priced. There will not be enough parking, nor will there be any consideration of open spaces and wildlife. Take a look at the 
Staverton estate if you want to see what happens when there isnt enough parking. And its well known that when they built 
houses on the holt road in BOA the developers turned up early one morning to chop down a section of trees that were protected 
for the bats, but it was too late to stop them once it was discovered. Once they are chopped down, they can not be put back. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The infrastructure of the surrounding area, wildlife conservations, preservation of open spaces, houses that are sustainable, of 
good quality and affordable. A reproduction of the hilperton or staverton estates benefits no one, the only benefit is ticked a 
house building quota. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
I understand that we need housing, and that while brown field development should be completed first, in reality more land will be 
required so green field building has to happen. However, if it has to happen take the opportunity to build in balance with nature. 
rather than producing another estate of ugly cheap houses and destroy everything, take responsibility and stewardship of the 
town you are responsible for developing. And thats in regard to housing design and estate design.  
https://www.houseplanninghelp.com/hph034-balancing-environmental-design-and-low-energy-design-with-wilf-meynell/ 
https://interestingengineering.com/saudi-arabias-zero-carbon-city-blueprint-shows-no-roads-no-cars 



This is an example of the extreme, but a balance between where we are now, and where we want to get to. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Roads, flooding, school over subscription, health provisions. All of these services will struggle and are already struggling. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I'm not apposed to building at all, but I am apposed to building more of the same. if you repeat the same actions, you will get the 
same results, and the results currently are poor. Why do we continue to settle of poor quality over priced housing? why do we 
continue to allow property developers to meet housing association quotas with a handful or tidy houses stuck in the corner? Why 
do we allow no parking, or parking only for one car? Why aren't we requiring carbon zero housing as a minimum? We have the 
ability to do all of this, but we don't. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P007 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): none 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



No, I don't think the existing road infrastructure is good enough to support this development.  I understand that a new access 
road is planned for the new development but my concern is around the huge amount of extra traffic it will bring, that will then use 
Staverton to access Bath, Bristol and the Motorway.  I travel from Hilperton to Staverton for work  between 8 and 8.30 and I have 
to allow 20 minutes to get to School Lane (Pre lockdown) and even then sometimes this is often not enough.  Traffic is almost 
always backed up from the Cereal Partners traffic lights to the Petrol station at the bottom of Marsh Road and often it reaches to 
the Consortium Building in rush hour. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Extra traffic heading through Staverton to reach Bath, Bristol and the motorway 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
In light of the rise in home working that the Pandemic has seen and the reduced need for office space that will inevitably ensue.  I 
think it would be good to at least consider what land this might free up for housing.  Personally I don't think the road infrastructure 
going towards Bath/Bristol is able to cope with the amount of housing planned. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P008 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The extent of future growth of new homes to 2036 appears to be levelling off if 1805 homes (increased to 2600 homes) are 
required in that period, Is this a recent trend that has been identified? If so, is it a downward trend and perhaps the scale of 
growth may turn out to be less? Is the council being required to provide for higher rates by central government? 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The past 12 months has shown that the retail use in the town centre is now under very considerable pressure with on-line 
retailing and home delivery capturing more and more of consumer demand. To what degree has the local plan taken this into 
account? Any reduction of visits into the town centre for retail demand must surely mean that greater use of the centre must be 



for residential purposes. Not everyone needs a three bed house with garage and garden, particularly the young and the elderly. 
The number and scale of retail units will decline further and upper floor retail use is no longer required even for storage and so 
what study has been made of the opportunity to increase residential use in existing buildings with existing ownerships? Has the 
scale of housing growth identified in the preceeding section taken this into account? 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
We note that no sites are identified here in Wingfield. We are clear that new development here will be firmly resisted. We note 
that the greenbelt applies to all the village and beyond and we totally support the green belt being maintained. However, we do 
support small scale redevelopment or extension of existing individual houses to provide for better, more environmentally 
sustainable residential use and allowing families to grow - or contract - so that all age groups can remain in the village.     
Given the constraints of the greenbelt applying to the west side of the town we have no comment on the suitability of the sites 
identified 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The availability of infrastructure that must go with such development including access , drainage, schools and maximum 
maintenance of open space 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
See our answer to Question TB 2 in section 8 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 



 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Our responses in TB1, TB2 and TB3 are all we feel able to comment on at this stage. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P009 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): N/A 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Fine 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
There needs to be specific reference to respecting the designated West Wilts Green Belt area 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
Yes 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Adequate infrastructure to support the new sites.  Safe traffic management. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Further brownfield sites.  Town centre building conversions (low cost apartments and townhouses).  Town centre in-fill sites. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I support your selected development sites and the process you have adopted.  I would particularly like to emphasise the 
importance of protecting the West Wilts Green Belt.  It would be too easy for urban sprawl to extend to the West of Trowbridge 
and put the unique identity of Wingfield village at risk. This is a perfect example of a small English village in the heart of 
agricultural land, with a wonderful listed 15th century church and farm enclave.  The heritage, landscape and ecology of this 
village and its surrounding land are important to Wiltshire. Please continue to protect it. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P010 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): A parent of Emmaus School 
students 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



No, especially Sites 4 and 5.  I am concerned with the impacts on the local infrastructure of Staverton and Emmaus School.  
Marsh Road (B3105) seems already quite busy in the usual time.  I am worried whether the current road infrastructure can 
support the additional traffic created by so many additional homes. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
I am worried whether the current road infrastructure can support the additional traffic created by so many additional homes. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P011 
 

 
Consultee code: Parish/Town Council 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Parish Council 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Brownfield sites should be developed first . There is no point in setting unobtainable targets . Developers obtain planning 
permission then do not build while prices are going up . 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
It is good to expand the green infrastructure network . Will this mean the continuing lack of wind generation in Wiltshire ? 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No , the A350 can not take the extra traffic .The developers 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The developers are forced to carry out 106 agreements . Build adequate schools and roads first . 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Flooding . 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Stop Trowbridge hospital being run down . 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P012 
 

 
Consultee code: Other 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Wiltshire Councillor - 
answered in personal capacity 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Would be good to see a higher brownfield target where possible.  Good to understand if currently designated employment land 
should be looked at again based against changing requirements.   Scale of growth seems constructed to meet need to increase 
school places to build new schools - are there options to increase PAN at existing schools to help meet need 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
These feel broadly correct.   
Housing needs - with a trend for aging demographic how do we ensure housing stock meets needs ?  Potentially for more single 
storey and/or accessible/adaptable properties?   Review of existing barriers to accessibility across the whole of the town (not just 



centre) should also be addressed.   Public transport needs to be more agile - rethink moving people from estates into town and 
out again.  Walking/cycling/bus needs to be focus.   
Centre of town for entertainment and retail rather than the other way around.  Agile and flexible commercial property options.          
We are lucky to have train station close to town centre and a river through the centre.  Both need to be significantly enhanced.  
To find ways to have 'river frontage' eateries would be welcome! 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
They feel very 'distant' from Trowbridge centre.  Would there be 'connection' to Trowbridge rather than Bradford or Melksham?   
Is there a possibility for review of some greenfield sites? to the West of the town? 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Transport infrastructure - how will that area cope with more traffic - already a pinchpoint.   Safe sustainable transport  routes into 
town centre.  Ensuring the estates have facilities - shops, community buildings, play areas, green spaces, safe walking/cycling, 
accessible public transport to medical centres, town, leisure facilities.  Must not become areas for social isolation 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Is there a possibility for review of some greenfield sites? to the West of the town? 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 



Community spaces/halls.  These might be provided as part of flexible spaces that meet other needs - Education/health/leisure etc 
but all local communities should have places to come together that include space/kitchen/toilets,  Community outside space - that 
maybe doesn't have a use at time of building new estates but can be developed by those that live there. Provide opportunity for 
people to shape the place they move into 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Often the issues that residents raise and fail to understand is the amount of brownfield land within the town centre that has stood 
undeveloped for many years.   Some is privately owned, some council.  Without movement on those sites and/or improved 
communication about why 'green land' is being built on first it will continue to be difficult to have positive engagement with many 
in the community.   This needs to be considered in the impact it has on formed opinion.   If the Innox Mills site is not developed at 
the same time as the local plan (and the FHSF) is delivered, Trowbridge will continue to struggle to shake off some of current 
negative perceptions - whatever weight can be brought to bear on activity there would be welcomed 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P013 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Providing plenty of green spaces and infrastructure. Improvements to local road network to reduce congestion and pollution.  
Flood alleviation measures.  New pedestrian and cycle links to Holt. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The B3105 though Staverton suffers from severe congestion at peak times due to volume of traffic and traffic lights on the river 
bridge.  Traffic backs up to Marsh Road and beyond the filling station.  This is a strategic link to Bath and the motorway, 
especially for heavy vehicles given weight limits and other proposed traffic restrictions in Bradford on Avon.  It is inadequate for 
the current traffic volume and the bridge would need to take 2 way traffic and the traffic lights removed to cope with the additional 
traffic.   
The B3105 though Staverton Village is narrow in places.  HGVs have to cross into the opposite carriageway to negotiate these 
sections and currently 2 HGVs cannot pass each other without stopping and moving over. 
Flooding is frequent on the B3106 (lane from B3105 by river to Holt) and The Causeway (B3105) floods around once a year on 
average.  Presumably increased housing would increase run off into the river and therefore flood frequency would increase.  
Improving/ replacing the bridge and raising the level of the road may mitigate these issues. 
Safe pedestrian and cycle links to Holt:  Staverton has good connections to BoA, Trowbridge and Melksham via the canal and 
Sustrans path along the railway line.  Links to Holt are currently via the river bridge by the traffic lights and along the lane (B3106) 
or through the fields so pedestrians and cyclists have to negotiate traffic, narrow lanes with poor visibility and flooding.   



Sustrans path alongside railway.  The part of this path from  Langford Road to Trowbridge has been improved in recent years but 
the section from the canal towpath (Footpath STAV3) over the bridge behind Airsprung is narrower and in need of surfacing 
improvements.  The bridge over the canal here is also quite steep and not ideal for bicycles. 
Canal towpath- This is currently very narrow and in a poor state adjacent to site 4.  Ideally needs widening to cope with increased 
use. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P014 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): None 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Higher 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Priority should be development of the old Bowyers site. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
Yes 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Supporting infrastructure 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Development of the old Bowyers site 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
No 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am a supporter of development within & around the town. However i think we should focus on the available Brown field sites as 
a priority. These include Bowyers & re use of ex commercial & retail property to residential particularly land centrally. 
Development of central areas creating communities where empty buildings sit supports the concept of what a Town Centre will 
look like in the future. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P015 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Private 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
No 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Stavertons identity should also be maintained 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
No 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Safety, volume of Traffic, flooding 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Good planning, existing housing stock in Trowbridge town, not surrounding villages 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Sustainability 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P016 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): None 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Brownfield should be used, growth is far too much. Stop building on fields especially around villages like Hilperton, this village will 
end up just merging with Trowbridge 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
With regards to schools there needs to be secondary provision on the Hilperton side of Trowbridge. Also very important that 
villages surrounding Trowbridge retain their identity. Builders should provide housing in keeping with the village houses already 
present instead of building small paxcroft mead estates everywhere. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No! These areas are wet for half the year, they have lots of wildlife such as deer, hares, owls, foxes. I moved to Hilperton 
because I wanted to be in a smaller village surrounded by countryside and now it’s going to be a concrete jungle like paxcroft 
mead.Hilperton and staverton will just merge into Trowbridge with little more than two fields next to Elizabeth Way separating 
them from the town. What’s happening with Bowyers site or other brownfield. Stop looking for the next field to destroy all the time 
and use what we already have! 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Flooding and lack of identity for Hilperton and staverton villages 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Use brownfield sites, not sure why it takes years for brownfield to be repurposed yet building on greenfield sites approved by the 
council straight away! 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Secondary school needed on Hilperton side of Trowbridge. Leisure centre needed as Clarendon pool is very limited for public 
use. Cycle paths that do not impact on the width of the road to encourage use of bikes more including proper facilities to lock and 
secure in Trowbridge town centre. 
 



 
Further comments 
 

 
Please do not expand Hilperton and Staverton any further, the land is too wet and it will force flooding to be moved elsewhere 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P017 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): NA 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
A target of 370 homes on brownfield sites is far too low; it should be close to 50% of new homes ie 1,300 homes. 
Moreover, building 2,600 (795 more than the Strategy requires) homes in Hilperton and Staverton to justify new schools for 
Trowbridge is extravagant and not justified on the evidence presented. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Right priorities, wrong order. 
No 8 (To protect, improve and extend local green infrastructure ....) should be No 3 in the list. 
No 7 (To balance the need ......) should include the village of Staverton. 



No 5 (To respect the integrity of the Bath ....) should be lowest priority. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

No. 
2,600 new homes and new schools catering for Trowbridge at large would obliterate the visages of Hilperton and Staverton.  The 
B3105 cannot cope with peak demand without traffic queuing from Cereal Partners back to Marina Drive and the Consortium 
roundabout. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

Congestion caused by new schools drawing private cars into the bottle neck on the B3105 and new commuters trying to join the 
queue at the Cereal Partners river crossing. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

Avoid self-inflicted pain of building 795 more homes than the Strategic Plan calls for. 
Also, consider using Site 6 which has easy access to A350 giving new commuters better options and would reduce scale of Sites 
4 & 5. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

No 
 

 
Further comments 
 

A design principle allowing 40-50 mph main streets for each site is neither consistent with sustainable development nor the aim of 
encouraging people to walk or cycle instead of using their cars. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P018 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes, there should be a brownfield target. As the impact of brexit becomes clear old factory land will probably become available as 
industry and migrant worker leave. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The impact of the pandemic on the economy, local population and industry must be considered.  
The impact of climate change must be considered when planning expansion and development. There is little point in developing 
on land that will be rendered unusable in 15 years by wetter weather and increases in frequency and duration of flooding.  



Improvements to green transportation and the transport network in general should be given a high priority. Trowbridge is a 
commuter town, and that must be factored into changes. Particularly outside of the town centre, (in outer villages like Staverton 
and Hilperton, which most do not consider to actually be part of Trowbrige) there is a large amount of heavy traffic. Traffic in 
these areas is affected by changes made in other towns and so must be considered. 
In addition to the villages in point 7, Staverton should be included. The village is closer to Holt and Bradford on Avon than to 
much of Trowbridge. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. Much of areas 4 and 5 form part of the River Avon flood plane. 
Much of area 4 spends a siginificant amount of the year in flood, especially sections close to the main road which runs through 
Staverton. The amount of flooding appears to have increased in recent years, probably due to climate change. Building on this 
area will exacerbate the problem, which (if recent experience is anything to go by) will get worse.  
The road through area 4 is often extremely busy, and prior to the pandemic it was common for traffic to queue along Hammond 
Way towards the Consortium. Change to traffic systems in Bradford on Avon, Melksham, and Bath have knock on effects to 
traffic in area 4, and it is my view that without significant improvements to infrastructure linking Bath with the North of Wiltshire 
this situation will not improve in future.  
The bridge next to the factory at Staverton is also very old, narrow and often floods.   
Must of the land in area 5 forms the only easily accessible green space with easy pedestrian access. The foot paths from near 
the entrance to Marsh Farm, across the top of the field and then along the south side of the canal are a commonly used dog 
walking route with excellent views across towards Devizes. Filling the region with housing would ruin the aesthetics of the area. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Flooding, traffic and aesthetics. 
 

 



TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Brownfield sites such as the Bowyer factory, or other sites as they vacate. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P019 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I refer to "site 4" (Staverton) and "site 5" (Hilperton) on page 8 of the Local Plan. The scale of growth for these sites are 
inappropriate for the villages they are destined. Due to access roads out of Staverton village being via a single lane three way 
traffic light controlled stone bridge, extra volume in use needs careful consideration. The bridge is very old, and already has lots 
of weight carriage as it copes with commercial and industrial vehicles.the volume of traffic at peak times is already very high, 
resulting in long queues both I Tom and out of the village. Actual traffic volumes should be measured before this decision 
becomes a credible choice. The brownfield target should be made in recognition and sympathy to the local conditions, within a 
village site. Staverton and Hilperton are not to be classed as North Trowbridge - they are villages in their own right. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 



 
There is no mention of Staverton under item 7 above, and Staverton has a real need to have a balance of the need for 
accommodation, versus the need to protect the individual identity of the village, which has a close knit community 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No the sites in Staverton and Hilperton are not appropriate. The increase in traffic through the village would be significant. Traffic 
flow will become more problematic than it currently is, and it is bad at peak times already, with insufficient car parking for school 
traffic (Staverton Primary School and Staverton Emmaus School). Also the identity of the villages would be lost with a volume 
build such as that proposed. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Road usage. Village entry and exit roads. School traffic and increased danger of schoolchildren traffic twice a day within 
Staverton. Village identity sacrificed - Staverton is a close knit community and this would be fundamentally changed. The bridge 
and three way traffic control over the bridge, is an already pressured junction, which can not absorb 5000 extra homes and over 
1100 extra cars. As the key entry and exit route for the village, this is the biggest issue. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Measure Staverton bridge traffic at peak times currently ( this needs to be done post lockdown to achieve a correct count) and 
measure the time it takes for the queue to be gone. Then multiply that queue by anticipated extra traffic (1100 extra cars) and 
work out the delay at peak times, to the ability to exit and enter the village via this route. This will evidence that a new road 
parallel to the bridge would have to be built, with no requirement for a single lane system controlled by three way lights as is the 
current state of play. In Hilperton measure the traffic which has to park on the streets due to insufficient parking currently, and 



consider traffic flow with up to 1100 new cars daily trying to drive through this congested road. Measure how long it takes to 
travers Horse Road currently and multiply that by the % of increased anticipated traffic through new build having to use the same 
road. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Yes. In this case it is imperative that Access and traffic flow through village sites. Staverton is not North Trowbridge, it is a village 
in its own right with a close knit community and an already congested access route into and out of the village 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
This decision is not the right decision for these two village sites of Staverton and Hilperton, due to the access points, traffic flow, 
village identity, car parking and ‘feel’ of our community. The villages are not adequately geared for increasing their population by 
these vast numbers. High levels of concern also, for the safety of children and parents using the two Staverton village schools 
daily, with significant extra volume on the roads from new build homes. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P020 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
As a Wingfield resident of some 53 years,  still firmly believe that the village status as greenbelt land should remain unchanged. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P021 
 

 
Consultee code: Other 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The reasoning for over-provision of housing around Trowbridge is that it’s necessary to provide enough pupils to make a 
secondary school viable.  A secondary school site was allocated as part of the Ashton Park development, but this site is now 
recognised to be too small. 
A secondary school for the eastern side of Trowbridge is long overdue and is supported.  However the rationale behind the 
allocation of 2,600 houses in Staverton and Hilperton to achieve it is not fully explained.  It’s not clear what other options, if any, 
have been considered.   
If the allocations do go ahead it’s essential to make sure previous mistakes are not repeated, and a clear timetable and funding 
stream for the secondary school needs to be provided before the allocation is confirmed. 
Brownfield targets are easily bypassed by developers and in the context of this plan review are largely irrelevant.  Allocating large 
greenfield sites just makes them even more irrelevant. 
Statements in this response about mitigation must not be taken to indicate support for the proposals. 
 



 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
i  You refer to housing to meet local needs but you don’t define ‘local’.  The scale of housing proposed exceeds the requirements 
of Trowbridge and surrounding villages.  Housing to meet genuinely local needs would probably be supported by local 
communities.   
ii  - iv  The suggested benefits to Trowbridge town centre are doubtful.  In particular large-scale building on the edge of the town 
will not reduce traffic congestion, but will have the opposite effect. 
vi.  The reasoning for over-provision of housing around Trowbridge is that it’s necessary to provide enough pupils to make a 
secondary school viable.  A secondary school site was allocated as part of the Ashton Park development, but this site is now 
recognised to be too small. 
A secondary school for the eastern side of Trowbridge is long overdue and is supported.  However the rationale behind the 
allocation of 2,600 houses in Staverton and Hilperton to achieve it is not fully explained.  It’s not clear what other options, if any, 
have been considered.   
If the allocations do go ahead it’s essential to make sure previous mistakes are not repeated, and a clear timetable and funding 
stream for the secondary school needs to be provided before the allocation is confirmed. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  Existing allocations, including brownfield sites, should be built out first.  The justification for allowing the built-up area of 
Trowbridge to leap-frog and absorb the villages of Staverton and Hilperton is weak.  The logic used to suggest environmental and 
other benefits in paras 27 – 31 is very twisted. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 



The B3105 is inadequate for current traffic levels and would be overwhelmed by the proposed developments in Staverton and 
Hilperton. A new road system capable of carrying through traffic, replacing the B3105, would be needed.  Usable footpath and 
cycle routes should be provided instead of the inadequate ones suggested on the concept plan.  This should include links to Holt.  
A bus service from Trowbridge to Bradford on Avon via Staverton should be introduced. Statements in this response about 
mitigation must not be taken to indicate support for the proposals. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Existing allocations, including brownfield sites, should be built out first. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Green and blue infrastructure:  Include Holt as a nearby settlement to be connected by foot and cycle ways.  Discount the canal 
towpath as a cycle route as it’s too narrow for large numbers of pedestrians and cyclists. 
Health:  the impact of poor air quality on residents near the B3105 in Staverton should be considered 
Housing needs:  figures should be re-assessed and updated. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Planning Policy 
Under the Wiltshire Core Strategy Staverton Marina is within the Trowbridge Town Policy Limit.  The old part of the village along 
the B3105 is classed as open countryside where development is not normally permitted.   
Based on this policy recent applications for new dwellings in Old Staverton have been refused, with refusal supported on appeal.   
17/06040/FUL: Land at Staverton: Change of use and extension of existing agricultural building to a dwelling house with 
residential curtilage and a new access: 06/07/2017 – refused.  Appeal dismissed. 



15/10668/FUL: 39 Staverton: 04/11/2015: Demolition of single storey former piggery building and erection of single storey 
dwelling (retirement home) and alterations to vehicular access – refused. 
Proposed allocations 
‘Site 4 North Trowbridge’ (sic) is in Staverton parish.  Proposed allocation ‘Site 5 North-east Trowbridge’ is in Hilperton parish. 
The reasoning for over-provision of housing around Trowbridge is that it’s necessary to provide enough pupils to make a 
secondary school viable.  A secondary school site was allocated as part of the Ashton Park development, but this site is now 
recognised to be too small. 
A secondary school for the eastern side of Trowbridge is long overdue and is supported.  However the rationale behind the 
allocation of 2,600 houses in Staverton and Hilperton to achieve it is not fully explained.  It’s not clear what other options, if any, 
have been considered.   
If the allocations do go ahead it’s essential to make sure previous mistakes are not repeated, and a clear timetable and funding 
stream for the secondary school needs to be provided before the allocation is confirmed. 
Comments on the proposed Staverton allocation 
The site, along with the proposed Hilperton allocation, should not be taken forward at this stage.  Other previously allocated sites, 
including town centre brownfield sites, should be built out first.  The justification for allocating sites 4 and 5 is weak and should be 
re-assessed. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P022 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): none 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



No, the road infrastructure already struggles to handle current traffic levels, increasing the traffic no changes to the road 
infrastructure will lead to disaster. There will be gridlock and it will be dangerous for pedestrians trying to cross roads, and in 
addition there are the children at Staverton school to consider. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Trafic levels 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Consider locations close to main roads, the B3105 cannot be considered a main road. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Roads, traffic levels and road safety, and, of course, polution levels created by the additional traffic near schools and current 
residential areas 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P023 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The target for brownfield site development is ridiculously low. Some businesses in the town centre should be relocated to 
industrial/light industrial areas e.g. Shanley’s scrap yard. No green field should be built on until the old Bowyers site has been 
fully exploited for residential building. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Top of the list should be mitigation against increased traffic from these proposed developments. The road through Staverton 
needs significant improvement as part of the residential scheme including bridge improvement to enable continual two way traffic 
flow. 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I do not have an issue with the choice of sites but do have an issue with the seemingly low investment in additional infrastructure 
including more of a green buffer along the canal on the Staverton side. These houses can not be built in Hilperton or Staverton 
without road improvement. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Improvement to local roads to accommodate extra traffic. Ensure that sufficient parking is allowed for on all new developments. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
No comment 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Improvement to Trowbridge town centre including regeneration. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P024 
 

 
Consultee code: Landowner 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
ALL BROWNFIELS SITES SHOULD BE USED UP BEFORE ANY GREENFIELD SITES ARE EVEN CONSIDERED 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Hilperton does not need any further devolopment. The scheme North East is boardering on RIDICULOUS 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
NO, THE CONCRETING OVER OF THE GREENFIELD SITES AT (5|) AND (6) ARE UNNECASSARY UNTHOUGHT OUT AND 
NOT NEED, YOU ARE DESTROYING WILTSHIRE. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
DESTRUCTION OF WILTSHIRE COUNTRY SIDE, DESTROYING THE ESSENCE OF HILPERTON. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
GREEN FARM LAND, TRAFFIC AND GREEN HOUSE GASES. THE TOTAL DESTRUCTION OF VALUABLE CROP 
GROWING LAND. INSENSATIVE PLANNING. NO THOUGHT TO FUTURE NEED OF THE COUNTRY FOR FOOD.  
TRY BUILDING ON BOWYERS SITE FIRST. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
WELL FIRSTLY THERE IS NO EMPLOYMENT OF REAL IMPORTANCE WITH EXPANSION LIKELY IN TROWBRIDGE. TAKE 
ALL THE EMPTY UNITS ON WHITE HORSE BUSINESS PARK. WE DO NOT NEED TO BE A DORMATARY TOWN. WHERE 
ARE ALL THESE PEOPLE GOING TO WORK, WHERE ARE THE CHILDREN GOING TO GO TO SCHOOL, WHAT MEDICAL 
FACILITIES ARE AVAILABLE.  WHERE IS THE POWER, THE WATER, THE WASTE GOING TO COME FROM. 

 
Further comments 
 

THE NORTH EAST OF TROWBRIDGE PLAN IS ILL THOUGHT OUT, NOT NEEDED, AND DESTRUCTION OF USEFUL AND 
PRODUCTIVE FARM LAND. THERE IS LITTLE OR NO EMPLOYMENT IN THIS AREA THAT REQUIRE IS MANY HOUSES. 
USE BROWN FIELD FIRST. YOU ARE WREAKING WILTSHIRE. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P025 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am writing to voice my concern of the proposed building of houses at the edge of staverton from the edge of the Nestle factory 
towards Hilperton. I moved to Cottles Barton in Staverton nearly three years ago now (nearest to this proposed site) and am 
concerned by three things. Firstly the fact that the fields get so waterlogged they look more like a giant pond and also the 
gardens of mine and all my neighbours houses are underwater at this moment in time and has been for over two months and we 
are several hundred yards away from the fields. My lawn is now mud with water above it by two inches. My poor dog will not 
venture into the 'new' water feature and if she does I have to wash her feet each time and wash the floor of my lounge several 
times a day. We put vinyl down after the first winter here as carpet would be ruined. With seven hundred new houses built on this 
land I really cannot see waste water  
not being a big problem.  
Secondly, the traffic which travels through Staverton to Holt or Bath, or into Staverton to access Trowbridge will cause huge 
congestion with even longer queues due to the narrow bridge which recently had flood gates installed. Apparently the bridge will 
not be enlarged but even if it were the traffic lights below will still cause hold ups and what happens when that area floods again? 



All this traffic will be using detours causing mayhem elsewhere. As it is we have huge queues of traffic using this estate as a cut 
through from the marina end to this end to access the main road and try to beat queuing for the lights. I know there is a sign near 
the marina roundabout saying no access to cereal factory but people are not taking notice of it if they think they can save time. 
Due to lockdown we have been able to sleep with our windows open as not disturbed by traffic noise at 7.30am every weekday 
as temporarily quieter due to lockdown.  
Thirdly, although my children are no longer at school I worry about the effect 700 houses will impact on the school. I cannot 
believe the school will be able to cope with such a large growth of children who require to use it. Also the nursery next to it. The 
local Trowbridge health centre will also struggle I fear with such a massive increase in patients. There is a national shortage of 
doctors with many more due to retire so it really needs to be given more thought as to where houses are built.  
Floodplains are not a wise choice, let alone near a road that gets closed due to flooding regularly as well as a very small school 
and overworked health centre.   
I have never objected to proposed building of homes at any time in my life but I truly believe the floodplains here are not suitable 
or the infrastructure.  
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P026 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The figure should be lower, especially in the area between Hilperton and Staverton. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
I agree with these priorities 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
No I do not think these are the most appropriate sites to build on. My main concern is the level of traffic and flooding. At rush hour 
there is already a high volume of traffic through Staverton back to Hilperton Marsh, which will only get worse with the proposed 
plan, as many commute towards Bath and the M4. Also the access to Whaddon Lane is a concern, as the lane is far too narrow 
for the traffic that already uses it, yet alone adding any additional traffic, the house on the corner of Whaddon Lane to Hill Street 
has already been hit and damaged on several occasion due to the narrow entrance to the Lane, and this raises safety concerns. 
Flooding is also a concern, currently the fields between Hilperton Marsh and Staverton flood every year, and occasionally this 
floods the road to Staverton as well. If houses are build on this land where will this water go? It will inevitably cause more flooding 
of the road, making the main route out of the village toward Bath impassable, and the potential flood impact this could have on 
the houses that already exist in the villages. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

Levels of traffic, safety, flooding, and maintaining green spaces for nature and recreation 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

I think there is need for some level of development, and the area would definitely benefit from more facilities, such as a 
secondary School. However I believe the scale of growth that has been suggested is far too large and will consume the existing 
villages. There needs to be a protection of the village heritage for Hilperton and Staverton, as well as addressing other concerns 
such as traffic and flooding in the area. Hilperton has been a significantly more pedestrian friendly village since Elizabeth Way 
was opened, and this proposal will see that totally reversed. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P027 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
There should definitely be more brownfield site development. 370 out of thousands is a ridiculous imbalance. Also in need for 
consideration is the type of housing, we need more starter homes which are smaller & less land required. Brownfield sites should 
be considered before further greenfields. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Well, you've completely missed off the importance of residence needs outside of Trowbridge. The individual identities of of the 
surrounding villages are being sacrificed for creating a large metropolis, with little or no open spaces.  It's not just about having 
Biss meadows - which btw is hard to access for anyone not within walking distance, but about having open spaces to create 



clean air, rather than a built up area with a few walkways & small parks by the sides of roads. From all other developments with 
little exception, none of the above are a concern for Wiltshire council, it's all about how much money can be taken for 
development, rather than any regard for human or environmental health, accessible housing or facilities. No previous 
development has demonstrated any of these concerns. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, A lot of it is flood land, for  start by the canal & river. Hilperton has already seen huge amounts of development through 
Paxcroft/Castlemead & now The Gap. Developing this further areas to this degree will destroy all open spaces left to all the 
people of the surrounding areas who use this land recreationally & depend on it. (as a  childminder, dog owner & runner, I use 
these areas to teach the children about farming & wildlife, walk the dogs in clean air where they can run off-lead, & where  I run 
where there is no traffic - I have asthma; non of which I personally will be able to do if this development goes ahead & I am not 
alone)  The traffic will be diabolical, Staverton struggles on a normal day & getting through Trowbridge & Melksham is already 
congested at busy time, the infrastructure just isn't there.  Any belief that people will use more sustainable transport is a  fantasy, 
people will always want their cars & independence that it offers. Anyone living in these areas (myself included would have to get 
in a car to travel to less built up areas, adding to the traffic. Plus most people will have to commute as their is limited employment 
around Trowbridge, the trains are already overflowing and I have addressed the traffic issues. We have no infrastructure, where 
will people shop? Go to the doctor? Dentist? Considering these facilities are already over-subscribed in Trowbridge area. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Flood plains, Traffic congestion, Damage to the environment & wildlife. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 



Distributing housing across broader areas, adding a few houses to a wider variety of areas, instead of lumping thousands of 
houses in huge housing estates on areas that have already had vast development & environmental impact. Consider 
infrastructure of all needs - not just schooling. It's not just about seeing a green area & thinking 'oh we can build on that'. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
When you consider 'health' do you actually consider what building massive housing developments of open green spaces has on 
people physical & mental health? I don't think you do. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
You never listen to any comments anyway. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P028 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Figure should be lower and NO building should be undertaken on farming land producing foodstuffs. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Priority should be given to existing residents in all areas.  Hilperton is a separate village and does not need to become a suburb 
of Trowbridge.  There is insufficient infrastructure in Trowbridge to support more residents.  The town centre is dying by degrees. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Totally disagree.  Building here would completely destroy the village ambience of Hilperton.  This land is used for producing food 
which is far more important. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
There is no infrastructure in place to support more property in this area.  Roads are narrow and already very busy during certain 
times. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
There are no jobs and no useful shops.  Trowbridge town centre is a dead area with more shops closing regularly. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
All greenfield sites should be sacrosanct. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

We recently moved to Hilperton and the fact it is surrounded by green fields and country lanes was our main reason for moving 
here.  If our view is going to be ruined by thousands of new houses, we will be seeking compensation. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P029 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes there should be a brownfield target as there are plenty of areas within Trowbridge ie the old Bowyers site which has been 
derelict for years 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Building more houses in the outlying villages is not going to make the centre of Trowbridge any more appealing as a destination 
for visitors. Concentrate on revamping the town centre with interesting shops and cafes and make more of the green spaces 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
These are not appropriate sites to build. These are areas of farmland which are vitally important for agriculture and wildlife 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
There should be large areas designated as conservation and wildlife zones - not just a few measly trees planted 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Look again at how the brownfield sites within the town can be put to better use 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The mental health of the residents of these areas that will have to suffer the increased traffic, disruption of services and 
months/years of living within a building site 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P030 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



We would like to object to the house ing plans for land running from Staverton through Hilperton to Wadden lane and beyond. As 
All of this land runs parallel with the river and canal you must know that a lot of the land is under water for several months of the 
year ( as is the case at the moment) we have lived on the Marsh for over 40 years and there has always be a drainage of water 
problem. That’s why we still have ditches running along under most of the surrounding hedges . This would become a serious 
problem if we had  Hundreds of extra houses adding to that water table . Traffic from that many houses added to the hundreds of 
extra cars already come ing from the Paxcroft Estate  would also be a Hugh problem and have a very detrimental impact on all of 
the Village community. We would have a much higher level of pollution from the traffic and this as well has the proposed housing 
would have a devastating impact on all wild life. The Village would also become a suburb of Trowbridge which would ruin yet 
another Village As Wadden is so old that it is recorded in the Doomsday  Book , surly we should be looking to preserve these 
spaces not surround then with housing estates. We totally understand that more houses have to be built but feel you have still not 
used available land within the Village boundaries.i.e. Hilperton Gap and infill . We would therefore ask you accept our objections 
on these grounds. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P031 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Wiltshire Council Consultation on their Draft Local Plan 2016- 2036  
Dear Sir Madam  
We wish to object to the proposed Draft Local Plan.  
Our objections are based on two main principles these being firstly that the Draft Plan does not take into account either the 
Hilperton Village Design Statement (VDS) or the Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) and secondly that there are several 
issues which make locations now proposed for large scale housing development unsuitable.  
Hilperton Village Design Statement and Neighbourhood Development Plan 
The evidence based VDS and NDP plans for Hilperton have been generated by the local community and Parish Council and 
therefore represent the will of the people. Both the Vision Statement and Neighbourhood Development plan also align with the 
Wiltshire Core Strategy which recognises that Local villages including Hilperton should "retain their identity and separation from 
Trowbridge". The Draft Local Plan 2016-2036 itself identifies the need to retain the identity of Hilperton but the proposal 
contained within it totally disregards this principle and is therefore not acceptable. Hilperton would effectively become swallowed 



up by Trowbridge by the addition of thousands of houses, not required by Hilperton, on its northern edge when the village has 
already been doubled in size on its eastern and south sides by the Paxcroft Mead development that effectively joins Hilperton to 
Trowbridge. The effect of the proposed plan would be to surround Hilperton by the expansion of Trowbridge.  
The Hilperton Neighbourhood Plan identifies the need for only very limited additional housing compared with the thousands that 
are proposed now in the Draft Local Plan and it is apparent that Hilperton is now targeted for Trowbridge overspill housing when 
other areas of Trowbridge do not have the same constraints and infrastructure limitations. 
The areas now proposed for development in the Draft Trowbridge Local Plan are unsuitable for large scale development.  
There are many practical reasons which inhibit the proposed development which include: 
1. Much of the land proposed for housing is a flood plain/soak away retaining water that would otherwise quickly run directly 
into local water courses. Water logging is often evident alongside Marsh Road during periods of wet weather and the road was 
historically named for very good reasons. The Trowbridge Local Plan recognises the need for planned development to cope with 
"increased rainfall and summer drying" The consequences of the proposed building on large areas to the land would be twofold: 
a. Water "run off" would rapidly increase flooding at Staverton and also increase the risk of flooding at Bradford on A van 
where flood defences are already needed. 
b. Water would back up into Hill Street causing flooding and overcoming the surface water drain from Hill street that the 
Council has enlarged at public expense in recent years. At present the water from Hill Street drains onto the meadows that the 
plan now proposes to build on. 
2. The Draft Plan takes no account of the Traffic management that is already a problem in the area and we note the following 
as examples. 
a. At peak times of day there is already Traffic congestion at the one way traffic road bridge at Staverton Village with long 
queues of traffic in both directions. Typically traffic queues though Staverton Village beyond the junction with Marsh road. This in 
tum results in some traffic coming from Trowbridge using Horse Road to join Marsh Road to gain priority right of way at the mini 
roundabout outside the Kings Arms public house. In the opposite direction traffic queues back along the B3 l 05 to the junction 
with the B3 l 07 which joins Bradford on A van to Melksham. An increase in traffic to accommodate an additional large scale 
housing scheme will overwhelm the existing road infrastructure leading to severe congestion and pollution. The increased 
flooding risk noted at I .above would also mean that this route out of the Trowbridge area would be closed by flooding on more 
occasions. 
b. Additional school traffic would exasperate Traffic congestion and pollution with the present secondary schools being 
located on the other side of Trowbridge or Bradford on A van. Should an additional secondary school be included in the proposed 
development, as recognised as an option, this in turn would cause an influx of traffic into Hilperton at peak traffic times. 
c. The plan proposes access to some of the new development on to a new "spine road" with access from Waddon Lane. This is 
completely impracticable as there is already difficulty for traffic turning left into Waddon Lane from Hill Street if there is any traffic 



already on Waddon Lane near this junction. This junction is in the heart of the village in the Hilperton Conservation Area and the 
property on the comer of this junction hass been damaged by traffic attempting to navigate this junction. 
In summary our objections are that the Draft Trowbridge Local Plan does not align with the principles defined in existing Hilperton 
Plans and Wilshire Core Strategies to maintain the individual identity of Hilperton Village. Furthermore the nature of the land and 
constraints of the local infrastructure are such as to make the plan unsuitable. Other areas of Trowbridge do not have these 
constraints. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P032 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The huge Greenfield proposals are abhorrent and will remove much need recreation land for mental wellbeing.  The pollution in 
development of these areas would mean a significant increase in pollution from associated traffic levels and bring drastically 
increased congestion on staverton's already busy road across the river. This will also bring increased noise pollution levels for 
those living on this road. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, see previous reply. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
See previous answers 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Look at brown field site only. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The devastation such a large development would bring to staverton by way of a huge rise in traffic levels, increase in noise and 
pollution levels. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Please dont build in staverton . 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P033 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



Our comments are focussed on the proposed developments in area 5 (north-east Trowbridge), and in particular the suitability of 
this area for development on the scale that is proposed; 
Question TB3 – do you agree these sites are the most appropriate on which to build? 
No, for the following reasons; 
• The proposals would have a huge negative impact on the character of the village of Hilperton. Despite the intentions 
referred to in the document to preserve this character, to completely surround the village with new urban development would 
irretrievably change the nature of the village and its context in the landscape. The loss of its remaining links with agriculture and 
the rural economy would also change its function. In effect, it would become just another suburb of Trowbridge rather than a 
village in its own right. 
• On a personal level, the impact on our home of the last 27 years would be immense. We chose to buy this house because 
of its situation, surrounded by fields, with views over farmland and immediate access to open countryside and a variety of 
footpaths and byways. The proposals would surround us with, in the short term, a building site, and in the longer term, a large 
urban-style development completely out of character with the village in which we chose to live, and with its attendant increase in 
noise, visual intrusion and light pollution, and loss of amenity. 
• When we moved, we noted that the character of the village and the situation of the house we were buying was protected 
by the Village Planning Limit, which runs behind and around our property and which would, we believed, safeguard us from 
adjacent development. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 



 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
On a more general level, we are concerned that there does not appear to have been adequate notice given of this consultation. 
Although the proposals it contains will have a huge impact on our lives, and of many other people who live near the proposed 
developments, we only heard about them a few days ago (20th February), when our local councillor wrote to us individually 
(having been unable to do a leaflet drop due to Covid). We do not recall seeing anything drawing attention to the proposals, 
either online or in the press. Many of our neighbours, and other people in the village to whom we have since talked about it, also 
had not heard anything. 
Several of our neighbours have also been unable to access the proposals on the internet, and because of Covid it has been 
difficult to share the information we have seen with them. This is compounded because the pdf maps in the Plan are so small and 
of such poor resolution that they are very difficult to read on screen, let alone print out in a legible form. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P034 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

In respect of the proposals put forward for housing at Staverton and Hilperton village.  
Not everyone has a notification letter, I’ve spoken to 2 families recently backing onto the proposed area and they knew nothing 
about it.  
This development will affect far more people than those backing the area, traffic at Staverton and through Hilperton especially 
near the school at Staverton, and any satellite roads proposed, will increase safety concerns particularly to local schools.  
Whaddon Lane is too small to take more traffic and can’t be widened near Hilperton Village hall, so a link through to a bigger road 
may lead to residents using it as a short cut. This in turn will cause a blockage through the older narrower roads. Victoria Moore’s 
house on the corner has already been damaged several times due to the the tight corner.  
There is also the flooding aspect, Marsh Road was named for that very reason, it’s marshland. Rainwater runs down and drains 
from the villages to the fields behind, any drains or dykes blocked will result in floods in Hill Street and Staverton as it was before 
the costly repairs the Council had to do more recently. There has also been no provision, in these plans, for a new bridge over 
the river Avon. The current ancient Pack Horse bridge is single track and already at full capacity with lengthy queues several 
times a day. Plus, with less land for drainage near the flood plain, the Causeway would be inundated and impassable more often.  
This is a Trowbridge plan not taking consideration of the ‘Hilperton’ or ‘Staverton’ village plans, we are not Trowbridge. 
Parts of Paxcroft were changed from being part of Hilperton to being in Trowbridge and their Council Rates went up by a 
considerable amount (I know people affected by this). More reason to keep Hilperton and Staverton under our village status. This 
is a Doomsday book recorded village. Who do we need to get involved for this council to start taking notice of the history you are 
deliberately eradicating. As Said before, this affects everyone in these villages.  



We understand that this consultation is a legal required and therefore merely paying lip service to those that contribute financially 
to the community.  
What will it take for this to stop? 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P035 
 

 
Consultee code: Statutory Body 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Sport England 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
No comment 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Creation of a healthy, inclusive sustainable town.  this can be done in part through the use of  Sport England and Public Health 
England’ Active Design: https://www.sportengland.org/how-we-can-help/facilities-and-planning/design-and-cost-guidance/active-
design when designing new housing and in environmental improvements 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No comment 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
that there is no sport usage 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
no comment 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
No 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
no 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P036 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Personal 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
As much should be built on brownfield sites as possible before greenfield sites are built on 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
There appears to be no priorities to the provision of services and amenities e.g health ( dentists, hospitals etc) 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
Generally yes but provision should be considered to building on land to the southwest of Trowbridge 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Ensure that the land between Semington / Little Marsh and the newly built area is designated as green belt / protected so that a 
separation permanently exists between these two settlements and Trowbridge and ensure that urban sprawl does not continue 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Consider building to the south west of Trowbridge I.e in the Southwick area 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
No 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P037 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Ridiculous to add this many houses we do have enough amenities to support this and building on green fields and marsh land is 
disgusting. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Firstly you need to sort the bridge and roads into Trowbridge we cannot support anymore heavy traffic and the roads are not 
good enough 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, Staverton and hilperton are already saturated with houses and the roads cannot support this 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
This marsh land and green fields for the residents that already live here, otherwise we will have nowhere. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Bowyers site and any other areas that need redevelopment do not build on green land 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Roads and infrastructure to be able 
To withstand demand. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P038 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): None 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The growth of the town outstrips the services it supplies - the town centre should be the target for any investment as there are no 
facilities or draw to it - the above already states there is no need for additional employment land so the town centre is going to 
stay as half wasteland?? 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
As per my last answer - without having read the above -  the town needs major investment and on-site housing to rejuvenate it 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
NO - this area has no roadway infrastructure and is an area of beauty 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Road access and this infrastructure - loss of wildlife 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
It should consider areas that have not had their fair share of expansion - Hilperton (paxcroft-mead) has only recently been 
extended with leap gate, now you want to put another 2000+ houses within a mile or so of this ?? 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
There is not adequate infrastructure on the Hilperton Marsh side of Trowbridge - it does not need any more unless you add this 
housing development - by adding this it further compounds the destruction of this village which is un-necessary 

 
Further comments 
 

This plan has not been given any proper thought and does not provide any benefit to either Hilperton (Village) nor Trowbridge 
which it is supposed to support. You should consider properly developing Trowbridge with these houses and making it a place to 
visit not avoid. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P039 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Private 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Too high for the current infrastructure.  Brownfield sites should be given maximum priority 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
I agree with these priorities 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
Not enough knowledge to say 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Supporting development of necessary infrastructure (roads, schools, community services etc) to be included in development 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Maximum development of brownfield sites 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Broadband 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Whilst I appreciate the need for new housing and the potential benefits this brings to the town, developing the supporting 
infrastructure needs to be included in any planning approval 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P040 
 

 
Consultee code: Other 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Save hilperton and 
staverton 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



The road that runs outside our house all ready has speeding motorists going up and down it which would only exceed with more 
houses being built. The roads around hilperton and staverton would only be even more congested from the kings arms 
roundabout to the traffic lights by the bridge that crosses the Avon which even floods in the winter months and is closed at times, 
the roads around hilperton and staverton are just not adequate for more traffic. Is there enough work in Trowbridge to justify 
building here without making more traffic to commute every day on the all ready congested country roads  
I moved here from Swindon 2 years ago to get away from the mental strain of living in a big town only to find out your planning to 
build on a boundary that was set out not to be developed on by the council itself as recently as feb 2020 in the Wiltshire housing 
site allocation plan. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
None 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Congested roads 
Is there enough employment in Trowbridge to justify more people moving here without more commuting 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The roads are not adequate for more traffic 

 
Further comments 
 

None 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P041 
 

 
Consultee code: Other 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Save hilperton and 
staverton 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I have speeding motorists going up and down the road outside my house without even more houses being built, the road from the 
kings arms to staverton traffic lights is all ready congested and this roads gets closed in the winter months due to flooding  
Is there enough employment in Trowbridge to justify building more houses for more cars to be commuting on the country roads to 
there place of work 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Congestion On roads that are not adequate to take even more traffic 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Would loose the characters of the villages 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Roads are not adequate, flooding  
 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Save hilperton and staverton as villages not part of a town 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P042 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Brownfield should be used wherever possible. The last 12 months has shown how important greenfield land is to support local 
communities for mental and physical well being. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Protecting village identities and greenfield should be the top priorities. Ensuring the appropriate infrastructure for enhancement of 
residential development is in place should also be a top priority (e.g. don’t allow village roads to become congested following 
residential development). 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. The current (transport) infrastructure supporting Staverton and Hilperton cannot support this size of development. The 
identity of both villages will be lost and the amount of traffic resulting from this development will make life unbearable in the 
villages and dangerous to it’s residents. The proposals included in these documents do not show how this would be avoided.  A 
solution could be to ensure one end of Church Street is closed to avoid through traffic. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Traffic routes to and from the proposed development must be fully considered and any increase in traffic through Staverton and 
Hilperton will severely reduce the quality of life in these villages. In addition the protection of the current greenfield areas in these 
villages are crucial to the mental and physical well being of its residents (and other local members of the Trowbridge area 
society). 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 



 
The importance to the residents of Staverton, Hilperton and the wider Trowbridge area of the greenfield areas identified in these 
proposals cannot be underestimated. As the last 12 months have shown the mental and physical health of our society is critical 
and the access to and use of greenfield areas such as those currently under review are intricate to that well being. The 
undoubted and significant increase in road traffic in Staverton and Hilperton, resulting from this proposed development, will also 
seriously impact the well-being and safety of the current residents of these villages, especially in streets such as Church Street, 
Hill Street and Horse Road. These streets were originally built to take carry a fraction of the traffic they now support and to add 
the increase in traffic resulting from a 2,600 house development including multiple education facilities is unthinkable and a direct 
threat to the residents of the villages. If infrastructure is built to avoid this potentially damaging increase in local traffic then some 
of the above concerns could be addressed. An example of this would be to ensure local through roads such as Church Street are 
turned into No Through roads. Additionally ensuring the appropriate cycling paths and walking routes to and from areas such as 
the local canals and footpaths are provided will help to alleviate my main concerns regarding the impact of this proposed 
development. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P043 
 

 
Consultee code: Other 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Hilperton and staverton 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes lower 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Not enough work places in Trowbridge to build more houses here 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
No, our property is directly opposite and looks out on fields and was the reason we bought the property.  At present we see dear 
foxes and wildlife which will deteriorate if built on. Also the village has character and does not need to be expanded and be like a 
town. We already have speeding traffic and feel that if this was to go ahead a lot of the community will leave as it will cause too 
much congestion, pollution, over crowding ,traffic and flooding which we already suffer at staverton.  We walk our dogs on the 
fields and see a lot of other dog walkers, where will we go now. The fields are there to provide silage for the animals and with 
less fields and less animals it will feel like a town. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Congestion, pollution, traffic, over crowding, loss of wildlife and places to walk dogs 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Is there enough work in this town to justify the amount of houses you want to build, this will put more people travelling through 
country lanes and polluting wildlife. We have not got motorway access as a village and want it to stay small. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Traffic congestion, bus routes, other routes in out village to stop busy speeding traffic 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P044 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Lower 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



No, site regularly floods and the bridge is a bottleneck for traffic 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Traffic and safety 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Build on the empty site next to the train station, it is criminal that has just been left to become more and more derelict, make use 
of the spaces already available 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P045 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I disagree with the proposed development especially the site chosen. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
As above. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
As above. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
I feel there is not the infrastructure to support this build, that traffic will come through Hilperton Village again and that there will be 
severe congestion. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
I think alternatives need to be sought. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
As above. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
N/A. As above. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P046 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
2,600 new houses on adjacent sites is too many for the current local infrastructure.  Brownfield sites should be given greater 
priority. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Greater priority should be placed on cycle routes 
 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
The Staverton and Hilperton sites are flood risks. The B3105 in normal times is very busy, especially at rush hour and there are 
no plans to build a by-pass.The road was not built to cope with an estimated extra 5000 + cars though Staverton. No new bridge 
is planned to cope with this volume of traffic. 
The current canal path is an important cycling and walking route, which is already deteriorating with the current use.  Any extra 
use could result in the path becoming unusable for cyclists 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
They should not be built on 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Brownfield sites in and around the town, in particular the Bowyers site 
 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Access to the A361 or a new bridge across the Avon 
 

 



Further comments 
 

 
The number of houses across the 2 sites would account for the majority of new-builds planned for Trowbridge.  Alternative sites 
to the south of Trowbridge should share the burden. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P047 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
We object to any buildings been proposed by whiltshire council on the open farmland from staverton to hilperton village.  
We live in hilperton and it would be a great shame to be over run by houses when we over look fields, we would be over looked 
by buildings stacked on top of each other, we go for nice walks through the fields and we would be absolutely gutted if that was 
taken away from us.  
These fields have been here for years and years so why take them away now? We don’t want houses put right in front of of our 
beautiful views, it’s quiet and peaceful, please keep it that way. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P048 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
As residents of Church St, Hilperton, we have become aware of proposals to build a whopping 2600 houses between our village 
and Staverton. Therefore I wanted to write to send the objections of myself and my husband- who were attracted to our lovely 
village in the first place thanks to the beautiful fields which surround us and wide, open green space. 
Aside from the fact newbuild estates are overcrowded, soulless and resemble lego land, they put an enormous amount of 
pressure on existing infrastructure such as roads. I live on the main road through Hilperton, and lots has been done to reduce 
masses of traffic down our road; if you build where proposed, traffic here will return, making it a nightmare for those of us who 
enjoy living where we do.  
Not to mention added traffic at Staverton Bridge traffic lights. I work in Corsham and pre-COVID, it would add at least15 mins to 
my journey EACH WAY just waiting at these lights. This is not only a hassle but terrible for the environment. 
Additionally, when it floods along that road, which is fairly frequent, it becomes unusable. Therefore other roads such as those to 
Melksham have to be used and again, this adds damage to the environment as my journey goes from around 30 minutes to over 



an hour. Of course, this flooding will only get worse if you build due to surface run off. And with the increases in traffic from the 
enlarged population, other roads will also be unable to cope. 
I have already mentioned how, one of the reasons we chose to live here was the vast amount of green space - which is an 
important part in making Hilperton feel as it does. We could have got more for our money living in the town but wanted a more 
rural feel, which Hilperton currently offers thanks to the fields you want to build on. Building here will seriously alter the character 
of our village and Staverton, as well as lead to the loss of habitats for wildlife. Already there isn't much of a gap between the 
villages in this area - please don't make it worse. 
The sheer number of houses you want to build is also concerning. It's like the size of another village! This would completely 
change the landscape and given part of the reason Hilperton is more expensive than nearby towns is the rural feel, I would be 
concerned that this would affect our house price too. As someone under 25 who struggled to buy what we have, this isn't 
something I can afford to happen. 
I hope that enough people stand up to this and don't allow it to happen. Whilst I am sympathetic to the fact there is a housing 
crisis, its not sustainable to develop such an enormous estate on the borders of two, already congested and fully populated, 
villages. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P049 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am writing to formally protest to the planning to build 2600 homes across hilperton and staverton. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P050 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I have just been made aware of the above proposal and strongly put forward the following objections. 
FLOODING 
It was highlighted in 2018 by the Environment Agency that surface water flooding difficulties were experienced around Paxcroft 
Brook. This is true also of the whole of Hilperton Marsh and Marsh Road areas which are barely adequately served by surface 
water drainage with the adjacent undeveloped farm and grassland existent providing welcome green storage. Additional run off 
from hard landscaping, roads etc. will only exacerbate the issue resulting from loss of the green water storage of the farmland 
adjacent to the village. Properties along Marsh Road contain the surface water drainage in the form of a drainage ditch within 
their curtilages, this green storage and transport of surface water empties via a culvert at Marsh Road/Kings Arms roundabout 
junction. This culvert is a major limiting factor to the capacity and performance of the surface water drainage for the exiting 
homes within the current settlement boundary. 
 “Marsh Road” and “Hilperton Marsh” descriptively illustrate the type of land located to the north of Marsh Road B3105 and why it 
is unsuitable for intensive or large development. Excessive development of the type and size proposed will only add to issues of 



surface water drainage taking it from marginal to flood risk, risking damage to existing settlement buildings including a number of 
listed buildings. This will be exacerbated as the proposed development is on land that provides green storage capacity for 
surface water. Increased run off from proposed new roads, pavements and hard landscaping from a large development, as 
proposed, combined with the loss of green storage will exceed the capacity of the existing drainage ditch and culvert. The 
measures in the form of SUDs green storage proposed do not have the same mitigation capacity as the many acres of green 
storage existent provide. 
WILDLIFE 
Located to the north of the B3105 the Kennett and Avon Canal Local Wildlife Site (LWS) is designated for canal, water, 
woodlands, wetland habitat connective and woodland habitat connectivity. The development will result in interruption of the 
wetland and woodland habitat connectivity. Badgers, deer, kites, foxes, woodpeckers, dormice, shrews, kestrels, buzzards, owls, 
larks, dragonflies and damselflies as well as bats use the proposed development land to the north of the settlement boundary at 
Marsh Road to nest, breed, hunt, forage and migrate between canal side and other tracts of land.  Increased traffic, noise and 
light pollution will have an adverse effect on wildlife.    
Loss of mature native trees and established hedgerows will have a negative effect on local wildlife   habitat providing nesting, 
foraging, hunting, breeding and migration routes through an area designated as a woodland and wetland connective corridor. 
ASH TREE 
Located on the proposed development boundary to the property at 43 Marsh Road is a mature Ash tree resistant to Ash Die 
Back. This important resource for the recovery of the UK Ash population would be put at risk by development beyond the 
settlement boundary. 
EMPLOYMENT:LOCAL JOBS 
The Nursery at Marsh Road and the light industrial estate at Marsh Farm provide local, sustainable, affordable premises for small 
business, self employed and craftspeople without the need for commuting.  Many of the small businesses and associated jobs 
will no doubt be lost forever. Those that survive and manage to relocate to other employment/business centres will involve 
additional commuting with the associated increase is traffic, pollution and CO2 emissions. 
HILPERTON and HILPERTON MARSH VILLAGE 
The 2017 Village Design Statement highlighted the value placed by the community on locally distinctive historic character.  The 
result was a statement that development was to reflect guidance in VDS for scale and specific historic character which defines 
the village area. The proposed development of over 2600 homes along with schools, nursery and shops will dwarf the existing 
settlement population of some 5100 (2019 Figures). Hilperton will lose its small village identity. Respecting the design of buildings 
and character of the village is an important part of sustainable development for any village (Village Design Statement [VDS 2005] 
Policy 3). The character, status and identity of any village is lost by being swallowed up by a relatively huge development of 
around 1 new house for every 2 current residents of the village which  is completely out of scale and character. The effect of 



expansion of development to the north of the existing settlement boundary as well as removing the distinct village character and 
status will also affect the Listed Buildings of the village by taking them out of their village context. 
The North East side of Trowbridge has already been extensively expanded by new developments over the years off of Hammond 
Way, at Paxcroft Mead, Leap Gate and Staverton Marina all of which have put pressure on Hilperton and Hilperton Marsh village 
identities. Development beyond, and so effective extension of, the northern settlement boundary will result in complete loss of the 
village identity and character as it becomes lost within urban sprawl. Over development of this type will result in the loss of the 
character of the local area as a whole. 
LOSS OF PRIVICY / OVERLOOKING 
Properties along the existing settlement boundary to the North of Marsh Road will be overlooked by buildings within the proposed 
new development leading to a loss of privacy and amenity for residents. 
TRAFFIC INCREASE 
There is a proposal for a spine road through the new development which will by pass the village but will exit at the King's Arms 
roundabout at the junction of Marsh Road and Hammond Way and so still within the village. The Elizabeth Way opening removed 
through traffic from the village improving air quality, reducing noise and improving the nature of village life for residents. 
Increased weight and volume of traffic will risk damage to the culvert under the existing roundabout at the Kings Arms junction of 
Marsh Road and Hammond Way which carries the whole volume of surface water drainage from the settlement to the north of 
Marsh Road as well as the run off from the green storage provided by the fields to the north of the settlement boundary. 
POLLUTION 
Air quality is good in Hilperton due to the large tracts of open countryside surrounding the settlement to the North and East. Air 
pollution from traffic has been reduced by the Elizabeth Way opening. It would be wrong to remove the green lung provided by 
the open countryside beyond the existing northern settlement boundary and so lower air quality for the residents of Hilperton. 
Noise and air pollution as well as pollution of the wetland and woodland connectivity corridors during and after construction is a 
worrying concern for the existing settlement residents as well as wildlife. 
VISUAL AMENITY 
Development of the proposed site beyond the existing settlement boundary will disrupt the visual amenity from existing 
settlements as well as from the Kennet and Avon Canal and towpath despite the proposed planting canal side. 
PLANNING POLICIES 
Preference is for housing to be built on brownfield sites rather than green field. There is already unused allocated brownfield 
development capacity in the Trowbridge area and this should be used before allocation of greenfield sites and especially those 
outside of the current settlement boundaries. Planning policy has identified the need for some 1800 new homes of which around 
300 would be provided by development of the derelict brownfield Bowyers site in Trowbridge centre. The proposal for more than 
2600 homes outside the settlement boundary is liable to result in the continued banking of brownfield development sites leaving 



Trowbridge scarred by unused derelict tracts of land making Trowbridge a less attractive place to live, do business or attract new 
business and employment to. 
LARGEST COMMUNITY AREA IN WILTSHIRE excluding SWINDON 
Trowbridge is already the largest community area in Wiltshire excluding Swindon. The imbalance of development of our market 
towns is leading to Trowbridge losing its Market Town identity whilst others in the county are losing out on investment for 
sustainable and balanced growth. 
I reiterate that I strongly oppose the above proposal. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P051 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
There should be brownfield targets in order to ensure measurement of progress. At present, brownfield objectives are too vague. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
National Covid lockdowns appear to have shown that people will seek to live in more pleasant environments and work from home 
where they can. There is also an opportunity in the reshaping of the economy to address the following together: quality of life, 
environmentally sustainability and local economic growth. If Wiltshire/Trowbridge becomes a more attractive place to dwell, 
economic development will follow. This means that the proposals may be misguided in their prioritisations and could result in 
large developments of limited attractiveness, at risk of failing to become communities. 



There should be an explicit and robust mechanism to ensure protection of greenfield sites. This should incorporate prioritising 
use of brownfield sites first (which are a. likely to increase in availability as a result of business change forced by current national 
pressures, b. more likely to have infrastructure that can be exploited rather than building new roads, etc.). At present, the Plan is 
too weak in its objective (“In Trowbridge, the Trowbridge Neighbourhood Plan is being prepared and this may (my italics) identify 
brownfield sites on which homes could be built”). This weakness could lead to the worst of both worlds. Loss of greenfield sites 
cannot be recovered from and protection must be a very high priority in order to take into account the quality of life of residents. 
Wiltshire is a rural county and that is one of the reasons people live here. 
The comments below regarding Elizabeth Way apply to the proposed “spine road” – in other words, the ostensible objectives of 
relieving traffic are undermined by the reality that drivers will simply choose the shortest route that suits them best. 
 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Maintaining the identity of the existing communities must guide selection of sites. Point 33 (Settlement Plan for Trowbridge) 
states “In this regard more recent development proposals and new communities (e.g. Paxcroft Mead) have sought to achieve.”, 
however the sentence remains incomplete/unclear. Perhaps this lack of completion reflects the questionable achievements to 
date aimed at “maintaining the integrity and identity” of Hilperton. Paxcroft Mead now has a confused identity at its margins (is it 
Trowbridge, Hilperton or Paxcroft Mead?). Elizabeth Way was presented as a development to relieve traffic, but has increasingly 
emerged as a Trojan horse for further urbanisation, exploitation by developers and encouragement for drivers to speed when 
they reach housing areas. This represents damage to communities by small cuts and could appear as part of a cynical, covert 
plan. The proposed areas for development will simply lead to greater bottlenecks and rat-runs elsewhere. It is already apparent 
that many drivers seek ways off the main road routes and it seems likely that traffic through the village of Hilperton would 
increase to the detriment of residents. Quality of life is not an optional consideration. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Ensuring quality of development, not ignoring vernacular styles, mixing private and social housing, encouraging small scale 
development pockets to ensure variety and local character, plus maintaining a rural character should be high priorities. 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The proposed combined development at sites 4 and 5 is massive compared to the existing Hilperton Village. This is not 
consistent with “maintaining the integrity and identity” of Hilperton. Perhaps some of the proposed sites are simply too large to 
meet the competing priorities and must be reduced if implemented? 
 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Comments relate to sites 4 and 5. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Both sites 4 and 5. Older people and those with limited mobility must be able to easily access pleasant external environments. 
Perhaps accessible green spaces, wildlife havens and corridors can be ensured.   
Both sites 4 and 5 will increase traffic load locally to the detriment of residents.  
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no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I wish to OBJECT  to the 2600 houses proposed by Wiltshire Council on open farmland from Staverton to Hilperton Village for the 
following reasons: 
1. The whole development is on open farmland outside the Village Settlement Boundary (set by the Council themselves as 
recently as February 2020 in The Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan) 
2. The impact of the extra traffic will add to the already existing congestion at the Staverton bridge traffic lights 
3. The plans include 1 Secondary school, 2 Primary schools and 2 Nurseries each of which will add even more traffic 
4. It will lead to severe congestion on all roads adjacent to the King's Arms roundabout (where main access to the proposed site 
is planned ) 
5. It will also put traffic back through Hilperton Village - the very thing the Gap Road (Elizabeth Way) was built to ease 
6. The development will inevitably lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes the road completely 
at times 
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no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I have just been made aware of the above proposal and strongly put forward the following objections. 
FLOODING 
It was highlighted in 2018 by the Environment Agency that surface water flooding difficulties were experienced around Paxcroft 
Brook. This is true also of the whole of Hilperton Marsh and Marsh Road areas which are barely adequately served by surface 
water drainage with the adjacent undeveloped farm and grassland existent providing welcome green storage. Additional run off 
from hard landscaping, roads etc. will only exacerbate the issue resulting from loss of the green water storage of the farmland 
adjacent to the village. Properties along Marsh Road contain the surface water drainage in the form of a drainage ditch within 
their curtilages, this green storage and transport of surface water empties via a culvert at Marsh Road/Kings Arms roundabout 
junction. This culvert is a major limiting factor to the capacity and performance of the surface water drainage for the exiting 
homes within the current settlement boundary. 
 “Marsh Road” and “Hilperton Marsh” descriptively illustrate the type of land located to the north of Marsh Road B3105 and why it 
is unsuitable for intensive or large development. Excessive development of the type and size proposed will only add to issues of 



surface water drainage taking it from marginal to flood risk, risking damage to existing settlement buildings including a number of 
listed buildings. This will be exacerbated as the proposed development is on land that provides green storage capacity for 
surface water. Increased run off from proposed new roads, pavements and hard landscaping from a large development, as 
proposed, combined with the loss of green storage will exceed the capacity of the existing drainage ditch and culvert. The 
measures in the form of SUDs green storage proposed do not have the same mitigation capacity as the many acres of green 
storage existent provide. 
WILDLIFE 
Located to the north of the B3105 the Kennett and Avon Canal Local Wildlife Site (LWS) is designated for canal, water, 
woodlands, wetland habitat connective and woodland habitat connectivity. The development will result in interruption of the 
wetland and woodland habitat connectivity. Badgers, deer, kites, foxes, woodpeckers, dormice, shrews, kestrels, buzzards, owls, 
larks, dragonflies and damselflies as well as bats use the proposed development land to the north of the settlement boundary at 
Marsh Road to nest, breed, hunt, forage and migrate between canal side and other tracts of land.  Increased traffic, noise and 
light pollution will have an adverse effect on wildlife.    
Loss of mature native trees and established hedgerows will have a negative effect on local wildlife   habitat providing nesting, 
foraging, hunting, breeding and migration routes through an area designated as a woodland and wetland connective corridor. 
ASH TREE 
Located on the proposed development boundary to the property at 43 Marsh Road is a mature Ash tree resistant to Ash Die 
Back. This important resource for the recovery of the UK Ash population would be put at risk by development beyond the 
settlement boundary. 
EMPLOYMENT:LOCAL JOBS 
The Nursery at Marsh Road and the light industrial estate at Marsh Farm provide local, sustainable, affordable premises for small 
business, self employed and craftspeople without the need for commuting.  Many of the small businesses and associated jobs 
will no doubt be lost forever. Those that survive and manage to relocate to other employment/business centres will involve 
additional commuting with the associated increase is traffic, pollution and CO2 emissions. 
HILPERTON and HILPERTON MARSH VILLAGE 
The 2017 Village Design Statement highlighted the value placed by the community on locally distinctive historic character.  The 
result was a statement that development was to reflect guidance in VDS for scale and specific historic character which defines 
the village area. The proposed development of over 2600 homes along with schools, nursery and shops will dwarf the existing 
settlement population of some 5100 (2019 Figures). Hilperton will lose its small village identity. Respecting the design of buildings 
and character of the village is an important part of sustainable development for any village (Village Design Statement [VDS 2005] 
Policy 3). The character, status and identity of any village is lost by being swallowed up by a relatively huge development of 
around 1 new house for every 2 current residents of the village which  is completely out of scale and character. The effect of 



expansion of development to the north of the existing settlement boundary as well as removing the distinct village character and 
status will also affect the Listed Buildings of the village by taking them out of their village context. 
The North East side of Trowbridge has already been extensively expanded by new developments over the years off of Hammond 
Way, at Paxcroft Mead, Leap Gate and Staverton Marina all of which have put pressure on Hilperton and Hilperton Marsh village 
identities. Development beyond, and so effective extension of, the northern settlement boundary will result in complete loss of the 
village identity and character as it becomes lost within urban sprawl. Over development of this type will result in the loss of the 
character of the local area as a whole. 
LOSS OF PRIVICY / OVERLOOKING 
Properties along the existing settlement boundary to the North of Marsh Road will be overlooked by buildings within the proposed 
new development leading to a loss of privacy and amenity for residents. 
TRAFFIC INCREASE 
There is a proposal for a spine road through the new development which will by pass the village but will exit at the King's Arms 
roundabout at the junction of Marsh Road and Hammond Way and so still within the village. The Elizabeth Way opening removed 
through traffic from the village improving air quality, reducing noise and improving the nature of village life for residents. 
Increased weight and volume of traffic will risk damage to the culvert under the existing roundabout at the Kings Arms junction of 
Marsh Road and Hammond Way which carries the whole volume of surface water drainage from the settlement to the north of 
Marsh Road as well as the run off from the green storage provided by the fields to the north of the settlement boundary. 
POLLUTION 
Air quality is good in Hilperton due to the large tracts of open countryside surrounding the settlement to the North and East. Air 
pollution from traffic has been reduced by the Elizabeth Way opening. It would be wrong to remove the green lung provided by 
the open countryside beyond the existing northern settlement boundary and so lower air quality for the residents of Hilperton. 
Noise and air pollution as well as pollution of the wetland and woodland connectivity corridors during and after construction is a 
worrying concern for the existing settlement residents as well as wildlife. 
VISUAL AMENITY 
Development of the proposed site beyond the existing settlement boundary will disrupt the visual amenity from existing 
settlements as well as from the Kennet and Avon Canal and towpath despite the proposed planting canal side. 
PLANNING POLICIES 
Preference is for housing to be built on brownfield sites rather than green field. There is already unused allocated brownfield 
development capacity in the Trowbridge area and this should be used before allocation of greenfield sites and especially those 
outside of the current settlement boundaries. Planning policy has identified the need for some 1800 new homes of which around 
300 would be provided by development of the derelict brownfield Bowyers site in Trowbridge centre. The proposal for more than 
2600 homes outside the settlement boundary is liable to result in the continued banking of brownfield development sites leaving 



Trowbridge scarred by unused derelict tracts of land making Trowbridge a less attractive place to live, do business or attract new 
business and employment to. 
LARGEST COMMUNITY AREA IN WILTSHIRE excluding SWINDON 
Trowbridge is already the largest community area in Wiltshire excluding Swindon. The imbalance of development of our market 
towns is leading to Trowbridge losing its Market Town identity whilst others in the county are losing out on investment for 
sustainable and balanced growth. 
I reiterate that I strongly oppose the above proposal. 
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Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I have seen the outline proposal for 2600 homes in Staverton and Hilperton. I am opposed to this idea and hope that you will find 
a more suitable location for new homes. Trowbridge 'High street' is empty and devoid of life. I think that you need to change your 
focus from developing green fields to the regeneration of town centres. I know the area extremely well around Hilperton and 
Staverton. Additional homes in this area will have a direct impact on the Environment - flora and fauna includes habitats for bats, 
butterflies and moths, endangered bird species like Sky Lark, Red Wing, Field Fare, Wax wing and Lapwing. Many of these only 
reside in areas away from urban development.I also have a concern for the local infrastructure and village identity.The additional 
traffic will lead to traffic safety issues and over development, it is out of character with the local area. 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
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If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Brownfield should be the first choice for development and as Trowbridge has an abundance of it (Bowyers site) being an example 
with ample access to existing schools for all ages and within walking distance. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
starter and affordable homes for families and individuals on the first rung of the housing ladder 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, Hilperton is a village and the bypass is already not used by all who should and still cut through the village. shutting the road 
after the horse rd/marsh rd junction would immediately stop this whilst having minimal impact on residents.The surrounding areas 
are well known flood prone fields and building on it would significantly increase the flood risk to other already established 
properties in the area and massively increase congestion at the already busy staverton bridge traffic lights. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
congestion, flooding, lack of amenities and urbanization of a village. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
develop the existing sites that the council have sat on their hands with for over 15 years ie the bowyers site for example 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
any leisure facilities/ schools should be considered on the leap gate side of town and should come after the bowyers site has 
been developed for homes. 

 
Further comments 
 

please actually consider peoples opinions and not just steam roller over them as you have done with previous developments... 
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listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I'm completely astonished to hear the news that you are going ahead with another build of more houses and schools! Not only 
does this hugely affect those who live in the village close to the build, but it affects the nature that you are destroying in this act. 
Have you got no concerns about the environment these days?  
The people who live close to where the build is happening, are going to have traffic generated outside there house, even though 
it's a very quiet and peaceful area, especially Hilpertons Whaddon lane. There going to have views ruined, and houses will be 
overlooking into there privacy. There will be noise generated, especially if there are going to be multiple schools, obviously lots of 
families will move into the homes.  
Nature will be destroyed, your invading animals habitats. Multiple times when walking down Whaddon lane I have seen so many 
animals running through the fields, so your invading there home once again. Wild hares are in the fields, and I think I am right in 
saying that under the wildlife and country side act of 1981, there's a whole section on the protection of wild hares. And I don't 
think building houses on there habitat, is protecting them.  



People use the lanes daily for walks with dogs, bike rides and horse trails. The lane is one of the few places where it is peaceful 
enough to get away from all the cars and houses.  
By doing this you affect so many people, it's a really lovely sight to see the fields and the quiet lanes and people use this as there 
place to get away from everything.  
I am so disappointed that you just don't understand the impact you have on people and the environment. So many people I know 
who struggle with mental health use the lanes often as a retreat, it's so sad to think that you just couldn't care less. Another piece 
of legislation that comes to mind, is the building act of 1984. It's purpose is to - "secure the health, safety, welfare and 
convenience of persons in or about buildings and of others who may be affected by buildings or matters connected with 
buildings”. So people who struggle with mental health will be covered by this, and I can speak for the people I know, including 
myself who will struggle not having the peaceful grounds.  
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If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Trowbridge local plan proposals – submission from Semington Parish Council 
Our response to the local plan consultation for Trowbridge, which we have drawn up in consultation with villagers, is in two parts.  
The first is a statement of our overall priorities for village development; the second addresses specific issues raised by the local 
plan proposals. 
Overall principles 
Appropriate, small-scale development in the village may be supported provided it meets identified parish needs. 
It is essential that the integrity and identity of the village is maintained and protected from the over-expansion of surrounding 
towns. 
The long-established and naturally-integrated green spaces between settlements must be safeguarded against inappropriate 
development as the presence of this land, and access to it, is essential for the mental and physical well-being of everyone who 
lives in the county. 



Over-development will bring an irreversible loss of habitat and protected species at a time when the national priority is to enhance 
biodiversity rather than destroy it.    
Such development will also have a negative effect on the popularity of the area both to vistors and residents, all of whom make a 
hugely important contribution to the economic viability of the county. 
Specific points 
1 We regret that these proposals halve the spatial separation between the Trowbridge conurbation and Semington village with 
the destruction of open green space that this entails.  This makes the Semington setting much less rural than it currently is.  No 
amount of artificial recreation space within the “self-contained, sustainable new community” will compensate for this irretrievable 
loss. 
2 Although you say (paragraph 29) that “the scale of proposals allows us to set in place a new long-term boundary for the town”, 
we think that the logic of your proposal is that, by a steady extension of Trowbridge towards Semington, our village will be 
swallowed whole as Hilperton is set to be. 
3 We think it is essential that Wiltshire Council sets a definite, hard urban edge to these new settlements, with “long-term” being 
quantified.  We propose 100 years from now. 
4 We oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill (site 6) and to extend development across the A350 towards Great 
Hinton. 
5 A final point is that we also oppose the further urbanisation of the Kennet and Avon canal as this is a significant heritage, 
leisure and wildlife asset that is of national significance. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P058 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I want to draw you attention to the following with reference to the planning consultation regarding land adjacent to Hilperton (area 
5). 
The land has several businesses on it and development would lead to greater unemployment in the area. Jobs are going to be 
hard enough to find for a lot of people after the pandemic as it is at present.  
The plans are over agricultural land that is used for growing crops and breeding livestock (therefore causing even more 
unemployment). 
Sustainability is key, we are being told, especially after Brexit. Is it Wiltshire County Council policy to ignore this fact by 
developing on this land outside the village settlement boundary set by the Council in February 2020? 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I would like to know exactly how the requirement of 2600 homes in the fields around my home is calculated? These fields which 
surely are 'greenfield' land! The scale of growth is quite frankly horrifying. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Are we seriously supposed to believe that the welfare of bats is one of your concerns? If we are on the subject of environmental 
constraints, what will the development of new homes do to the already heavy traffic flow around the town and the pollution of the 
air we breathe? It seems that the priorities laid out here are purely for money-making opportunities. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Absolutely not. These fields are greenfield land and area 4 is currently under a great deal of water. This also goes against what 
you say about keeping things local because it's too far out from the centre of town which means people will use their own 
vehicles to move around, increasing the traffic on the already congested B3105. The bridge 166 over the canal already deals with 
heavy lorries and is in danger of becoming weak. The proposed schools will only add further traffic. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Traffic load and congestion, traffic noise, air pollution. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

I am very concerned about the proposed development plans, mainly because it will be an eyesore on what is currently beautiful 
green fields and flood plains where many people currently enjoy walking their dogs and it provides a sanctuary and somewhere 
to escape to during these troubled times. The increase in traffic will also be inevitable and of great concern. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
More brownfield less farmland. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
It would appear that you envy Hilperton's village status and would like to build there to such an extent that it becomes no longer a 
village, rather a suburb. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Why in God's name do you consider building on a flood plain to be a jolly good idea.? It must be madness to even contemplating 
buiding at Marsh Road, Staverton or Marsh Farm, Hilperton Marsh. The names should give you a clue to the nature of the terrain. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Landscape, environment and build only on none flood-prone areas. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
No green field development allowed until all brownfield sites utilised. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Improved broadband and mobile phone signal overage. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
None 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I think WC should look at more brownfield sites within Trowbridge's settlement boundary. I see so many areas of Trowbridge that 
require re-development that are currently in a poor and neglected state. I think it's wrong to identify greenfield land in Hilperton 
when these neglected areas are left. There should be a brownfield target. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Ensuring the identities of nearby villages, such as Hilperton, should have more emphasis than the current plans indicate. I believe 
the development proposed for site 5 would be very detrimental to the identity of Hilperton. It would no longer be a village and 
when considered in combination with the proposed development of land on the Trowbridge side of the the bypass, would make 



Hilperton part of Trowbridge's increasingly expanding suburban sprawl. It would no longer feel like the village I currently enjoy 
living (and working) in. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I work in planning so I can understand why sites 4 and 5 have been favoured (little to no ecological and historical receptors and 
located on medium quality agricultural land) but the scale and location of the proposed development is inappropriate, 
unacceptable and incongruous.  
Both sites 4 and 5 are too far outside of Trowbridge's town centre and therefore would warrant more motorised movements for 
residents when using the towns amenities. I cannot foresee more non-motorised user movements as anticipated in your strategy. 
People will always get in their cars and drive. I rarely see that many people walking to the town centre from Hilperton as it is.  
I am a 100% non-motorised road user (bicycle) and find the towns' historically poor local road network and negligible cycle lane 
provision means cycling is very dangerous when i wish to visit Trowbridge town centre. Taking Hilperton Road to Trowbridge is 
not safe due to the aggressive manner/ ignorance of car drivers and lack of appropriate cycle lanes (stencilling a bike motif in the 
gutter of the road does not make it feel any safer).  
More people driving their cars through Hilperton and over the various junctions into the town centre will increase congestion, air 
emissions and accidents on the local road network. I have also read that living on a busy road can potentially take years off your 
life. The introduction of the bypass has improved the traffic through Hilperton and the proposed development at sites 4 and 5 
would be significantly detrimental to the improvements Hilperton currently benefits from the bypass.  
To conclude, the location of the sites need to be closer to the centre of Trowbridge to ensure residents do not need to use 
motorised transport to use the amenities. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
If the LP gets adopted, the main concern I have is for the increase in traffic (as set out above) and the negative impact the 
development of sites 4 and 5 would have on Hilperton and the Kennet and Avon Canal's setting. 
 

 



TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
More local brownfield sites. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
I have no faith in WC for improving the wider road network (especially for non-motorised users) if sites 4 and 5 are developed. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I oppose sites 4 and 5 as part of its development of the LP. These sites are not appropriate locations for the proposed 
development of over 2600 dwellings: 
- the development is on greenfield open farmland outside of Hilperton and Trowbridge's settlement boundaries. More brownfield 
areas should be looked at and not open agricultural land.  
- the considerable additional traffic (because residents WONT BE WALKING OR CYCLING) will significantly impact the local 
road network at pinch points such as the already congested King's Arms roundabout and Staverton Bridge traffic lights. 
- We do not need more schools!!! how many school's does Trowbridge/ Hilperton/ Staverton need?  
- Although the sites' footprint are not within any flood risk areas, they are (especially site 4) very close to an area historically 
known for flooding and needing the road to Holt to be closed regularly due to the flooding. Having such a large area of 
hardstanding will only lead to more flooding? or do you think SUDS will alleviate this? Just like the ineffective SUDS for Paxcroft 
Mead estate that have made all the local footpaths around it waterlogged when it rains for a sustained period.  
- Increased air pollution and road accidents.  
- More of our countries already dwindling wildlife killed due to development countryside, increased road users and convoluted/ 
ineffectual ecological mitigation.  
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

I would like to add my objection to the spatial planning policy for site 5. First, I need to complain about the quality of the Local 
Plan Consultation and concept maps which are unreadable and blurred making it difficult to decipher and, in many cases, 
impossible to fathom. We need clear, sharp, and readable drawings to make any informed decisions.  
The site will most likely permanently destroy the area as a village more than doubling the number of houses within it. Losing its 
individuality from Trowbridge and making it a suburb. The promise of a secondary school has already been lost when it was 
promised on the Paxcroft development, but never materialise and is unlikely to happen again. 
It is too far from the town centre. Residents will not walk, or cycle as suggested it the local plan. People visiting the centre will 
drive increasing congestion and lowing air quality, the opposite to what the plan envisages.  
Vehicle traffic will also increase as residents will work at distances too far to walk or cycle causing more traffic, in already 
congested areas at Staverton bridge and King arms roundabout and increasing pollution at these areas and with traffic jams at 
Paxcroft roundabout. 
We have many bat populations along the fields to the back of Devizes road which will be lost, along with many bird habitats. We 
have hundreds of birds from Red kites and Buzzards hunting through the fields to yellow hammers, bull finches and sparrows and 
many more species in the hedgerows of the fields within the site. 
I am also concerned that building on the marsh land along marsh road will increase the amount of rainwater flowing onto the 
flood plain increasing size of the plain and incidents of flooding across the causeway at the bottom of Staverton. 
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If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I wish to voice my concerns with regard to the proposed extensive development of the green belt land between Whaddon lane in 
Hilperton and Staverton. 
I live on Whaddon lane and my the quality of my life will be directly and adversely affected by the new development. The access 
road to the proposed self builds runs next to my home, which will clearly have a negative effect on the value of my property. I am 
also greatly concerned, as this is a conservation area, and access at this point will clearly be dangerous! Whaddon lane itself is a 
tiny lane accessed entirely from a narrow road on a dangerous bend. This road cannot sustain the traffic it already gets, never 
mind any more! 
Regarding the development as a whole, I feel that the scope of it has overreached. Doesn't the plan itself accept that Trowbridge 
cannot sustain the number of houses proposed?  In any event, why is it all being built outside the local plan of Hilperton, which 
has just had its traffic eased by a costly bypass. Surely if their is need so many houses, they should be split between all the areas 
around the town. Surely there are better places to develop than on conserved green belt? I could see that perhaps some houses 
could be built near the new rugby club, or perhaps near the industrial area off marsh road, but the scope remains way in excess 
of what is reasonable. 
To confirm, I object in no uncertain terms to the development. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
House value, village identity, 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I would like my objection noted about the proposed planning of a further 2600 houses on land in Hilperton Village and Staverton 
village. 
I have lived in my home in Greenhill gdns for over 28 years and purchased this family solely because it was in a rural village to 
bring my family up. All 3 of my children have grown up knowing about farming life and the benefits of having a stunning rural 
location to see wildlife flourish. 
It is not only because your proposed plans will devalue my home if I ever had planned on moving but this is now looking like I 
may have to !! 
I can not understand why Wiltshire council feel the need to impose more houses onto Hilperton. We have already taken more of 
our fair share of housing by having Paxcroft mead, leap gate, Jacklins close, Devizes rd and not to mention Staverton marina 
built on. We have done our share of providing extra homes for local people and to social housing. You will also have more homes 
added onto Elizabeth way encroaching onto the Hilperton gap. 



Hilperton and the proposed site is rural farming land that is used and worked by generations of the same families. This country 
needs to provide for it’s people and taking away fields for crops or animal grazing is going to have more of a impact for our 
community. There are businesses that are run on this land and it will take away there chance to survive during very uncertain 
times that we are in at the moment. 
Hilperton is a village and should not be made to always take the extra slack that Wiltshire council feel they can impose on our 
community. 
Why are there no large housing estates being built in North Bradley, Southwick or Yarnbrook ? These have plenty of potential to 
do their share of the need to provide more housing ! 
Yet again lets dump it on a small rural community. 
The extra traffic which will inherently come with 2600 houses can not be sustained by our village roads, this is why Elizabeth way 
was introduced in the first place. 
Where are the dear to graze, the barn owls to roost the badgers to make there sets ? Never mind as im sure as it’s not in your 
back yard you don’t need to worry about such matters do you. 
The whole development is on open farm land which is OUTSIDE of the village settlement boundary which Wiltshire council set 
recently, so why are you now allowed to think it’s acceptable to use this for housing on working farm land ? 
The plans are for the majority of houses to be built on the fields behind Hill St and Greenhill gdns, why would these fields not be 
used for the orchards or allotments or wildlife area’s which you say you are adding ? 
Hilperton will no longer be a village due to the amount of people living in it rising so dramatically, you will literally be destroying a 
village community which has had the same families living here for decades. 
I beg you to consider what you have already done to our village by the excessive building and not inflict Hilperton to having to 
take the burden AGAIN. 
You have so many more village communities that you can inflict that pain on too.  
Do not destroy farming communities that are growng our food and feeding the animals that we need for the British food chain to 
survive. 
And if you could let me know what will be done about the increased incidents of flooding that will entail onto Staverton and the 
causeway ? 
Let the 3rd generation of my family get the chance to learn what it means to live in a rural village with all that brings with it please. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



At present the traffic situation at Staverton Bridge is terrible - in the early mornings especially the traffic is almost queued up to 
the Kings Arms pub.  If this development is to go ahead with 2,600 houses in the new development plus 3 schools, the traffic 
situation would be impossible. 
Besides increase of traffic another hazard would be  flooding at Staverton Bridge.    
If this development is to succeed you would require to build another bridge over the canal and river with a new separate freeway 
towards Bath. 
We are therefore strongly opposed to this new development.  
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
village identity 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
with reference to a proposal for 2600 houses from staverton to hilperton village 
dear sir/s...  i learned of this yesterday with incredulous horror... TWO THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED HOUSES PLUS 
SUPPORTING AMENITIES !!!??? ... quite apart  from the various impacts such would have on the local area, the sheer scale of 

the proposal beggars belief!! ... the whole character of the adjacent areas would be utterly destroyed      

... whilst i acknowledge that there is pressure for additional housing, i also note that the proposals cover an area outside the 
established "village settlement boundary"!! 
in such circumstances, a limited development of 200-300 dwellings might be justifiable... but certainly nothing of the proposed 
magnitude. consequently, i shall be obliged to bring the matter to our MP Michelle Donelan 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I understand that a large number of homes needs to be built to meet demand, but am surprised the Council’s target of 370 on 
brownfield sites is not higher.  Especially given the areas of Trowbridge that appear run down and derelict, eg Bowyers site, 
empty church buildings off Church St, former library site, empty shops in town centre that seem destined to remain unoccupied.  I 
think the brownfield target should be higher. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



I can’t get very excited about the idea of preserving Bath and Bradford on Avon bat colonies (priority v.)  What about Hilperton 
and Staverton bats?  I note that Number vii is to respect the individual identities of nearby villages and this is very important to 
avoid them becoming subsumed into Trowbridge.  Shame it is lower down the priority list than the Bradford bats! 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I would like to see more homes that reuse brownfield sites and redundant, derelict retail units converted into flats/houses before 
greenfield areas are looked at.   It seems from looking at the maps, that Hilperton and Staverton alone are bearing the brunt of 
new housing for Trowbridge. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Marsh Road, Hilperton, is proposed as a site for new housing, but as the name suggests, it’s a low-lying area and flooding is 
bound to be a problem.  Traffic is already still an issue through Hilperton despite Elizabeth Way, and the delays at Staverton are 
very bad now, even without the extra traffic from 2500-odd proposed homes in that area. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Sharing the provision of extra housing with Bradford and Holt? 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Traffic must be routed away from Hilperton old village and problems at Staverton Bridge need to be resolved. 



 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Very disappointed with the sheer number of houses proposed for Hilperton which will change the identity of the village 
completely.  Will be overshadowed and consumed by its massive new neighbour. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I have concerns with the building of this number of houses on farmland and open spaces. 
There is also the problem of flooding with extra water flowing into the River Avon. 
Using derelict sites would be better option , Bowyers old site being one that could be used , it is such an eyesore at the moment . 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Proposed 2600 houses on farmland at Hilperton/Staverton.  



I strongly object to these proposals on the grounds that the plans include 3 schools and one nursery but no mention of a doctors 
surgery. Where are all these residents doing to get a doctor? The people who already live here have difficulty to see one as it is. 
Another say  appprox 7800 people is going to put even more strain on them. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

I am writing to register my concern about the proposed development of 2600 houses on open farmland from Staverton to 
Hilperton Village (Trowbridge). Adjacent to Kings Arms Public House Roundabout. 
My primary concern is about the huge increase of traffic that this will cause on Staverton Bridge Traffic lights.   The traffic at these 
lights is already awful in rush hour with ever increasing delays.   It causes a big tailbacks of traffic down all the interconnecting 
roads.   It is approaching gridlock on some of  the Hilperton roads and is a serious concern if emergency vehicles need to get 
through at peak time.   Particularly around the kings arms roundabout in Hilperton 
In addition the volume of houses proposed (2600) plus the additional secondary school, two primary schools and two nurseries 
will cause a huge rise in traffic in Hilperton, the very thing the development over the gap with the elizabeth road bypass was 
supposed to alleviate. 
This development of farmland is outside the village boundary set by the council themselves as recently as 2020. 
There must be serious concerns that this development will increase flooding across the causeway at Staverton bridge.  An area 
that floods frequently often closing the road.      The fields that will be developed under this proposal are frequently flooded and 
this water has to go somewhere, somewhere downhill due to gravity meaning Staverton bridge roads will be flooded and closed 
even more often. 
i understand the need for new housing but the surrounding infrastructure needs to be suitably upgraded to cope with flooding and 
traffic. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am writing with my objections to the 2,600 houses proposed by Wiltshire Council on open farmland from Staverton to Hilperton 
Village. 
I am a resident on Horse Road and have no doubt that my family and neighbours would be heavily impacted by the traffic to the 
additional houses.   The Gap Road was put in place to ease traffic in this residential area and the proposed site would inevitably 
put traffic back through Hilperton Village. 
The existing congestion at the Staverton bridge traffic lights will become worse and the development will inevitably lead to 
increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes the road completely at times. 
I understand the need for new housing, but there must be other more suitable sites that allow traffic access to the development 
from all sides or a site that will not impact an existing residential area as much as this obviously will. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Hilperton is classed as a large village now NOT Trowbridge, and Elizabeth Way was built to take the Traffic from Marsh 
Rd./HillSt. But with this Housing Propsal will return the traffic back again without solving the Bridge at Staverton and also the 
flooding there. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No4 is a flood plane And fields in this area have been flooded since before Christmas and are still flooded. No.5 we do not agree 
with this one either.Until you sort the Bridge congestion at Staverton it should not be considered at all. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
We feel it will be too many houses for such a small area. One question are you proposing to upgrade the Medical Services as at 
this moment in time they not sufficient????? 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Why cannot you not develop the Bowyer Site for Housing as its a Town Eysore...... 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Hospital 

 
Further comments 
 

On the Plans that were  sent to me you showed our Private Road to address 296 296a 297 and 298 used as an entrance. We 
object very strongly to this so please take this off your Plans also our Bungalow 296 taken off the Plans. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of development proposed is locally excessive, and too reliant on greenfield development.  Yes, there should be a 
brownfield target, which we understand to have been 60% since 2008 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
We agree these priorities, especially 7 and 8.  The proposed plans swamp Hilperton and Staverton, and develop excessively on 
greenfield.  



The need to mitigate consequential transport problems around Trowbridge (not just 'in the town') is not mentioned.  In particular, 
the crossing of the Avon at Staverton is a bottleneck, and vulnerable to floods.  Changes to traffic management in Bradford-on-
Avon have exacerbated the issue already on B3105. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
We do not agree sites 4 and 5 are the most appropriate.  Area 6 is better served by existing roads.   
For areas 4 and 5 the access from the B3105 is inadequate even when not closed due to floods. 
Area 6 has fewer public rights of way, and 'green' recreation that will be lost to development. 
The areas 4 & 5 are the essential 'green lung' for the northern side of Trowbridge, in constant use by walkers, joggers and 
cyclists. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Traffic mitigation and green space 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Brownfield development in the town, and repurposing of existing buildings.  With the expansion of online shopping and commerce 
there will be redundant shops and offices in the town centre.  These could be converted to accommodation instead of urban 
sprawl. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 



 
There is no mention of ensuring adequate water supplies and drainage.  Water pressure in Hilperton is already at the low end of 
acceptable.  And surface water run-off will exacerbate the flooding problems downstream of areas 4 and 5, notably in and around 
Bradford-on-Avon. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The plans for the particular areas do not contain any comments on consequences of development on the need for traffic 
improvement in surrounding areas, not just 'the town'.   
Minimising the loss of recreational amenity should be given greater priority. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P074 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Hilperton resident 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The figure should be higher 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The priority should be develop brownfield sites, instead of ruining green fields and countryside 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
No existing allocations including brownfield sites should be thought about first 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The roads serving Hilperton and Staverton are now as it overwhelmed, they would not cope with a development of that size 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Existing Brownfield sites should be built on first 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Poor air quality 
The necessity for green space for mental well-being, insufficient walks and cycle ways 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Is there a actual need for 2600 houses ? 
There are so many unoccupied sites in Trowbridge that need redeveloping .To destroy the green space , fields and habitats is in 
my mind a disgrace. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P075 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

We herewith submit our strong objections to the proposed Hilperton/Staverton development of 2,600 houses for the following 
reasons. 
1. It is due to be built on open farmland outside the Village Settlement Boundary set by the Council in February 2020. 
2. Increased traffic on the B3015 including canal bridge (designated 3ton weight limit several years ago), railway bridge and river 
bridge which is liable to constant flooding. 
Air quality pollution due to traffic buildups at bottlenecks on bridges. 
3. Amount of heavy traffic due to construction work. 
4. Totally inadequate doctors surgeries and lack of hospital facilities. Emergency services i.e ambulances have to use this road 
for main hospital in Bath. 
5. Can existing sewage system cope with additional usage? 
6. All proposed development is on marshland liable to flooding, hence Hilperton Marsh! 
7. Loss of wildlife habitat i.e deer, fox, badgers, rabbits, heron, kingfisher, owls, bees, butterflies etc and endangered species - 
water voles present in canal banks. 
Why spoil this greenfield site when there is a disgusting eyesore in Trowbridge - the old Bowyers factory - still waiting to be 
developed. 
Please take these serious points into consideration when reviewing this development. 
Thank you. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P076 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I cannot object strongly enough about this proposal.   
As a resident on Devizes Road for the past 25 years I have experienced crippling traffic and disruption to the area due to the 
sheer amount of building development.  
It is beyond the pale and this proposal is deplorable! 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P077 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I have today had sight of an above-titled document circulating on social media and dated January 2021. 
It details a plan to build 2600 houses in two lots (4 and 5) at Staverton and Hilperton, the land extending all the between the canal 
and Hilperton, across the back of Marsh Farm/Marsh Road to the Devizes Road and onto Paxcroft Farm (lot 6). 
I strongly object to the proposal as indicated. 
1. The villages of Staverton and Hilperton are NOT Trowbridge. Housing designated for Trowbridge should be provided within its 
boundaries. The plan says that it "respects the individual identities of the villages", but once again (referencing Paxcroft Mead 
and the transfer of part of the development in Hilperton to Trowbridge after the fact) there is little sign of that in this proposal.  
2. Wiltshire’s Core Strategy states Trowbridge’s Future Scale of Growth requires 6,810 new dwellings and that 5,830 are already 
accounted for. Why a town where the availability of work currently stands at 122 jobs on the Jobcentre Plus website (most of 
them paying far below the amount needed to buy a house) needs so many new dwellings is a mystery! Build the houses (IF they 
are really necessary) where the jobs are and the infrastructure can support it! It will support your Green Strategy too - less carbon 
emissions from cars (public transport does not support local needs since deregulation). No new cycle ways were discernible from 



the map on the document, but would be unlikely to make a credible impact if the current use of the newly designated cycle ways 
is used as evidence. 
3. The arbitrary "residual requirement” (1805) is less than the proposed number in the plans (2600). 
4. The plan includes NO provision of a bridge across the River Avon. Presumably, the new traffic from 2,600 dwellings would be 
funnelled across the old existing, and single track, pack horse bridge at Staverton. This bridge is already over capacity and 
regularly has long queues waiting to cross. This has been exacerbated in recent times by the addition of 1000s of new homes at 
Paxcroft Mead. The B3105 road and bridge were never designed to support the current amount of traffic.   
5. The land backs onto flood plains. Flooding of the River Avon would worsen with the covering of so much land adjacent to the 
flood plain. Consequently, this would lead to the closure of the Causeway at Staverton recurring with greater frequency and 
inconvenience. The B3105 in that part of Hilperton is called Marsh Road, with Marsh Farm, for a reason! 
6. Traffic emanating from the estate(s) at lot 4 and 5, will add a huge amount of traffic at the Kings Arms roundabout junction of 
the B3105 and B3106. Traffic going into Trowbridge could effectively cut off traffic exiting Hilperton village to go through 
Staverton and across the Causeway with it’s sheer volume. Why should existing residents be inconvenienced? 
7. It will also add destructively to traffic in Hilperton's old village conservation area itself, at a time when the relief of noise and air 
pollution, and heavy, ground-shaking vehicles, provided by Elizabeth Way is finally being felt. 
8. Hilperton has an existing community orchard, allotments and village hall with playing field. The opportunity to make further 
provision of green space for community use in the centre of the village (Church Field Village Green application) was recently 
turned down by the council, so I understand that although this is stated in the development plan, it is not something the council 
values. We the people value our green space to roam, exercise and uplift - the area under consideration is already green. Leave 
it. 
These proposals should be canned immediately. 
Please note also that none of the links to Wiltshire’s official website from this online document work (error 404 - page not found). 
I’ve noted and informed you previously of this on other planning documents. If I were sceptical, I might be persuaded that you 
don’t really want people’s views. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P078 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
1. The whole development is on open farmland outside the village settlement boundary. 
2. The impact of the extra traffic will add to the existing congestion at the Staverton bridge traffic lights. 
3. The plans include one secondary school, two primary schools, two nurseries each of which will add even more traffic. 
4. This will lead to severe congestion on all roads adjacent to the Kings Arms roundabout. 
5. It will also put traffic back through Hilperton village. The very thing the Gap Road - Elzabeth Way was built to ease. 
6. The development will inevitably lead to increased incidences of flooding across the causeway which closes the road 
completely at times. 
7. This development will close the trading estate on Marsh Road with the loss of jobs and commerce in the area. 
8. The threat to wildlife and their habitats will be seriously increased. 
9. Archaeological remains will be lost. 
10. The alternative relief road for Hilperton was through this area and was discounted due to building on green land. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P079 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Our strong objections to the proposed plan for Hilperton/Staverton are: 
  
1)       This development is bound to increase traffic which will add to the already existing congestion at the Staverton Bridge 
traffic lights. 
2)      Extra schools will also add to even more traffic. 
3)      Despite the proposed link road which will exit at the Kings Arms, a lot of traffic is bound to travel through Hilperton to 
access the   A350. This is the very thing the Gap road was built to ease but currently some traffic still travels through the village 
and this will only get much worse.  
4)      We find it strange that the whole development is on open farmland, outside the Village Settlement boundary, which was set 
by the Council themselves, as recently as February last year, in The Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan.  
5)      Surely the development will lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway, which completely closes the road 
at times anyway. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P080 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of growth should be what is needed for local housing and should not be artificially inflated to justify a secondary school 
(presumably because it would then be fully funded by the developers), which should be funded by local and national taxpayers. 
The current brownfield site suggestion of 370 homes is paltry and should be much higher, especially when there are obvious 
brownfield sites in Trowbridge that have sat derelict for years (e.g. old Bowyers site) and given that the stated aim is to meet as 
much need as possible on brownfield sites. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
They may be generally sound priorities, although it is inexcusable that Staverton is left off the list of villages at para 23 vii. – why? 



However, it is also very clear that they are largely theoretical and have little bearing on the selection of sites and the housing 
plans later in the document – for example: 
1. The first priority to “meet local needs” for housing is breached even before it appears in this document, as it is acknowledged in 
para. 11 that the proposed build quantity is nearly 800 homes above the stated need, and even then it is not clear if the quoted 
need (1,805 home) is actually local need. 
2. How is placing 2,600 houses on one corner of Trowbridge going to contribute to the priorities to “reduce level of traffic 
congestion in the town” and “help reduce the need to travel away from the town”? 
3. There is a great contradiction between the references to “green infrastructure” and “Bat Conservation” and then the plans to 
build on many acres of beautiful green fields. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
NO, for several reasons: 
1. The plans would create a traffic nightmare on the A3105 at Staverton and the A361/A350 at Semington, particularly during the 
rush-hour; the existing infrastructure cannot cope with the existing number of vehicles (at least pre-Covid lockdowns). 
2. The proposals appear to include no brownfield sites at all (despite the brownfield target) and instead will destroy a very large 
area of beautiful open countryside. 
3. The plan is seriously unbalanced, with all the sites selected being on the North/North East side of town – surely to meet the 
stated transport priorities, growth should be evenly spread? 
4. It absorbs both Staverton and Hilperton in the new greater Trowbridge and destroys their identities, despite the stated priority 
to respect the individual identities of the surrounding villages (para 23 vii). 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
1. The roads infrastructure would need massive investment. It is clear that a completely new bypass road, and second river and 
canal crossings, would be required to relieve the B3105 Staverton bridges/village. Something would also have to be done to 
increase the flow of A361 traffic onto the A350 at Semington. 2. The historic Kennet & Avon Canal would need significant 



investment. It is already heavily congested at weekends and bank holidays with locals, not to mention the canal boaters who also 
use it. In places the towpath is rapidly disappearing into the canal, even with current usage! 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Bowyers site 
• County Hall’s massive carpark from which all the old buildings have been cleared 
• Other brownfield sites within the town 
• Evenly spread developments around the edge of Trowbridge – for example, land west of Lambrok Close which has been ruled 
out on the grounds of “lacking continuity” and “appearing as limb” (both of which do not seem to be a problem for the 
Hilperton/Staverton sites). 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
No, because these beautiful greenfield sites should not be used in the first place. 
The obvious need for very significant and environmental damaging new roads and bridges has already been mentioned earlier. 
• The obvious need for investment in the canal towpath has also already been mentioned 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
These proposals are very poorly thought through and the chosen sites clearly contradict some of the policy aims set out in the 
document. The community here in Staverton is very concerned about the traffic situation, which is already severe during the rush-
hours, without adding significantly to it. Respectfully, this issue needs to be faced by the planners – at the moment there appears 
to be very little comprehension of the problem, or even the existing traffic situation. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P081 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

The impact of extra traffic will add to the already existing congestion at the staverton bridge lights which when they have extra 
traffic lights for road works puts major delays getting out of Trowbridge The schools and nurses will seriously increase the traffic 
even more All roads adjacent to the kings arms will cause severe congestion on that roundabout It will be put more traffic through 
Hilperton village which is why the gap is built to ease this The development will inevitably lead to increased incidence of flooding 
across the causeway which closes the road completely at times which it has this year on several occasions The whole 
development is on open farmland outside the village settlement Boundry set by the council themselves as recently as February 
2020 in the Wiltshire housing site allocations plan More worrying is the lack of space for the wild animals that I see on a regular 
basis up there like the dear foxes badges can see all the sets up there they have to go where they gonna go other than into 
peoples houses and then there’s all the different birds up there which you see in all the trees in the little little pieces that go 
between the fields or the Kingfisher is down by the Canal and the birds of prey we need to consider the dog walkers that use all 
these fields to help with the mental health This entrance to the develop is right on my road which the fact we’re built follow mache 
vibration is always a lot more then on areas where it’s small solid and the houses opposite me are so close to the road it often 
vibrates the tiles on their roofs. This is very concerning. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P082 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I don't believe I am in a position to comment on the scale of growth but do believe that there should be a brownfield target. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



No I don't agree that these sites are the most appropriate to build upon.  Too much green land is being allocated for these 
developments. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Vistas from property will be seriously affected.  Traffic along Whaddon Lane affecting our properties, not only with the noise 
element but with the congestion aspect, especially at the entrance to Whaddon Lane 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
My concern is the view from my top landing window, which instead of seeing fields of sheep, i will be seeing housing.  Also the 
impact of the traffic going along Whaddon Lane will have an impact.  I worry that this development will have an affect on the 
value of my home.  Will we be compensated for this?  Whilst I understand the need for more housing, I do not agree on where 
you intend them to be. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P083 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



No - The fields are an extension of the Hilperton Gap and provide foraging areas for wildlife including bats. The fields also have a 
system of well-established hedgerows which are beneficial to all wildlife. 
Furthermore, According to a WCC map, over 75% of these fields are grade 1 / 2 agricultural land and so should not be built on in 
any case. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The fields are an extension of the Hilperton Gap and provide foraging areas for wildlife including bats. The fields also have a 
system of well-established hedgerows which are beneficial to all wildlife. Furthermore, According to a WCC map, over 75% of 
these fields are grade 1 / 2 agricultural land and so should not be built on in any case. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The fields are an extension of the Hilperton Gap and provide foraging areas for wildlife including bats. The fields also have a 
system of well-established hedgerows which are beneficial to all wildlife. 
Furthermore, According to a WCC map, over 75% of these fields are grade 1 / 2 agricultural land and so should not be built on in 
any case. 

 
Further comments 
 

The fields are an extension of the Hilperton Gap and provide foraging areas for wildlife including bats. The fields also have a 
system of well-established hedgerows which are beneficial to all wildlife. 
Furthermore, According to a WCC map, over 75% of these fields are grade 1 / 2 agricultural land and so should not be built on in 
any case. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P084 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
N/A 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
N/A 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
I agree that sites 646 and 647 should have been excluded. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
N/A 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
For environmental reasons it is correct that 646 and 647 have been dropped from the plan. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
N/A 

 
Further comments 
 

For sites 646 and 647 there are several other points you should have considered. 
1.  According to a WC map in my possession, well over 80% of the land comprising sites 646/7 are classed as Grade 1/2 
Agricultural Land.  It should therefore not be considered for housing whatever other reasons there are. 
2.  The land was not offered for housing when the Hilperton Neighbourhood Development Plan was out for consultation.  The 
owners cannot be that interested in having housing on the site. 
3.  The sites are outside the established settlement boundary of Hilperton as shown in the extant Core Strategy. 
4.  The sites form part of the 'buffer area' between Paxcroft Mead (which I believe is classed as being 'in' Trowbridge?) and the 
old-established village of Hilperton. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P085 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): None 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Lower 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Yes on the whole, although stronger consideration is vital and needs to be given to residents of smaller historically designated 
villages regarding the loading on existing utilities, water, drainage, etc. The water pressure is very low in Horse Road now! The 
main problem is the additional traffic, leading to  inevitable creation of rat runs, noise and pollution, not to say speeding, because 
of the additional loading on existing routes will encourage cars/goods vehicles to find an easier way through. Home owners loss 
of the benefits of living in such areas by choice, also possible loss of the value of their properties is something Wiltshire Council 



cannot mitigate or compensate for. There is the additional problem of multiple traffic access points on to Marsh Road at Hilperton 
which a lot of drivers will use as an alternative to the main access road into the planned developments. What happens when 
Staverton Bridge, an existing bottleneck can't cope and traffic backs up on the three roads trying to get through, or is flooded by 
the river Avon and run off from the development additional surface water?, all the extra traffic  has no choice but to try to turn 
around and try finding another way around to head north or west!! The answer is a lot of anger from drivers and residents.  
  In your consultation summaries,  there are a lot of issues that you say definitely require mitigation, would there be any additional 
measures considered such as road closures, one way systems etc, to encourage preferred routes. and surface water 
attenuation/flood relief proactively rather than reactively. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No! 
 For the reasons given given previously, primarily the detrimental health and safety and loss of desirability effect on the area due 
to the obvious additional amount of traffic, bearing in mind each of the hundreds of units planned will each have a MINIMUM of 
two vehicles, plus all other visiting, servicing, delivering vehicles which amounts to a huge number of traffic movements each day 
along adjoining residential roads. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
1) The detrimental health and safety effect on existing residents caused by traffic. 2) the detrimental effect on existing residential 
roads caused by traffic.3) will enough be done to guarantee the flooding effect will not effect Staverton.4) will the infastructure to 
support the development be in place early or left to be carried out within the developers  preffered timeline?as per my own 
experience in a long civil engineering career. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 



 
Find a more suitable area of their own choosing. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The list is good as far as I can see as a layman in most of the stated measures 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Personally, and as a private householder of Hilperton, I welcome the opportunity to submit my democratic views in the 
consultation process and my thanks for that. I hope that this consultation of the people involved will result in a satisfactory 
outcome for all concerned and be acted upon as a valid document. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P086 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
We are writing to object to the proposed plans for houses and a school to be built on farmland from Staverton to Hilperton.  First 
we live at [ADDRESS REDACTED] Marsh Road and have lived her for over 40 years and have seen the traffic increased even 
with the new road built, Marsh Road is still used. With extra homes built the traffic will be horrendous! The beautiful green belt 



fields will be absolutely ruined. There are lovely old trees and hedgerows in these fields. We have seen so many animals and 
birds using these splendid fields. We are meant to be saving wildlife not destroying it! Our back garden which looks over the field 
gets flooded a few times a year from the run off along the field. With more rainfall expected, our garden will be 2ft deep instead of 
1ft, which concrete and tarmac put upon these fields it will be water logged for months! Secondly the extra water would make the 
causeway even more difficult to cross and would cause traffic chaos! thirdly the GAP was meant to take away the traffic from 
Hilperton not allowing more to come through. The canal bridge was built for horse and cart not thousands of vehicles and the 
roundabout at the Rings Arms is not substantial, it has been re-surfaced so many times! 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
We are sure there must be more suitable buildings that could be re-used.  Have you really thought about how much traffic you 
would be putting in these villages (thousands). The old sewerage drains would not be able to deal with this and risk polluting the 
canal and river. The fabulous trees, animal and bird wildlife council be ruined along with all the hedgerows that they need. As far 
as we know these fields are green belt. Since moving here there have been absolutely thousands of houses built in Staverton 
and Hilperton, also three schools and also nurseries. It is time for the wildlife to have a chance!e 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P087 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I wish to submit my objection to the above plan for at least the following reasons: 
* The whole development is on open farmland outside the village Settlement Boundary (set by the Council themselves as 
recently as Feb. 2020 in the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan). 
* Impact of extra traffic will add to already existing congestion at Staverton bridge traffic lights. 
* Plans include 1 secondary school, 2 primary schools and 2 nurseries, each of which will add even more traffic. 
* Will lead to severe congestion on all roads adjacent to the King’s Arms roundabout (where the main access to  proposed site is 
planned). 
* Will put traffic back through Hilperton Village - the very thing the Gap road was built to ease. 
* The development will inevitably lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes the road completely at 
time. 



Wiltshire Council seem determined to concrete over every inch of green land that exists around Hilperton and Staverton.  It will 
soon become Hilperton/Staverton Metropolis!   And the extra traffic generated and fumes being breathed in will doubtless be 
detrimental to everyone’s health, young and old alike.  Are there no green spaces sacred as far as this council is concerned??? 
We already have the Paxcroft area in Hilperton, which is gradually creeping further and further onto green fields and will 
eventually, no doubt, merge with Trowbridge.  And doubtless this new proposed housing project will do the same.  And the lovely 
canal walk - so much a part of local therapeutic walks and cycle rides for mind and body will be blighted forever by this proposal. 
No, I don’t want any more housing in this area.  There’s already far too many houses going up left, right and centre of Hilperton.  
Give us residents a break, please. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P088 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Strongly opposed to this development  outside the village settlement zone , what this ' county town' needs is a fully functioning 
hospital. Police station a spacail post office amongst other essential needs   . This town is just not ready for any large scale 
housing developments we need industry first , what has happened to the old Bowyer's site ? We the people of Trowbridge and 
surrounding areas have been led up the garden path by WWC for so long nothing but promise no action , I have lived in the 
village of Hilperton for 46 yrs  Trowbridge for 67yrs and seem the Hart if the industry destroyed and all you call for us housing , 
the WWC look for the community charge and the government the stamp duty  and the land owners to trouser an awfull lot of 
money at the residence of the areas expenses 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P089 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
There are brownfield sites still available in Trowbridge. Some areas e.g. Silver St now have large areas of empty shops, ripe for 
redevelopment into housing which would help regenerate the town centre. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
My objections are to sites 4 and 5 of the Trowbridge Development Plan. This is not merely nimbyism. When we moved in the 
area almost 34 years ago we noted the number of 'empty' fields north of Marsh Lane and accepted the fact that some of them 
were bound to be build on in the future. However, we were not prepared for these recent plans to build a new suburb of 2500 
houses which will completely alter the area - it is just too much! 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Firstly - traffic. the development will make congestion at the bride over the Avon at Staverton much worse, it is already congested 
at peak times! The roundabout a the Kings Arms will also experience congestion, the stretch of road from the Avon bridge to the 
mentioned roundabout is already extremely busy. The planned additional access point from Hill St, Hilperton will increase the 
traffic through Hilperton itself which was the reason that Elizabeth Way was built - as a Hilperton Relief Road in the first place! 
Although the plans talk about 'walking and cycling' links we all know there would be underused and most residents will be using 
their cars thus snarling up the area even more. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
this whole area of planned development is an open farmland outside the village settlement boundary. Yes, some of the fields are 
not farmed but surely with the recent Brexit agreement we should be increasing farming practises so we as a country can be 
more self-sufficient.  
What about drainage! Some of the suggested fields at the Staverton end of the plan are under water for most of the winter.  
 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 



Where are all these residents supposed to access a doctor - or a dentist? Its difficult enough getting an appointment at the 
moment at either of these in Trowbridge.  
Whilst I am aware of the fact that this area of the town has needed a secondary school for some while, do we really need 2 more 
primary schools? Could the existing schools at Staverton and Hilperton not be extended? 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The plan talks about 'respecting the individual identities of villages'. I fail to see how it can when the new plan will swallow up 
Hilperton and Hilperton Marsh, ruin their identities and deprive them of precious green space, peace and quiet which many 
residents have particularly appreciated during lockdown. PLEASE PLEASE THINK AGAIN! 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P090 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Home owner 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I believe more effort could be made to locate more brown field sites before loosing such valuable green field locations. The past 
year / Covid has mad it abundantly clear how valuable our green field environments are. The last 12 months have illustrated how 
valuable the location around Whadden Lane really is - for relaxation, play, fitness, nature and of course mental health and 
wellbeing. I believe it would be a great loos to build in the area and loose all this. Would it not be better for Trowbridge, to at last 
develop the Old bowers site and similar brown field locations into residential centers, that would then help sustain businesses in 
The town. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



I support all of the above, but believe that such substantial growth in such a tightly packaged parcel of land, with poor internal 
roadways within the village, poor access at Staverton/bridge, year on year major flooding issues which will obviously be 
exacerbated with this development, may, in fact have a quite detrimental effect on the locality. 
I have watched the Leap Gate residential area grow and thought that this was the future direction of growth for Trowbridge, 
expanding South to the railway and East, up to the A350 - lots of space to expand into, minimal impact and excellent access to 
major roadways.  
I found it mildly amusing to read that the planned secondary school for this area would only have capacity for its own locality, and 
yet it hasn't been build yet - so redesign and expand it. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I'm afraid not, as discussed above, I think 2000+ homes on sites 4 and 5 seems a little dangerous. This year has not been 
particularly bad for rain and yet these areas have flooded and are still holding standing water at this time. There are areas, 
especially 5, that have really come to the fore front in the last year, for families to find much needed space,  exercise and mental 
wellbeing. 
Traffic within the village will become a nightmare, something only just reduced by Elizabeth way.  
Access out towards Bath will at times each year be closed. Building upon the already limited flood plain will magnify this issue 10 
fold. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The loss of what has over the last year become a highly valued recreational walk way - used by many 1000's of people recently. 
You seem to be removing many farms, lane access and businesses. But most notably developing a large area that will pretty 
soon be hemmed in by major rivers / canals and lack of major access. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 



 

 
For me, it looks like the land either side of the A361, right out the the A350 and beyond, could provide a huge amount of 
development potential, excellent access and limited damage to the local environment.  
Leap Gate surely still has a lot of future potential and as already mentioned, the old Bowyers site is desperate for development. 
Adding residential properties to the town center would bring invaluable life and energy back to the core of Trowbridge.  
Land either side of Ashton Road also looks ripe for development and is again nicely sited for good transport links. 
I could go on and on. all of these sites look better than shoe horning a large number of houses into an area with fixed, 
impassable boundaries on many sides. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Yes, the last year has brought to the fore front the importance of quiet, rural getaways, older / un-spoilt locations that are known 
of, and highly used now-a-days for exercise and family mental well being. This is of immense importance for todays society. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Not really, I think I have said pretty much what comes to mind at the moment. 
Developing your suggested site 5 seems quite remiss - especially when other seemingly more appropriate areas of land are 
available.  
It does not seem wise to squeeze a large scale build into such a location, just because a farmer is wanting to sell their land. It will 
do Trowbridge no good if we end up with more people, but limited and problematic access routes, not to mention the loss of a 
beautiful area of land, that has become the refuge for so many families in these challenging times. 
Site 4 seems daft to put it mildly. I have lost count how many times the bridge at Staverton is closed each year, not to mention 
the yearly flooding of the land specified on the other side of the river. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P091 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes, a much higher proportion to be built on brownfield sites. Much of the white horse business park is unused, even before the 
pandemic. How does Wiltshire council plan to increase business use of these sites, if not, can they be converted to flats and 
homes?2600 is a lot of houses in Trowbridge, on top of the 2600 already in the plan, Ashton park, southwick court etc. Is the 
need for an addition 795 homes actually necessary? 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

Definitely agree about the need for people to live and work locally to reduce travelling. As well as the need to consider the bats. 
There is more need for a wider corridor between green lane wood and the Bath SAC. So much is unknown about this area in 
terms of its ecology and importance for foraging. The impact on the local infrastructure will be high, including local woodlands, 



nature reserves and the canal. Need for wardens, financial help for those relevant organisations to improve facilities for increased 
footfall. 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, one bat was recorded radio tracking up towards whaddon and the canal. This was 1 bat in a population of more than 200 in 
the area so significant amount of work is needed to understand these areas and their importance to wildlife and the bechsteins. 
these areas I imagine would contribute significantly to foraging bats and to the commuting corridors found at green lane woods 
and hibernating in Bath and box mines. If this development was allowed to go ahead, it would be good to see 500-600 meters of 
habitat to the north retained for wildlife corridors. Perhaps even some of which not accessible to members of the public. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Flooding, pressure on local nature reserves, green spaces with increased numbers of people. Connectivity to the town for 
cycling, walking. Connection of cycle routes to melksham, Westbury, Bradford as well. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Facilities for youths across town, the skate park is a great facility but the only place in town. 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P092 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Private Citizen 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Why does Trowbridge need an additional 5830 houses?  This is a grossly excessive amount of growth in a small town.  Reduce 
the target of new houses to the amount that can be built on brownfield sites. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Hilperton is a separate village to Trowbridge and its identity must be preserved.  The excessive development of farmland to the 
east of Hilperton will swamp the village.  This development is on open farmland and is outside the village settlement boundary. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No 
These sites are excessively large and will swamp the village of Hilperton.  Hilperton is a separate village to Trowbridge and its 
identity must be protected.  These proposals are to build on open farmland outside the village settlement boundary agreed by 
Wiltshire Council! 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The site east of Hilperton should not be built on as it is outside the village settlement boundary already agreed by Wiltshire 
Council.  Some of the proposed land regularly floods. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The council should spread any increase around the whole perimeter of Trowbridge and not concentrate a huge development in 
one area of the town. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P093 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? Yes 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

We wish to voice our concern about the recent news that Wiltshire Council are considering the building of 2,600 houses on an 
area of farmland adjacent to Hilperton and Staverton .This development would completely alter the nature of the villages ,and is 
outside the Village Settlement Boundary as set last year. 
Hilperton is already being encroached on by Trowbridge via  the Paxcroft Mead development.We feel that the removal of so 
much green space will be detrimental to the well being of the local community and the wildlife it supports.  It has become 
apparent during this time of COVID 19 how important this area of green space is to local people.  There has been a steady 
stream of people using Whaddon Lane to take their permitted daily exercise..walkers and runners,dog walkers and cyclists 
alike.The addition of so many houses will inevitably bring more cars, so causing more pollution.The opening of Elizabeth Way 
has recently reduced traffic through Hilperton village, but this scheme will bring it back, and more. 
  Are there going to be jobs available to support so many new households? 
Will our hospital and maternity  needs be addressed? 
Will the river bridge at Staverton be able to cope with the extra traffic, especially at busy times of day? 
We fear that we will become just a suburb of Trowbridge and no longer the village that we would prefer to remain. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P094 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Please accept my thanks for the opportunity to comment, the clarity of the documentation and the ease of access to it. 
Please accept this email as recording my support for the proposals contained in the Trowbridge Local Plan Review subject only 
to the provision for employment land being subject to regular reviews depending on both the overall economic climate of the UK 
and the local employment circumstances. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P095 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

OBJECTION TO PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT  
Dear Sirs 
As a resident of the Hilperton District I write to strenuously object to Wiltshire Councils proposal to develop land in the area. 
The proposed development for an additional 2600 houses will have a detrimental effect and I wish to outline the following 
rationale for consideration. 
The whole development is on open farmland outside the Village Settlement Boundary (set by the council as recently as Feb 2020 
in the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan) 
The impact of the additional traffic will add to the already existing congestion we experience on a daily basis at Staverton bridge 
traffic lights. 
The development will inevitably lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes the road completely at 
times. (This is happening more frequently). 
The plans include 1 Secondary School, 2 Primary Schools and 2 Nurseries each will lead to an increase of traffic. 
This will lead to severe congestion on all roads adjacent to the King's Arms roundabout. 
This will in turn put traffic back through Hilperton Village - the reason why the Gap Road was built to ease 
The increase of noise, light and air pollution  
I would be grateful if you could acknowledge receipt of my objection. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P096 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
We have become aware of Wiltshire Councils proposals which are outside the village settlement boundary – set by the council 
themselves in February 2020. If such a development were to proceed it would totally change the character of the area – which 
was a major reason for us, a couple in our sixties, moving to this area from Bath 14 years ago.  In this time, we have seen a 
much smaller development nearby at Jacklins Close. At the time we made no objection to the proposed development. People 
need houses and it will always inconvenience someone but it has added significantly to local noise and traffic. 
However, a development on the scale suggested from CPW site at Staverton to Whaddon Lane,  is of a totally different order and 
would have a severe impact locally in various ways. Currently, traffic congestion is regularly severe at the traffic lights at 
Staverton. It regularly backs up beyond the Kings Arms into Marsh Road. The impact of several thousand more houses with 
about 4000-5000 extra cars should be obvious. As a main entrance to the site would be at the Kings Arms roundabout, traffic 
would be backed up in every direction. The addition of two new primary schools, two nurseries and secondary school will greatly 
add to this problem. The village of Hilperton will again be inundated with traffic and completely negate the construction of 



Elizabeth Way which was designed to reduce this – not to mention the further increased housing along Elizabeth Way as there 
are development proposals for the adjacent land there also. 
After flooding events across the country over the past few years, it beggars belief that the council is willing to increase the 
flooding risk locally. The road at Staverton is closed regularly due to flooding. Most of this proposed development is on the edge 
of the flood plain. Drainage systems will not cope with the additional run off and will greatly exacerbate this problem.  
The Local Plan appears to ignore the reality of these concerns. For example, in respect of both sections ‘North of Marsh Road’ 
and ‘North of Marsh Farm 2’ (ref 3668)it suggests development of the site would be unlikely to present any significantly harmful 
effects on the local highway network. This is simply ignoring reality as illustrated earlier. 
At ref 3134 –‘ Land east of the Nursery’ – it suggests that, due to the site’s compact nature and proximity to existing housing it is 
unlikely to have a major impact on the existing character of Hilperton. As several sites here are contiguous it is difficult to 
understand how this can be considered ‘compact’. It would have a major effect on the character of Hilperton!  
Throughout the document there has been mention of a desire to retain the separate identities of villages such as Hilperton, but 
this development would achieve the opposite. In addition to the increase in flooding risk, noise and traffic there would be a 
subsequent loss of amenity for local people. There is a network of public paths across this farmland. Whilst the rights of way 
might be preserved, the complete nature would be altered. These proposals affect real people and their quality of life.  
We strongly oppose this development plan and urge a rethink. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P097 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
My concerns over your future planning development in the Hilperton/Staverton Villages are as follows: 
1. Climate Change - how do you propose to offset the carbon emissions produced by all the new housing - especially in relation 
to popular log fires and traffic?  
 Most houses will want / need space for, an average of 3 vehicles if the present new estates are anything to go by. 
2. In the light of the pandemic (which is likely to appear again, albeit in a different guise) how will housing be changed to afford 
more space for people both within and outside their homes? 
3. How do you intend to keep traffic flowing in the area? 
At present we have long queues travelling through Staverton twice a day as people travel  to and from school and work. 
4. How will you stop excess traffic flowing through Hilperton village? It is already very busy with cars parking on the road to drop 
off and pick up children going to the local school. 
5. Is the proposed secondary school in place of the one to be built on Paxcroft? 
(To service both Paxcroft and the West Ashton areas)? 



If it’s a second new building, have you thought about what the future of secondary schooling may look like? 
It may be that there will be less emphasis on University and more on technical skills, thus a Technical school for children of 14-18 
may be more appropriate? (eg only) 
6. What green spaces / woodlands will you provide for the people of Trowbridge to walk to and enjoy, on the Hilperton / Staverton 
side of Trowbridge? 
During the pandemic so many people from this side of Trowbridge have been able to walk fairly easily out into the countryside, 
with many exercising young children or dogs. The footpaths across the fields from Hilperton Church have been rarely empty and 
the footpaths to Semmington via the rugby club, the fields, and the canal towpath as well as those which lead towards Staverton, 
have all been well used. 
Interestingly, the other day I walked through Paxcroft Mead, on through the West Ashton Road estate, up through Silver Street 
Lane, down through Studley, Walwayne Court and onto Broadmead. Very few people were out walking on these roads. 
7. Hilperton Marsh is so called because it is wet - it is old marshland! 
Finally, why am I so worried that we will end up like Trowbridge town centre?  
A mess! 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Proposal for 2600 homes between Hilperton and Staverton – objection 4/3/2021 
Appearance 
Grossly disproportionate proposal of 2600 homes on current greenfields/farmland abutting quiet village of Hilperton.  This would 
lead to an unacceptable high density over development of the land destroying the open views across fields for most residents of 
Hilperton.  This would in turn completely change the character and nature of the village as a rural setting.  The proposal is over-
bearing and out of scale compared to most development in the area such as recent approved development of 15 homes x 2 
along Devizes Road, Hilperton and off Church Lane Hilperton 
Traffic 
The development would adversely affect the safety and convenience of road users by placing an extra 5200 cars (calculated as 
majority of homeowners own 2 vehicles) in the small villages of Hilperton and Staverton.  The small bridge at Staverton already 
has severe congestion at peak hours and this would become unusable.   
Environment 



The building of 2600 homes would cause huge environmental impact with lorries, excavation, noise and clearing of land whereas 
local largescale brownfield sites are available for development and already sitting within the town centre.  The effect to wildlife 
would be devastating as these fields have been home to much wildlife for many years.  The change in air pollution housing 5200 
cars in this area would also impact air quality and local people and is now a recognised cause of fatality.  We must preserve our 
greenfields and improve it not destroy it for monetary benefit. 
Flooding 
Staverton is a well known area for flooding and Staverton bridge and surrounding area is frequently shut after heavy downpours 
so again adding 5200 vehicles to become users of these roads is unmanageable.  The fields currently serve as natural drainage. 
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Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? Yes 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The target of 45,600 new homes over the plan period represents a reasonable objective, but the plan should take account of 
changing circumstances be be cast as being sufficiently robust and flexible to be able to respond. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Yes, all worthy objectives.  The Plan shlod ensure that it can be responsive over the plan period 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

The identification of Site 5 is supported.  The selection and analysis that has been undertaken as part of the Plan preparation is 
recognised.  The focus on Trowbridge as a Principal Settlement is in line with National policy and the aim for wider sustainability 
in all forms over the coming years 
Site 5 represents a development area that is well related to the urban areas but seeks to avoid the more environmentally 
sensitive locations elsewhere.  The proposed development area, as shown on the draft concept plan presents the opportunity to 
create  an urban extension of sufficient scale so as to respond to the housing needs up to 2036 and also to enable the wider 
associated elements - such as schools, open space and other essential infrastructure to be properly and appropriately funded 
and inc orporated into the development framework and timetable. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
It can take many years for large scale development proposals to materialise if the foundations of the process are not clearly set 
out at the outset.  The number of landowners involved in such a large scale proposal only add to the complexity of the process. A 
Development Brief/ Supplementary Development Document should be considered. e difficulties in bringing forward 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Phasing of development across the site and timescales involved. 

 
Further comments 
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Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Scale of growth is excessive. I thought a UK Brownfield target existed and development of these should be prioritised over any 
developments in Staverton and Hilperton 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
No – I believe the proposals are no longer in accordance with Governments Core Strategy 
The size of the proposed developments Sites 4 and 5 far exceeds any “local” needs.  
What is your definition of local? 
 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Absolutely not,  
“The UK government is committed to developing brownfield sites as a priority” therefore these should be developed first, 
Regeneration of derelict sites in and around Trowbridge centre (of which there are many), to revitalise the town and areas with 
much better road infrastructure rather than a small village with already very busy road and inappropriate traffic type with heavy 
lorries. The large increase in traffic will likely result in exceeding Air Quality legal limits that I suspect are already very high. When 
were last measurements of Air Quality taken? 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Site Designated 4  Road capacity, diversion via a bypass, speed and volume of current traffic, Air quality, countryside amenities 
and wildlife. Safety of the residents walking along a narrow unmaintained footpath adjacent to busy road carrying large 
commercial traffic. The proposed site regularly floods and as of today, despite the lack of recent rain has been under water since 
mid December!! The canal towpath as a proposed footpath / cycleway is not viable as it is narrow, and in many places in 
disrepair where mooring pegs have caused the bank to collapse into the canal. Pedestrians are already at risk from cyclists 
hurtling along the path without due care! even though the former supposedly have priority. I believe government guidance is that 
footpaths and cycle ways should be separate? 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 
Regeneration of derelict and existing Brownfield sites should take priority. 



 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
See additional comments 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
As Staverton residents living adjacent to New Terrace and Marsh Road and opposite the proposed Staverton development (site 
4) my wife and I strongly object to both this and the Hilperton (site 5) planning proposals. 
What was the point when we moved 2 years ago in our spending out money on searches that showed no planned 
developments? A total waste of money! We moved to get away from developers building on every green field in site. 
1. Flooding 
The fields off Marsh Road / New Terrace that you propose to develop are saturated with water and regularly flood, they were 
flooded in parts and waterlogged in December 19 and have remained flooded and waterlogged through to 2nd March 20. Even 
during the summer months the ditch adjacent to the road is full of stagnant water. The survey we had when we moved to 
Staverton indicated that we were at risk from surface water run off and flooding from these fields. 
2. Roads, Volume and Type of Traffic 
The B3105 is already an extremely busy road, particularly in morning and afternoon rush hours when traffic is queued from 
B3106 Hammond Way roundabout down to the traffic lights at the Cereal Partners Worldwide factory in the morning and from the 
B3107 to the factory in the evening.  
The B3105 along this stretch also carries a large volume of heavy goods vehicles that are totally unsuited for the road and the 
bridges at the Cereal Partners factory and the old bridge 166 over the K&A canal that already has damaged brickwork. 
Pedestrians already take their life in their hands when walking along the pavement adjacent to the road with Heavy goods 
vehicles pass just inches away.  
Adding additional traffic to this both from the Staverton and Hilperton developments 500 and 2100 houses respectively with UK 
average of 1.3 cars per household (circa 3,500 total) would create traffic chaos in all 3 main routes out of the immediate area. 
Both at rush hours and school drop off and pick up times. 



The traffic would have 3 route options. 
• Via Horse Road or Hill and Church Street – This road in several places is single carriageway as vehicles are parked on the 
road, (no off road parking) and it is totally unsuited for additional traffic. 
• Along the B3106 Hammond Way 
• Along the B3105 Marsh Road and Terrace Road that already carries a large volume of traffic out towards Bradford Upon 
Avon and Bath. This road crosses the River Avon flood plain between the B3107 and B3106 and with recent weather and 
flooding has been closed on a couple of recent occasions. 
The latter 2 routes are frequently used by emergency services and any increase in traffic can only slow their response time. 
3. Air Quality 
Bath Clean Air Zone commences in March 2021 and it is expected that more traffic will be routed away from Bath and through 
Staverton. Additional traffic from these developments on top of the existing traffic can only be to the detriment of the Air Quality 
for the residents of Staverton and Hilperton, although the latter does not have to suffer the passage of heavy goods vehicles! Are 
recent air quality data available are they within or close to legal limits? 
4. Amenities and Wildlife 
The boxes on trees at Smallbrook house contain bats, that frequently can be seen flying at dusk, and the Staverton development 
would be detrimental to their habitat. Similarly only a few days ago whilst out walking my wife and I observed a herd of deer in 
fields between Whaddon Lane, Marsh Road and the K&A canal, where one of the developments (site 5) is proposed. Any 
development can only limit and damage their habitat and the surrounding countryside.  
To conclude.  
In our view these developments and their locations are ill conceived and totally unsuited to a small village and completely out of 
keeping with the local area, and we would have thought the county of Wiltshire had other far more suitable “local” sites.  
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P101 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I live in Smallbrook Gardens, Staverton, just of the B3105 which is the main road through Staverton.  I have a number of 
objections and comments on the proposed housing and school development north of the B3105/Marsh Road in Staverton and 
Hilperton.   
While I fully appreciate houses and schools are necessary I consider the current plans are seriously flawed.  Clearly Trowbridge 
does need better school provision north of the town.  At present large numbers of parents are forced to drive through Trowbridge 
to get to the local secondary schools as the public transport bus service is poor and does not enable children to easily get from 
the north of Trowbridge to the local secondary schools.  However, any new schools (nursery, primary, secondary) need good 
access for parents vehicles and public transport.  The current proposals will not meet this essential requirement. 
My key objections are: 
a. The B3105 through Staverton is already gridlocked every rush hour.  Queues regularly stretch from the Nestle Factory 
lights at the bridge over the River Avon to beyond the Hilperton Post Office (PO) roundabout.  This gridlock is often in both 
directions as congestion at the PO roundabout, and the nearby narrow bridge over the K&A canal, means traffic travelling east 



towards Trowbridge is often disrupted as much as the traffic heading out of town.  The proposed building will only make this 
worse. 
b. The fields to the north of the B3105 are regularly flooded.  While I am sure any developer will claim to he will put in 
adequate drainage my experience from elsewhere in the country suggests this will not work.  I know of one major estate, built on 
similar land near Lincoln, that started flooding within 2 years of completion as the builder provided drainage soon became 
blocked or was overwhelmed in heavy rain. 
c. A new Health Centre is essential and if this development goes ahead in any form must be in Phase One.  Health Centres 
promised on other estates around Trowbridge have never materialised as the developers keep amending the plans and the 
Health Centre is somehow lost. 
d. The road congestion already apparent in the area can and does impact on the ability of the emergency services to get to a 
problem.  The additional traffic likely to be generated with multiple gridlock points (eg. PO roundabout, Nestle bridge and traffic 
lights) will make the emergency services job impossible during rush hours.  This would especially impact the two nursing homes 
in Staverton who do, unfortunately, regularly need emergency ambulance and/or doctor support. 
e. Additional housing on existing Trowbridge ’brownfield’ sites, including the INNOX site, would not only generate family 
housing but also help revitalise the centre of Trowbridge which is ever more quickly dying.  
Overall I think this proposal needs a complete rethink.  Better use of ‘brownfield’ sites should be considered for housing and a 
location with better access considered for schools, especially the urgently needed secondary school to the north of Trowbridge. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I understand that only a year ago the Hilperton Village Settlement Boundary was set, and that this proposed development is 
outside of that boundary.  
Any proposal of this magnitude is quite ludicrous, given the nature of the roads into and in Hilperton Village, to attract more 
vehicles into the village area just doesn't make sense at all.  
The effect on the resident wildlife and birdlife in the Kennet and Avon Canal area will be devastating.  
I suggest that you turn inwards and investigate the possibilities of the several brownfield sites within the town area before 
desecrating yet more of our countryside. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

I wish to register my objections to the proposed plans and am appalled that I have only recently heard about this. Key issues are: 
Lack of appropriate and timely communication and consultations with residents by WCC. 
Impact on existing road systems, potential congestion and increased local pollution. 
Major loss of green space and impact on the eco system and the flood plain. 
This proposal is far too big for the area.  It would make sense to build the Secondary school near the kings arms roundabout, but 
absolutely nothing else. 
Further to my notification of objection to the proposal.  I have read the following in the Wiltshire Times today. 
“Wiltshire is building more houses than needed, official figures reveal. 
Countryside charity CPRE is preparing to submit evidence to show the number of houses proposed under the Wiltshire Local 
Plan is a serious over-estimation. 
According to analysis of the Housing Delivery Test (2020) by the Wiltshire branch of the charity, the county has delivered 140 per 
cent of its target. 
It says that between 2017/18 and 2019/20 Wiltshire built 40 per cent more houses than was required of it.” 
This would point to a lack of need for further housing, and I personally can see no reason for selecting these areas in any case.  
What happened to plans for further development at Leap Gate? 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Building on farmland ,houses that we don't need . The big clue is in the Names of the area  
" Marsh ". This area is Kimmeridge clay we all know that .we flood ,we all know that  know that . Why do you want to make 
conditions far worse ?       surely lessons were learned building the Elizabeth Way Road and infill houses on the Hilperton Marsh 
Estate. 
Elizabeth Way Was built at great expense to the honest tax payer , to stop traffic using the village as a rat run. will that still be the 
case ..No 
it wont. 
Building here is also going to destroy the infrastructure of the canal and put the drainage maintenance system at risk .It will also 
destroy the bridal ways that crisscross this land. Are you hoping that no one will notice . 
What about gypsy lane it will be used as a shortcut to the Devizes road. and so destroyed . 
The extra traffic will impact on the three canal bridges ,they are not strong enough to take any more ,also when the road is closed 
because because of flooding at Staverton where will all the traffic go?  Will they take down the bollards at the top of Wyke road 



away so that the extra vehicles can race straight across the Kings arms roundabout ,        the reasons for installing them are still 
there . 
These houses are outside the Village settlement area ,another big clue .  
This is a village with village roads Please do not destroy it . Please do not compromise the  already fragile water table  any more 
by putting down concrete and bricks and up rooting trees, hedges  and shrubs . 
As a long term resident Know how the marsh works so do many many others .take my word for it ,and thirs  
You must learn a lesson from what happened in Somerset a few years ago ,if there is more building here it will happen ,that is for 
sure ,the only question is when? 
Build on the old Boyers site .that would be the intelligent thing to do, instead of the mass distraction you plan. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Hi have had this put through my door,but have not received any thing about this development from you,I live [ADDRESSED 
REDACTED] wyke road near the king’s arm pub by the staverton canal bridge,i object to this development has this will mean 
more traffic coming through staverton over the little bridges,staverton was suppose to have had a relief road years ago but it 
never happened and now more development in this area will mean more traffic and more pollution in the area,and more farm land 
being used for building,so i strongly object and hope the council will see sense and reject these plans. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Re/ 2600 new homes.  Schools and nurseries 1.  Wheredo the thousands of cars go when they leave new estate 
2  vast amount land floods regularly 
3 on top of houses on hilperton gap that is going to be built Absolutely no way 
4 over the years all the paxcroft estate has been built and beyond even more 
5 how much extra building can a small market town take 
6 why not fill in Kennett and Avon canal while your at it and build on there then you have had it all  
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Brownfield sites should be used every time before Greenfield. We do not need any more housing developments in Hilperton. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Yes 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
No the whole development is outside the village settlement boundary set by the council in February 2020. Massively increased 
traffic through Hilperton village. Congestion on all roads adjacent to the King's Arms pub. Extra traffic impacting on existing 
congestion at Staverton bridge traffic lights. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
They should not be built on see reasons above as well as increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes the 
road completely 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Build equally around the whole perimeter of the town rather than in one massive estate.  Paxcroft Mead is an example of how 
NOT to do it! 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Need for medical facilities, recreational facilities including youth clubs and sports . 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Do not build on Greenfield sites. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of development growth proposed is locally excessive, and much too reliant on greenfield development.  There should 
be a brownfield target which I understand has been around 60% since 2008. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
In general I agree with these priorities, particularly 7 and 8.  The proposed plans will swamp Hilperton and Staverton, and 
develop excessively on greenfield destroying what is the essential nature of the area. 



The need to mitigate consequential transport problems around Trowbridge is not addressed.  For example,  the Avon bridge 
Avon and causeway in Staverton is already a bottleneck, and susceptible to floods.  Changes to the traffic management in 
Bradford-on-Avon have already exacerbated the issue on the B3105. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I do not agree sites 4 and 5 are the most appropriate with Area better served by existing roads.  
Areas 4 and 5 access from the B3105 is inadequate even when not closed due to floods. 
Area 6 has fewer public rights of way, and 'green' recreation that will be lost to development. 
Areas 4 & 5 provide essential countryside recreation for the northern side of Trowbridge and are in constant use by walkers, 
joggers and cyclists. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Losing green space, clean air and the essential nature of the countryside. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
There's plenty of brownfield development areas in the town with repurposing of existing buildings opportunities.  With the 
expansion of online shopping and commerce there will be redundant shops and offices in the town centre.  These could be 
converted to accommodation instead of urban sprawl. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 



 
Ensuring adequate water supplies and drainage has not been addressed.  Surface water run-off could exacerbate the flooding 
problems downstream of areas 4 and 5, notably in and around Bradford-on-Avon. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Minimising the loss of an essential recreational amenity should be given greater priority.  
The plans for the particular areas do not contain any comments on consequences of development on the need for traffic 
improvement in surrounding areas, not just 'the town'.  
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P109 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
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no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Regarding the proposed planning application for some 2,600 houses being built on open farmland to the north of Hilperton 
village, I am greatly concerned of the scope of this development for the following reasons: 
• This would more than double the size of Hilperton, and so would take away the 'village' feel 
• The development would be on areas which are prone to flooding. Although I appreciate that water courses can be diverted 
to some extent, there is a large risk that flooding would then happen in other areas 
• There would be a huge increase in traffic, through Hilperton village, as well as potential severe congestion by Staverton 
bridge/roads ajacent to the Kings Arms roundabout. Elizabeth Way was originally built to eleviate this congestion, so we are then 
back to square one! 
• Having additional schools will add to traffic congestion 
• There will be far more 'traffic' on the tow path by the Kennet and Avon canal, particulary between Staverton Bridge and 
Whaddon Bridge. The tow path is already very narrow in places due to erosion of the banks, which can sometimes make it 
difficult to pass walkers and cyclists. I suspect the tow path would be used a great deal for leisure walking/cycling as well as 



people from the development getting to and from work areas. It's bad enough passing people on the tow path with social 
distancing at the moment, but with far more people on there, walking would not be a pleasant experience. Although we are 
responsible dog owners, many arent, so there is often dog faeces on the tow path. I suspect this situation will get much worse 
• It is likely that canal boat owners with a permanent mooring would not be happy having the noise and light pollution, let 
alone people peering into the privacy of their boats 
• Residents in Hilperton will loose that feeling of being right near open countryside 
• There is potential for the noise and light pollution, as well are building structures to put off birds from nesting/staying in that 
area, especially those who are resident in trees and bushes by the canal 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P110 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): N/A 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
N/A 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
N/A 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
N/A 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
N/A 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
N/A 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
N/A 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am very surprised that SHELAA sites 646 and 647 were not removed BEFORE stage 3 of your appraisal. 
Nearly all of the land is classed (on a WC map in my possession) as being grade 1 or 2.  The area is also shown on the 
Agricultural Land Classification Map South West Region.  As you know, the NPPF states that you should protect the best and 
most versatile (BMV) agricultural land from significant, inappropriate or unsustainable development proposals. 
Why then was this land ever considered for development?  I presume that you were aware of this designation? 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I am writing to state me objection to the proposed plans to build 2600 houses to be built on open farmland from Staverton to 
Hilperton village and the extra plans to include schools, nurseries etc 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
The extra traffic, the extra strain on the infrastructure, the risk of extra flooding in the area which is already a great cause of 
concern and the loss of beautiful land full of wildlife is unforgivable. Are we not trying to improve our carbon footprint.  
Why on earth did everyone battle for years to get the Gap road built? 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Just the thought of all that extra traffic building up back through the village because the present problem of traffic at the traffic 
lights at Staverton bridge will be a thousand times worse. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Please rethink this proposal for the sake of our children's and grandchildren's future. Do we not want them to have any farmland 
to look at? 
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Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I am writing to state my objection to the proposal plans to build 2600 houses, schools etc on t he farm land in Staverton/Hilperton 
village. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
This area is known as Hilperton MARSH for a reason, this encourages plentiful wildlife and beautiful fauna and flora. Why would 
you want to obliterate this wonderful habitat? Do we not all try to decrease our carbon footprint for the sake of future generations? 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The proposed buildings will increase considerably the problem of flooding in this area, anyone who lives in this area already 
knows about the yearly problem with flooding we already have. This will increase the problem many fold forcing traffic back 
through Trowbridge causing even more congestion at peak times. Infrastructure will not cope with the added pressure on their 
services. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
It is not clear how the housing targets have been developed but I assume detailed work has been done to validate the numbers. 
My main comment would be that it would be prudent to postpone any major development decisions until we can see the effect of 
the UK Leaving the EU (much lower migration from EU should be expected plus lower economic growth with Brexit) and also the 
COVID Pandemic (with it's major effect on the economy and accelerated transformation of working/shopping habits).  
Yes there should be a target for developing on brownfield land and I think this should be much higher. There are significant areas 
of Trowbridge currently derelict (e.g. old Bowyers site) and also unused sites on current industrial parks and within the Town 
Centre.  
The effect of the CO VID pandemic is going to massively accelerate longer term trends such as home shopping and home 
working. This in turn will free up substantial areas of the town centre (from retail and office space) and on industrial parks (some 
out of town retail and a lot of office space). This change will be seismic and must be factored into any major planning initiative 
before we consider taking greenfield sites for housing development. 
 



 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
As per my answer to TB 1, I don't think that the current plan gives sufficient consideration to the enormous changes we are going 
to see, massively accelerated by the COVID pandemic, to land use over the next few years.  
You could easily envisage that 40-50% of our High Streets will become available for residential use and indeed such residential 
development will be vital if we are to revitalise our own Trowbridge town centre, otherwise it will become a 'ghost town'.  
To a lesser extent I also think it is likely that our light industrial areas around Trowbridge will have surplus space - this through the 
reduction in office space requirement with the move to home working and reduction in out of town shopping units with the move 
to home delivery. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No I do not agree.  
Trowbridge seems to have taken a very large part of its total housing development and dropped it on two neighbouring villages, 
Hilperton and Staverton. How can this be right? Both are clearly designated in villages in their own right. Yes, it would be fair for 
these villages to have a share of new housing development required but it should be a small share, not the lion's share. If I read 
this right, then Hilperton a village of around 2,500 dwellings is going to have to take the same number again of new houses! Such 
a change will irrevocably change the nature of the village.  
Road congestion. Unless very major new roads are completed I fail to see how such a large development won't lead to 
widespread road congestion. There is already significant congestion on the road through Staverton at peak times and across the 
Staverton bridge and causeway - both prone to flooding of course and indeed road closures from flooding. At a minimum a new 
elevated bridge crossing and new major road through Staverton (extension of Elizabeth Way?) would be required to support this 
development. Hill Street and Church Street in Hilperton will also see perhaps a doubling of current traffic load (has the work been 
done to estimate?) for which the road is entirely unsuited and with no realistic option to improve the road.  
Flooding. The fields to the side or March Road are prone to flooding (clue is in the name!) and the loss of fields here and further 
up into Hilperton can only lead to a high risk of flooding - especially considering the effect of Climate Change in the next 20 years 
(we won't see any meaningful improvements to global CO2 emissions until 2050 at the earliest, if then). Currently the fields 'hold' 



a significant amount of water after heavy rainfall (I saw that across the proposed areas only last month - both off Marsh Road and 
either side of Whaddon Lane), that safety valve will be lost in the proposed development. I note in the plans mention of 
'mitigation' to flood risk but the increasing amount of water running off the largely developed area has to go somewhere - the only 
feasible option would be to hugely increase water flow into the river at Staverton with dire consequences for flooding both in 
Staverton and further downstream in places like Bradford on Avon. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
As mentioned above it would be:  Maintaining the character of the villages of Hilperton and Staverton.  Transport infrastructure 
especially new roads.  Flooding. Very robust plan needed to mitigate flood risk allowing for significantly higher future rainfall. E.g. 
considering that previous 'once in a 100 year events' occur 'once in ten years' etc. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
First priority should be given to brownfield sites including a redevelopment of Trowbridge town centre as already mentioned.  
Thinking of greenfield sites I would look at land outside Hilperton village towards Semington - further on from Trowbridge Rugby 
Club. Flooding is much less of a risk, transport links to main roads are much better and it would be far less damaging to the 
village of Hilperton. Also look at land beyond 'Leap Gate' in Paxcroft. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
As already mentioned, before the development should be considered commitment must be made to substantial upgrading of 
current roads including new bypass for Staverton and new bridge over river with a higher traffic capacity and built at a higher 
enough level to be above the flood levels at Staverton. 
 



 
Further comments 
 

 
I just find this proposal totally unacceptable for all the reasons given - and especially given the priority which should be given to 
revitalising Trowbridge town centre. It looks like a massive opportunity for investment in town centre through residential 
development is going to be missed if this 'easy option' out of town development is followed. 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
It is noted that the Gypsy & Travellers assessment states that boater requirements will be considered in the local plan. It is not 
clear if there is an intention to suggest sites be allocated, either for moorings or any other type of canal related facilities but, in 
order to comply with other emerging policies in the plan review, and as a result of the non- footloose nature of the canal, 
Trowbridge may be a suitable location for enhanced water related facilities, subject to further studies on navigational safety and 
water resources. 



Any proposals should be discussed with the Canal & River Trust who have an  agreed Moorings Policy for this canal and would 
need to assess proposals in terms of navigational safety and water resources and should comply where possible with the Kennet 
& Avon Canal Conservation Management Plan.  Many canal boaters wish to move towards more renewable forms of energy and 
so charging points for electric boats should be considered in sites directly adjacent to the canal such as site 4. 
We are surprised to note that the placemaking strategy  aims to protect, improve and extend the local green infrastructure 
network, particularly related to formal recreation activities and also along the River Biss. But no mention is made of the Kennet & 
Avon Canal, one of the major GBI assets in the area. This is particularly important as the two preferred development sites, sites 4 
& 5, directly adjoin the canal and enhancement to the canal as part of the GBI network is mentioned within the site details. We 
suggest that this is an omission which can be easily corrected. 
 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
We note that site 5 requires open space provision to include an area alongside the Kennet & Avon Canal and walking and cycling 
links to and from the town centre, nearby settlements including Hilperton, Staverton and Semington and footbridges over the 
canal.  Figure 3 shows a trim-trail towpath loop and figure 4 mentions the towpath being upgraded to cycleway.  Both of these 
improvements should be funded by the development, but discussions should take place as soon as possible with the Canal & 
River Trust with regard to the feasibility and acceptability of these improvements as well as any new access points or bridges 
over the canal.  We are pleased to note that both sites highlight the potential to use the canal towpath as part of a recreational 
route and effectively the  master planning of the two sites on either side of the canal need to be complementary and we welcome 
the higher density and aims for vibrancy by more missed uses adjacent to the canal on the towpath side whilst the offside 
presents ecological and habitat enhancement opportunities whilst still allowing access to the waterside.  Both sites are on the 
edge of the town and so would provide a new urban edge when travelling by boat or on the towpath from the east. Placemaking 
and urban design are therefore very important in providing a successful transition from more rural areas to the town and the 
existing canalside habitat on the offside (site 5)  is important.   It is not clear if the canal is recognised as a key frontage in figure 9 



(site 4) due to the scale of the map, however this is a good opportunity to really make the most of the waterside location and 
create an exemplar public realm, taking full advantage of the waterside location. The waterspace should act as a link between 
and part of the sites rather than a barrier between the two sites.  Recreation opportunities should be considered both on and off 
the water and the need for such facilities be explored in the Leisure Needs analysis. Paddle sports are becoming increasingly 
popular and there may be a demand for launch locations too and facilities for those wishing to use the towpath for recreation 
such as walking and angling should be considered too, with opportunities for the provision of parking areas and way finding. Both 
sites should consider the use of canal water for low/zero carbon energy and it may be possible to use the canal for surface water 
drainage and the towpath to provide a route for utilities, including fibre broadband.  Any new bridge over the Kennet & Avon canal 
will require the agreement of the Canal & River Trust and discussions should commence with the Trust regarding the location and 
detailed design requirements for a bridge as well as with regard to the various licenses and consents required. Early engagement 
is necessary as this may be relevant to the final masterplan process. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
It is noted that the Gypsy & Travellers assessment states that boater requirements will be considered in the local plan. It is not 
clear if there is an intention to suggest sites be allocated, either for moorings or any other type of canal related facilities but, in 
order to comply with other emerging policies in the plan review, and as a result of the non- footloose nature of the canal, 
Trowbridge may be a suitable location for enhanced water related facilities, subject to further studies on navigational safety and 
water resources. 
Any proposals should be discussed with the Canal & River Trust who have an  agreed moorings Policy for this canal and would 
need to assess proposals in terms of navigational safety and water resources and should comply where possible with the Kennet 
& Avon Canal Conservation Management Plan.  Many canal boaters wish to move towards more renewable forms of energy and 
so charging points for electric boats should be considered in sites directly adjacent to the canal such as site 4. 



We are surprised to note that the placemaking strategy  aims to protect, improve and extend the local green infrastructure 
network, particularly related to formal recreation activities and also along the River Biss but no mention is made of the Kennet & 
Avon Canal, one of the major GBI assets in the area. This is particularly important as the two preferred development sites, sites 4 
& 5 directly adjoin the canal and enhancement to the canal as part of the GBI network is mentioned within the site details. We 
suggest that this is omission which can be easily corrected. 
 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
We are surprised to note that the placemaking strategy  aims to protect, improve and extend the local green infrastructure 
network, particularly related to formal recreation activities and also along the River Biss but no mention is made of the Kennet & 
Avon Canal, one of the major GBI assets in the area. This is particularly important as the two preferred development sites, sites 4 
& 5 directly adjoin the canal and enhancement to the canal as part of the GBI network is mentioned within the site details. We 
suggest that this is omission which can be easily corrected. 
We note that site 5 requires open space provision to include an area alongside the Kennet & Avon Canal and walking and cycling 
links to and from the town centre, nearby settlements including Hilperton, Staverton and Semington and footbridges over the 
canal.  
Figure 3 shows a trim-trail towpath loop and figure 4 mentions the towpath being upgraded to cycleway.  Both of these 
improvements should be funded by the development, but discussions should take place as soon as possible with the Canal & 
River Trust with regard to the feasibility and acceptability of these improvements as well as any new access points or bridges 
over the canal.  
We are pleased to note that both sites highlight the potential to use the canal towpath as part of a recreational route and 
effectively the  master planning of the two sites on either side of the canal need to be complementary and we welcome the higher 
density and aims for vibrancy by more missed uses adjacent to the canal on the towpath side whilst the offside presents 
ecological and habitat enhancement opportunities whilst still allowing access to the waterside.  
Both sites are on the edge of the town and so would provide a new urban edge when travelling by boat or on the towpath from 
the east. Placemaking and urban design are therefore very important in providing a successful transition from more rural areas to 
the town and the existing canalside habitat on the offside (site 5)  is important.  



 It is not clear if the canal is recognised as a key frontage in figure 9 (site 4) due to the scale of the map, however this is a good 
opportunity to really make the most of the waterside location and create an exemplar public realm, taking full advantage of the 
waterside location. The waterspace should act as a link between and part of the sites rather than a barrier between the two sites.  
Recreation opportunities should be considered both on and off the water and the need for such facilities be explored in the 
Leisure Needs analysis. Paddle sports are becoming increasingly popular and there may be a demand for launch locations too 
and facilities for those wishing to use the towpath for recreation such as walking and angling should be considered too, with 
opportunities for the provision of parking areas and way finding. 
Both sites should consider the use of canal water for low/zero carbon energy and it may be possible to use the canal for surface 
water drainage and the towpath to provide a route for utilities, including fibre broadband.  
Any new bridge over the Kennet & Avon canal will require the agreement of the Canal & River Trust and discussions should 
commence with the Trust regarding the location and detailed design requirements for a bridge as well as with regard to the 
various licenses and consents required. Early engagement is necessary as this may be relevant to the final masterplan process.  
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



Although my husband and I realise new houses and schools must be built somewhere, we object to the present plan that has 
been submitted. The area suggested between Staverton and Hilperton, is good open farmland. It can flood occasionally and 
already there is a snarl up of traffic at the junction by the King's Arms. The bridge there would need to be strengthened. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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Consultee code: Parish/Town Council 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Steeple Ashton Parish 
Council 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Trowbridge has already been subject to large scale expansion into adjoining rural land and it seems difficult to see where this 
additional growth will come from. It would be preferrable if future growth could be accommodated within the existing town limits 
through development of brownfield land and the regeneration of existing poor quality housing into well designed, higher density 
urban development. This may require WC to adopt a leading role by compulsory purchasing some properties. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



We agree that the central area of Trowbridge is in need of regeneration and support the proposed priorities. We would like to see 
the A350 used as a buffer to constrain development of Trowbridge in the direction of the rural parishes of Steeple Ashton, West 
Ashton and Great Hinton. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
It would be preferrable to see Trowbridge’s development limited to the existing town boundary rather than spread into rural areas. 
We are particularly concerned to see how site 6 was defined, especially its spread across the A350 towards Great Hinton. We 
would strongly object to any future development proposal for this site. 
It would be preferrable if future growth of Trowbridge could be accommodated within the existing town limits through development 
of brownfield land and the regeneration of existing poor quality housing into well designed higher density urban development. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
If WC must develop rural land then it should be a priority to maintain or improve the proportion of wooded and other wild space 
currently existing on the land within the developed area. This should be done in a way that encourages these green spaces to 
thrive and ensures that they are connected.All buildings should be highly efficient and provided with renewable energy systems 
and heating. Car charging points must be incorporated into the development. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
It would be preferrable if future growth of Trowbridge could be accommodated within the existing town limits through development 
of brownfield land and the regeneration of existing poor quality housing into well designed higher density urban development. 
 



 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
All new development should be provided with good pedestrian and cycle connections to the central area and main employment 
areas. Public transport services should also be provided. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
None 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I’m writing to voice my concerns of the proposed over development of the village’s of Hilperton and Staverton. Surely a brown 
field site would be more suitable? Bowyers springs to mind. Where is the need coming from to expand village settlement 
boundaries when you have a more suitable brown field site and a more suitable green field site at the end of leap gate and biss 
meadows. You already propose 1000s of houses along with schools there where traffic would be far more manageable with great 
links to the town centre and immediate access to the a350. We don’t need it in Hilperton.  
The traffic this kind of development would cause to these two small villages  would be unmanageable and certainly not practical. 
The traffic lights and school at Staverton already create a huge bottle neck for commuter traffic and I thought the point of the very 
expensive relief road was to relieve traffic in the village of Hilperton. Your new proposal will throw all of this out of the window.  
I hope you can take my valid points into consideration and turn this ridiculous plan down. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
yes 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
consideration should be given to how many homes are actually required by Trowbridge population not how many people may or 
may not move into the town. 
The amount of housing built over the last 10/15 years has failed to give priority to local people looking  for affordable housing or 
those looking for somewhere to live, due to house prices. 
The only people that are happy are the building firms as they are making a killing in Wiltshire. 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No sites 4 and 5 are a disaster gust waiting to happen. Who ever considered these sites did not take into consideration the 
following 1. the area around the causeway is a flood plain and the increased building will increase the number of times it floods 
and how high the water will reach, Developers may state they can sort that problem out but this has been proven to may times in 
to many parts of the country to be wrong. 
The traffic volume on the Staverton Bridge traffic lights is a problem at the moment but building what is proposed will grid lock the 
whole area back to the Wicks roundabout the the junction on the Bradford on avon holt road. The roads in this area were never 
made to take this volume of traffic neither is the bridge, 
The development is on open farm land when it should be built on brown sites before any green belt/farm land is used. 
Horse Rd and the Village are going to see a high volume of traffic if this development goes ahead. 
The whole development is outside the village settlement boundary set by the council as recently as Feb 2020 in the Wiltshire 
housing site allocation plan. It would appear from this the word of the council is not worth the paper it's  wrote on. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
for action to be taken by the local residence to stop Wiltshire council from going ahead with this and other developments in 
Wiltshire as too many houses are being built in this county and ask the audit commission to get involved. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Wiltshire council do not seem to have environmental constraints  as Trowbridge do not have enough work for the people who live 
in the town as the majority are employed outside the town. 



the houses that have been built over the past 15 years have been take by people employed outside the town which means a 
large proportion drive to work which goes against the Governments wish to reduce carbon imitations. 
 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
I don't consider that Wiltshire have a leg to stand on with respect to education as the people of Trowbridge have been calling out 
for a secondary school to be built for years. When the Mead was being built the council had a perfect window to have a 
secondary school to be built, the land was and still is available and construction was taking place but once again the council 
buried it's head in the sand. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P119 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
We are writing to you with our concerns regarding possible building on land between Staverton and Hilperton Village. 
1 The amount of houses proposed seems excessive in this area.  The idea of Elizabeth way was to reduce traffic around the local 
villages, this would increase traffic considerably. 
Local villages should be protected and not ruined by extreme building. 
We think this is valuable farm land and should be used for growing crops. 
Land should be used in the towns first for housing eg The Bowyers site/Railway station.  There are also areas near Tescos and 
the old mills which could be used in a better way for housing.  Empty shops could be used as well in our town centre.  As the high 
street struggles where are all these extra families supposed to shop given the state of our town.  A better more exciting town 
development is needed more urgently to keep families in our area.   
We hope that some of these points will be taken into consideration. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P120 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am writing to submit my objections to the housing plans for Trowbridge and also express my disbelief at the lack of 
communication with the communities that are going to be directly affected, ie Staverton, Hilperton and Whaddon, if the plans are 
carried out. 
We have been Hilperton residents for many years. The first we heard of the plans were a week ago, despite the plans having 
been drawn up by Wiltshire Council for some time. I understand the land in question is protected land because it is outside the 
Village Settlement Boundary. It appears that the housing allocation plus the schools for the whole of Trowbridge will be built on 
the land adjacent to Staverton and Hilperton instead of being built in other areas around the town. There is the brownfield site at 
the old Bowyers factory and the Ashton Park site had previously been allocated to build 2,500 houses and a secondary school. 
There are several strong arguments against the the chosen areas. Firstly the road system is not sufficient to carry the hugely 
increased amount of traffic. The bridge and traffic lights at Staverton would not be able to manage and would inevitably damage 
the bridge. I understand that no new roads would be built. I know that one of the arguments against the Bowyers site was 
increased traffic but increased traffic at Staverton seems far more insurmountable. 



There is frequent flooding in the fields alongside Staverton and Hilperton now - with the development the flood water would have 
nowhere to go except run down to the River Avon and increase the volume of water. It would inevitably flood and close the 
Causeway much more than it does now. With climate change it is scientifically anticipated that the climate will become warmer 
and wetter. 
There is considerable wildlife in the area, including bats, whose habitats will be destroyed. Climate change requires very careful 
consideration of carbon emissions and more trees are needed to soak up the carbon. 
While there may be an argument for increased housing in the Trowbridge area, it is important to consider whether more of it 
should be built on brownfield sites and only on greenfield sites after all other possibilities have been investigated and exhausted. 
These are very serious issues, not only for local residents but the whole of Trowbridge. In the Wiltshire Council Local Planning for 
Trowbridge document it states “To balance the need to accommodate additional growth at the town with the need to respect, as 
far as is reasonably practical, the individual identities of Hilperton, North Bradley, Southwick and West Ashton”. The proposed 
plan will not respect the individual identity of Hilperton and should have been made transparent to the residents of Staverton, 
Hilperton and Whaddon whose communities will be blighted and threatened if these plans go ahead and building is carried out on 
protected land. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P121 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The amount of extra traffic which will be generated by 2600 homes with, in many cases, more than one car per family. Added to 
this will be even more traffic to and from the schools. As the main access to the site appears to be on the roundabout at the Kings 
Arms this is frankly undeliverable. At present traffic is greatly reduced due to covid restriction, even so the roundabout is 
continually busy and once the schools are full open in Staverton and Hilperton and people start back to work will be for more so. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The residents of Staverton must despair if this plan should be pursued. When will they even be able to cross the road in safety, 
there is continual traffic now of constant holidays at the bridge traffic lights. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Why did we all campaign for a bypass for Hilperton village? So that we could be relieved of the continual traffic, including 
enormous HGVs which used Marsh Road and travelled through the village night and day. Elizabeth Way has made a great 
difference to our lives, but if the plan goes  through we will be back where we started.  
Is it really necessary to take good farm land which has been producing wheat and grazing for cattle and sheep, and which 
borders the K&A canal so closely?  
I sincerely hope that this plan will be rejected. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P122 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

1) I've lived on Horse Road for 15 years and know that the river Avon at Staverton floods at least 3 times per year on average, if 
not entirely closing the road out to BonA it raises the water table and thereby the flood level into houses that would be built 
nearby.  The fields are rarely dry enough underfoot in summer time if there is average rainfall, with crops yielding poorly at times. 
Certainly not suitable for housing no matter what contingencies you claim can prevent it. 
2) The risk of groundwater flooding in the local area is already significant high - I was flooded in the September storm 5 or 6 
years ago aswell as a house in Holt.  By building so many homes on agricultural land and covering it with concrete & tarmac, you 
increase the risk of this significantly.  And it matters not it seems you intend to build so close to the flood plain.  The water will 
simply have nowhere to go other than into houses. 
3) The Local Plan acknowledges Hilperton and its village status - this size of build annihilates its village status. 
4) Why cant you re purpose derelict sites with new builds into sites like that in Church Street in Hilperton where the old farm is - 
services are there already and so long as a sympathetic developer was appointed like Crest Nicholson who can build in stone 
instead of red brick, I would think you would get little objection. 
5) How can you justify building on new land when real estate in the town centre & huge more derelict sites such as Bowyers 
remain untouched.  It is a myth that more people want to have gardens so stop building on places where those that do enjoy the 
countryside can go & use it.  The future generations will be tech heavy not outdoors people - regardless of covid and being 'told 
to stay at home' they dont want lawns to mow and views to see - so repurpose stock closer to towns that needs redeveloping. 
It's really disappointing you desire to ruin more natural landscape & also do not seemingly care this would be on land at risk of 
flooding. Please consider carefully this plan. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P123 
 

 
Consultee code: Developer/Agent 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): WebbPaton 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? Yes 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable): PGG Turner 
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The growth in Trowbridge is not high enough.  The plan should be from 2021 rather than 2016, also should consider the supply of 
suitable development land for a 30 year period rather than 15 years, based on the current National Planning Policy Framework 
consultation.  
We question whether the brownfield land sites are actually available and can be viably developed. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Yes 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  We believe there is land very close to Trowbridge railway station to the west of Trowbridge which is more appropriate for 
development.  
We believe that land to that the land west of Trowbridge identified as SHELAA site 3355 should be included as an additional  
identified site.   
The plan should be from 2021 rather than 2016, also should consider the supply of suitable development land for a 30 year 
period rather than 15 years, based on the current National Planning Policy Framework consultation.  

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
design, sustainability, and climate change 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
We believe that land to that the land west of Trowbridge identified as SHELAA site 3355 should be included as an additional  
identified site. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
No 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P124 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Not applicable 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of growth is too high and more houses should be built on brownfield sites. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
There should be more priorities for villages and some priorities for the animals and the countryside. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
No because it would devistate Hilperton village and would be unfair on all the wild animals plus we see bats in our garden and 
they are a protected species. 
There will also be a lot of traffic. 
The fields get waterlogged a lot. 
Lot of people like playing football on the recreation ground.There would not be enough room for all the extra people. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Bats, Traffic, Flooding, Open Space for Walks and Wildlife 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Option 6 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P125 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I   am   very   surprised   that   Staverton   and   Hilperton   Parishes,   which   have   some   lovely rural   land   to   their   eastern   
boundaries,   are   to   be   urbanised   and   swallowed   up   by   a huge   (2600   homes)   development,   equivalent   to   a   
small   town.   The   subsequent   loss   of open   green   space   will   make   Semington   much   less   rural   than   it   currently   
is,   and foreshadows   the   march   of   “Greater   Trowbridge”   into   Semington   Parish.   I   am   strongly opposed   to   this   
and   want   a   fixed   boundary   to   the   north   and   east   of   Trowbridge   that stops   it   coming   any   closer   than   
Whaddon   Lane. 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 



 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
So,   should   sites   4   and   5   in   the   Trowbridge   Plans,   or   sites   5,   6   or   7   in   the   Melksham Plans   be   selected   
in   any   combination   for   any   sort   of   development,   I   want   a   very   wide “no   further   development”   buffer   zone   to   
be   established   between   those developments   and   the   canal. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It MUST 
retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
I   oppose   any   proposal   to   build   houses   on   Hag   Hill   and   to   extend   development   across the   A350   towards   
Great   Hinton   (site   6   of   the   Trowbridge   options).   Building   homes   on this   high   ground   would   place   a   
monumental   blot   on   the   landscape,   destroying   any sense   or   rurality   for   miles   around.   It   is   also   very   close   to   
Li le   Marsh   and   would   bring Greater   Trowbridge   to   our   boundary   at   Corestreet   Lane.   The   hill,   with   wonderful   



long views   across   to   the   downs,   is   the   only   high   ground   accessible   from   our   parish without   having   to   cross   
the   busy   A350. 
 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I   strongly   agree   with   Semington   Parish   Council’s   dismay   and   sense   of   betrayal   at being   moved   from   one   
Housing   Market   Area   to   another   without   being   explicitly consulted.   I   can’t   avoid   concluding   that   this   has   been   
done   so   that   Trowbridge   can expand   north   and   east,   especially   as   site   6   (Hag   Hill)   could   never   count   
towards   the Trowbridge   housing   requirement   if   it   remained   in   the   Chippenham   HMA.   This   is undemocratic   and   
unworthy   of   a   local   authority   that   once   boasted   “where   everyone manners”.   I   want   Semington   to   be   moved   
immediately   back   into   the   Chippenham HMA. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P126 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

Wiltshire council Consultation on their Draft Local Plan 2016-2036 
With regard to the proposed development in Whaddon Lane Hilperton.  I have lived in Hilperton for 20 years and have watched 
the spread of housing over greenfield sites with dismay. 
My principal objection to the Whaddon Lane site is the amount of extra traffic that would be generated not only in Whaddon Lane 
but throughout the village. Whaddon Lane itself is a single track road used by walkers, cyclists, joggers and horse riders.  There 
is also a lot of farm traffic and traffic associated with the industrial units in Whaddon.  There is also traffic to and from the village 
hall and the day nursery situated there.  The junction from Hill Street into Whaddon lane is very blind and there have been 
several near misses of vehicles turning into and out of the lane.  Added to this there is the problem that drivers seem to have no 
regard to speed limiting. 
I note that the main access to the proposed site is adjacent to the King’s Arms roundabout, however the fact that the 
development surrounds Whaddon Lane means that there is bound to be an impact on the traffic levels in the lane. 
Furthermore, Hilperton is an historic village mentioned in the Domesday book and it is of utmost importance to maintain the 
character of the village. To build on all this greenfield space seems to me would affect the whole ethos of the village and also 
upset the ecology associated with this farmland. 
I note that in your overall judgement of Stage 2A and Stage 2B you say that there is likely to be some impact on the designated 
conservation area.  I think this is a significant fact with regard to the whole of the village and I hope that everything I have written 
will be taken into consideration with regard to the planning 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P127 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of development proposed is locally excessive, and too reliant on greenfield development.  Yes, there should be a 
brownfield target, which we understand to have been 60% since 2008 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
We agree these priorities, especially 7 and 8.  The proposed plans swamp Hilperton and Staverton, and develop excessively on 
greenfield. 
The need to mitigate consequential transport problems around Trowbridge (not just 'in the town') is not mentioned.  In particular, 
the crossing of the Avon at Staverton is a bottleneck, and vulnerable to floods.  Changes to traffic management in Bradford-on-



Avon have exacerbated the issue already on B3105. HGV traffic is increasing with no active measures eg weight limit restrictions, 
positive signing. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
We do not agree sites 4 and 5 are the most appropriate.  Area 6 is better served by existing roads.  
For areas 4 and 5 the access from the B3105 is inadequate even when not closed due to floods. 
Area 6 has fewer public rights of way, and 'green' recreation that will be lost to development. 
The areas 4 & 5 are the essential 'green lung' for the northern side of Trowbridge and are in constant use by walkers, joggers and 
cyclists. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Traffic mitigation and green space 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Brownfield development in the town, and repurposing of existing buildings.  With the expansion of online shopping and commerce 
there will be redundant shops and offices in the town centre.  These could be converted to accommodation instead of urban 
sprawl. Post Covid repurposing of office buildings is a predictable outcome. 
 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 



 
There is no mention of ensuring adequate water supplies and drainage.  Water pressure in Hilperton is already at the low end of 
acceptable. Surface water run-off will exacerbate the flooding problems downstream of areas 4 and 5, notably in and around 
Bradford-on-Avon. 
Comments 
The plans for the particular areas do not contain any comments on consequences of development on the need for traffic 
improvement in surrounding areas, not just 'the town'.  
Minimising the loss of recreational amenity should be given greater priority. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P128 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
With reference to the proposed 2600 homes in the vicinity of the villages of Staverton, Hilperton Marsh and Hilperton as outlined 
in the Wiltshire Local Plan Review January 2021. 
I wish to raise the following comments and questions: - 
1. This development is entirely to be constructed on open farmland outside the village settlement boundary set by Wiltshire 
Council in 2020 (Wiltshire Housing Allocations Plan February 2020) Please explain why as the other developments outlined in the 
2020 plan are yet to be completed, why there is a need for this additional plan at this time? 
2. The total development will have a total of 2600 family units. 
 a. A survey completed in 2020 concluded that average commuting distances were 21 miles in the South West. 
 b. Department of Transport surveys in 2018 have placed the average number of cars in the South West as 1.39 per 
household. 
 c. Department of Transport Surveys in 2016 have concluded that in rural or semi-rural areas in the South West that 
67% of commuting is completed by private car or van, whereas less than 7% utilised bus services. 



 d. Therefore: 1.39 x 2600 = 3614 cars to be owned by the new occupiers of the development. If we take just 67% of 
that figure 2421 extra cars will be added to the commuter traffic in the area. Most residents in Trowbridge will be travelling an 
average of 21 miles DoT Survey 2018) to other towns and city for employment as Trowbridge does not seem to draw large 
employers to the town. 
 e. The additional schools and nurseries within the curtilage of the development will add additional traffic to the area as 
children are transported to and from these establishments. 
 f. Taking into account the points in paragraphs 2a to 2e inclusive, how is the council proposing to cater for this 
additional traffic as the traffic lights for the bridge at Staverton can cause queues up to  Marsh Road and the junction of 
Hammond Way with Canal Road? It would seem the traffic through Hilperton Marsh/Hilperton removed by the opening of 
Elizabeth Way is to be returned. 
 g. Because of the above facts, has the council considered or be prepared to consider the opening of a new railway 
station on the railway line between Melksham and Trowbridge? This would take some of the long distance commuter traffic from 
the roads. Use of Trowbridge railway station is an unlikely scenario as the station car park insufficiently sized for current 
commuter traffic levels. 
3. The development is in all probability larger than the existing housing stock within the three villages, how can this be 
construed as ‘keeping the identity’ of the villages? 
4. The development wraps around a noisy rural industrial park at Marsh Farm, how can this zoning be beneficial to the new 
home owners buying properties adjacent to this industrial area? 
5. Some of the areas proposed for this development are within the known flood risk area as outlined on the flood map 
website maintained by the UK Government. Any mitigation to decrease the risk on the land for the new development will raise the 
risk of flooding elsewhere, including the New Terrace causeway (B3105) between Bradford Road (B3107) and the junction of 
B3106 at Staverton Bridge. This will close this route out of the villages, causing severe congestion through the villages on Marsh 
Road/Hill Street/Church Street and also through Trowbridge on Hammond Way/Canal Road/Seymour Road Etc. Please explain 
how the council will mitigate this? 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P129 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Private resident 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
lower. Brownfield sites should be used and the green areas not built on to support the well being of humans 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
You have developed a doughnut town already. No centre and surrounded by overdevelopment of houses. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
Absolutely NOT.  
1.You are destroying areas of farmland which will be needed to feed the UK population, especially now the EU border will be 
causing shortages of food. 
2.A development of this size will cause enormous pressure on the local infrastructure. What was the point of building the 
Hilperton relief road to congest the roads near the King's arms as well as in the Village of Hilperton?  This is to say nothing about 
the traffic needing to use the bridge over the river at Staverton  
Having 2,600 houses will cause at least 3,000 cars on the road that will be adding  to pollution for people living in the 
area.Thinking that everyone will have electric cars before 2050 is a pipe dream. 
3.A lot of this area is extremely busy with people exercising in the open spaces and fresh air during the current coronavirus crisis. 
To remove this amenity for people to not suffer mental health issues is immoral. The only people benefiting from a scheme of this 
size are the developers. 
4.The need for schools in this area is dubious at the best. You are creating a chicken and egg scenario. The only need for so 
many schools is to cater for incoming residents to the new development. This in turn will lead to more traffic and thus more 
pollution. 
5.Hilperton was officially designated a village only very recently. Why surround the village and absorb it into Trowbridge. It is not 
Trowbridge and never has been. There are even different MP's representing the residents. 
6.Wiltshire has built far more houses than needed over the last few years. Where are all these people coming from and more 
importantly where are the jobs?  
7. Trowbridge is not a very desirable place to live and until the town centre is prioritised and brought back to life and all the empty 
shops and brownfield sites are developed properly the countryside should be protected and not concreted over with rabbit 
hutches for people to squeeze into. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
All stated in answer to question 9. This box is not big enough and will not allow it to be repeated 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 



 

 
Make use of all the brownfield sites and build smaller desirable developments spread around the county. People do not want to 
be living on top of each other with minuscule houses and gardens. People need space for their well being and to have access to 
the countryside to exercise and stay healthy, both physically but especially mentally. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
All topics listed would be overstretched. Creation of pollution and damage to health, be it through the creation of a poor 
environment or through noise and/ or light pollution due to people squeezed together in a vast development. 
Added to this will be a constant stream of delivery vans as people shop online more and cause air cleanliness problems. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
This is not the right development for this time. Making more villages slightly larger will benefit more people. Hilperton does not 
need another "Paxcroft Mead" destruction of the green areas which are the only saving grace for the poor county town nearby. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P130 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): N/A 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of growth is too large for the already overstretched services in the Trowbridge area eg doctors surgeries and leisure 
facilities. There most definitely needs to be more than one brown field option- there is a large brownfield site in the centre of the 
town on the old Bowyers site. The majority of land suggested is either farmland or subject to considerable flood risk eg Cottles 
Barton area and the impact on the vastly increased traffic flow across the Staverton bridge , Whaddon Lane, Marsh Road and Hill 
Street. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



6) More houses will require more educational services- why cannot a school be built without the additional housing? East 
Trowbridge has been promised a secondary school for a number of years-with the funding eventually being devolved to the John 
of Gaunt school and not providing any additional places 
8) The priorities that are missing are conservation of existing habitats and wildlife havens along the Kennet and Avon canal. The 
plan currently requires the widening of the tow path to provide mixed access paths. This will require the destruction of existing 
mature hedgerows and trees and the removal of farmland , again in areas of significant flooding.  
7) The additional housing and access will not protect the individual identity of Hilperton. The access roads will significantly 
increase the volume of traffic through the village , the very thing the Hilperton Gap was designed to address. This plan appears to 
divert the traffic from the town to the villages, I fail to see how these routes will link to the town. Buses are prohibitively expensive, 
people will not use them.  
In light of the pandemic and the impact on the high street the council has a moral imperative to consider the future of the centre 
not only in terms of commerce but also housing. How many empty shops could be used for accommodation? 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No I do not agree: 
The proposed development is for 2600 houses this will add potentially 6000 cars into the area.  The impact on the environment 
can not be reversed and will be irrevocable damaged for wildlife and conservation.  The developer will promise all the green 
finishes in trees etc but they are not arborists or conservationists. They will be lead by budget and these items will be the first to 
be dropped off or replaced with poor quality alternatives, Often plants and tress wholly unsuitable for developments are used, 
poorly planted and die within a year.  Where is the community orchard promised to Trowbridge ? Indeed  a Trowbridge orchard is 
planned for development to be  cut down and built on demonstrating the Councils lack of rigour and commitment to the 
environment. The amount of carbon produced simply cannot be offset, even with the new solar farm. Each dwelling on average 
will produce 56 tonnes of carbon and 145,000 tonnes in the construction of the houses alone. The continuing carbon foot print will 
have ongoing further impact. 
The village of Hilperton will not retain its separate identity and the access roads will encourage a significantly higher volume of 
traffic , including an increased number of HGV vehicles both in the construction and deliveries.This will  lead to severe 
congestion. Whaddon Lane is a single track road- I fail to see how this can be made suitable for an increase of  6000 cars in the 
immediate vicinity. 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Environmental concerns and conservation of existing habitats.Pollution to the River Frome and the Kennet and Avon Canal. 
Removal of farmland and increased traffic. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
If you mean "the place" as Trowbridge then the council should continue with the Castle Mead development. There was a previous 
plan for another primary school and secondary school. Why has this not development not been completed in the 8 years since 
the estate development commenced ? The road links here to the A350 are already in place. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Environmental Impact : I do not believe that there will be any additional sport and leisure facilities  as a result of this development. 
The town still does not have a public swimming pool outside of a school or indeed a leisure and fitness centre not attached to a 
car park ! 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
We do not support the proposed over development of the Hilperton sites and the loss of green space, that has contributed 
significantly to local peoples mental and physical health in this area of Trowbridge and Hilperton for many years. The meagre 
promises made by this proposal in no way compensate for the significant loss and damage to the environment that will occur. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P131 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The brownfield target figure should be higher 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Yes right priorities but not at the expense of divesting surrounding areas like Hilperton Village of their unique and distinctive 
identities and particularly their rural aspects which once developed can never be reclaimed. The importance of maintaining rural 
landscapes has been very evident particularly during the current pandemic which has encouraged many people to get out into 
the countryside 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No totally inappropriate especially as they are outside the boundary of the principal settlement of Trowbridge. Hilperton Village 
will be totally obliterated if development is to occur right up to its boundaries on all sides. It is already going to sustain a major 
impact from the 2 proposed developments along Elizabeth Way which are right up to its boundary and will affect the current open 
and rural landscape. Additionally the lack of infrastructure and resulting additional traffic through the Village make a nonsense of 
Elizabeth Way being allowed in the first place in order to provide relief. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Infrastructure and managing traffic and reducing air pollution 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

Hilperton village should remain a unique and recognisable place with its own identity encompassing heritage, the natural 
environment and separate from Trowbridge. The barrier between Trowbridge and Hilperton is being eroded and once large scale 
development is allowed right up to Hilperton’s boundaries then the chance to protect the character and identity of this village will 
be lost forever along with the opportunity to conserve and enhance its heritage and the environment 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P132 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
This level of growth is horrific. The impact on greenfield land is enevitable and irreversible. It will destroy all that makes Wiltshire 
a popular destination for tourists and the negative impact on current residents is unimaginable. It also contradicts WCCs 
approach to the climate emergency as such a huge amount of additional housing can only increase the level of traffic on roads 
and general energy use, as towns such as Trowbridge do not have sufficient infrastructure to support an influx of several 
thousand more residents. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



1. If development is to happen, then any housing built should ALL be affordable. No requirement for a mix of the type of housing 
from a price point of view as there are plenty of generous homes for those able to afford them. 
2. Regeration of the town centre is essential. Make it a vibrant busy town BEFORE adding more residents who will be required to 
travel out of Trowbridge to work or go to school. 
3. See response to point 2. 
4. I agree with this point.  
5. I agree with this point. But would also add that there are a lot more environmentally important areas that have been identified 
as potential development sites that will be lost should building go ahead. Lets protect them all! 
6. Additional school places need to be created BEFORE adding more residents to the area! 
7. Several of the development sites will swallow up the surrounding villages mentioned and bring the town boundaries far closer 
to alot more. Small, profitable market towns are surely more appealing to residents and tourists. Great sprawling eyesores like 
Swindon are not required or wanted. 
8. Surely the best and most efficient way to protect local green infrastructure is to leave the current green infrastruture alone. 
Once it's gone it cannot be replaced no matter how many playgrounds or parks you wish to include. Well established green 
space is essential for physical and mental well-being. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  
These sites would destroy much of the green space that residents of Hilperton and the surrounding area rely on to exercise and 
enjoy. Additional traffic would make the whole area a suberb of Trowbridge as there is little or no employment, school or health 
services in the area.  
Hilperton village would be swallowed up into Trowbridge. 
Site 6 is wholly unsuitable and would deface a stunning area. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
I cannot answer this as I strongly disagree with the need to build on these sites at all. 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
I think the "identified forecast" needs to be reassessed in light of a post-COVID working environment. WCC admits that it has 
already exceeded it's quota for additional housing and rather than accepting these massive targets from central government, it 
should be putting the case that Wiltshire cannot sustain much further development without destroying the very character of the 
county and all that makes it a valuable tourist destination.  
COVID has shown that vast sprawling towns are highly vulnerable to such diseases and without considerable funding given to 
the areas hospitals then any such event in the future would be even more devastating. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Please, please do not destroy any more of our valuable countryside and green space. I don't think many of the people making 
these decisions realise just how strongly local residents feel about this and just how devastating it is for us to even consider living 
surrounded by soul less estates of identical housing that is a blot on any landscape. 
We are in the midst of a climate emergency so to destroy ANY green space does not make any sense at all. 
Let's wake up to that, stand up for it and rather than blindly follow what central government say, make a stand for Wiltshire and all 
it stands for. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P133 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): None 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I am disappointed not see a more stringent brown field target in these plans. Sites including Bowyers site, East Wing and Castle 
Place should all be developed as a matter of priority before any green field sites are developed. I appreciate these sites may be 
better suited to commercial use, but it is clear from current retail vacancies in Trowbridge that opportunities already exist to 
satisfy this requirement.  As an example, the Bowyers site has now been empty for years and it is clear that commercial 
opportunities are not going to happen in the near future. Given it's proximity to the town centre this should be the first area 
identified for residential development including affordable housing. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



The requirement to improve existing infrastructure should also be a priority, not least cycle tracks and footpaths around central 
Trowbridge. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Development on site 6 would be totally unacceptable. The existing A350 forms an excellent boundary, protecting the villages to 
the east of Trowbridge. Allowing one site to 'bridge' this road would unleash full development to the east. This would ruin the 
fabric of the Wiltshire countryside and historically significant village likes Steeple Ashton and Great Hinton.  Noise pollution would 
also be a significant concern to the east of the A350. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Protecting green space, limiting noise pollution and the provision of cycle lanes and walking route to/from the centre of 
Trowbridge 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Further development to the North of Site 5 should be considered before Site 6. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
No 
 



 
Further comments 
 

 
N/A 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P134 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Those look the right priorities. Trowbridge need to focus on developing the town center 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I do not agree. Those areas give a country feeling to the area and it would be a loos to build there. In the center of Trowbridge, 
there are so many building abandoned that only bring squatters and empty streets and areas. There should be a redevelopment 
of the city center and this will bring the necessary houses that the town needs. Also bulding some offices can improve the type of 
people coming filling the center with young working people 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
these site should never be built 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
It would be beneficial to improve the roads around the town to release the center of some traffic a 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Do not develop the areas 4 and 5. The center has plenty of space to be developed and much more potential having the train 
station there with access to Bath. It will bring a lot of professionals to the town and increase of business. 
Building all this houses to the areas 4 and 5 will only bring more traffic, to much people in the area and the loss of being in the 
nature. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P135 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Private 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes and a higher target, a lot of areas ie. Bowyers site could provide good centrally located higher density accommodation to 
match the needs of local people. The median assumed for average salaries does not match the levels of the majority of local 
people. Salary levels and the availability of employment does not encourage growth of living standards. There a lot of existing 
retail and commercial units (ie. White Horse Business Park) that are under utilized or not being used and should form the basis of 
putting into use or re-developed into housing locations before considering building more units. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



In the past we have seen very little evidence following on from recent developments ie. Paxcroft, Leap Gate, of Infrastructure 
improvements. These shortcomings are in the areas of schooling, Doctors and dentist surgeries, improvements to Hospital 
services, shopping, road improvements, rail (more stations) and bus services. It is noted in the plan for additional schools but 
none of the other issues raised.  
This also assumes the skilled staff will be available to provide the services. Where is the evidence to demonstrate the staff will be 
available? 
When it is expected to increase population levels, that all of the services would increase and become increasingly decentralized, 
whereas the plan talks about closure of the Trowbridge birthing unit and focusing on pre and antenatal services. 
Housing - We see Wiltshire plans to grow the housing stock but we do not see the same in Yorkshire. New developments always 
suffer from lack of gardens and parking and this is driven by housing density and builders greed. Affordability does not match the 
suspected building companies shareholder needs. How does this expected planned growth match the needs - is the population 
going to increase at this rate? 
There appears to a lot mentioned regarding the road and infrastructure improvements but you would expect solid concrete plans 
and budgets committed to put these into place before the building plans are agreed. 
Environmental - Light, Noise, Air Quality and Flood Plains. These plans do not match the local government key environmental 
objectives and encouraging opposite behaviour. 
In looking at the general plan there will be a lack of green spaces for relaxation and exercise 
There is no evidence provided that job opportunities and growth will be available. This just adds to the amount of commuting that 
will be necessary for people to work 
The statement ‘To protect the individual identities of the surrounding areas as far as is practicable’ – What does as far as 
practicable mean? People who live in and around Trowbridge can have no confidence in Wiltshire council based upon prior 
housing developments which have cut through the green belt land surrounding their homes. It appears the Local Plan will only be 
happy when all villages and towns are physically joined together and all local individual identities will be lost. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
For the wrong reasons outlined under TB2 and the belief that Wiltshire Council are seeing the county as a dormitory housing 
estate. The reasons these areas are being promoted for development by landowners or prospective developers is purely for 
financial gain, not for reasons of betterment of the Wiltshire County. 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Local employment and commuting. Consideration of the environment and providing adequate services. Locally produced goods 
and self sustainability. Local services and good environmental considerations 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
As outlined under TB1, better utilization of brownfield sites ie. mix of multiuse, mixed, maybe attractive and well built multi-storey 
blocks providing affordable housing combined with retail units (shopping mall type)  ie Bowyer site with good access to rail and 
bus services. There appeared to a lack of green spaces in the selection criteria of some of the option sites. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
TB6. Do you agree with the range of uses proposed, what other uses should be considered? 
The range of uses do cover all bases, but more emphasis on local employment, retail and the lesser need for commuting 
TB7. Do you agree with the location of the proposed uses? What should be located where 
and why? 
No strong opinion 
TB8. Do you agree with the proposed locations for self build and custom build housing? 
Would you prefer alternative locations? Please explain 
Not sure on the selection criteria for self-build and custom build housing locations? 
TB9. Is there a particular type of renewable energy that should be provided on site? 
Saw no evidence of additional renewable energy locations or sources 
TB10 



Areas are being considered to be shortlisted with continued concerns with regards to risks of flooding, traffic and landscape etc. 
Transport links with road upgrades not defined and committed to prior to work starting. Promising but not delivering! 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P136 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): NA 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I feel that any growth of the town, should initially be looking at regeneration of many of the existing brownfield sites within the 
town itself, rather than expanding into areas with a separate village identity 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
These priorities sound impressive, but they are not being met currently. The scale of growth that the town has seen outwards 
towards West Ashton, Castlemead etc has not been backed up with infrastructure development.  
The 'regeneration' of the town centre with projects like the Gateway, have been to my eyes, unsuccessful and seems to be an 
unattractive area with empty premises. The old Bowyers site is an eyesore as you come into town on the train.  There is nothing 



in this plan that shows Trowbridge off as a destination of choice, that improves accessibility, better manages traffic and parking 
and safeguards heritage 
 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No I strongly disagree with these areas 
Area 4 and 5 are both outside the Trowbridge town boundary and goes against the village settlement boundary, set, just a year 
ago, by the council in the housing allocation plan. This will lead to Hilperton loosing its village identity and increasing traffic 
through the narrow streets.  
The traffic over the packhorse bridge at Staverton is already significantly congested at peak times, this is often back beyond the 
Kings Arms roundabout. This would be one of the proposed access points into the development.  
This area is already prone to significant flooding, the road over Staverton causeway (B3105) has been flooded over completely at 
least once for the last few years. Building over this fluvial land, will increase run off and no doubt cause increased problems.  
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
this is green land that is open open farmland outside of the village settlement boundary 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
look at more brown field site or repurposing unused industrial/retail premises 
 

 



TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Local employment needs, 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P137 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I think there is too much growth and definitely need to be a higher proportion of brownfield development 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
There should be a priority on preserving the rural character of the area including protecting natural space for recreation and 
exercise 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Not 4 or 5, 
These developments are proposed on open farmland outside the village settlement boundary and is countryside that has been 
invaluable in the current lockdown for exercise 
The impact of extra traffic at the Staverton bridge traffic lights 
The provision of facilities such as schools will increase the traffic further 
As the main access to the site is proposed at the King's Arms roundabout, that area will have severe congestion which will put 
traffic back into Hilperton village.  Something Elizabeth Way has only just been built to ease. 
The development will lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes the road completely at times - 
pushing further traffic into Hilperton. 
Building 2,600 homes will dwarf the existing village, destroying the character and straining resources. 
The 2 site chosen are not even in Trowbridge 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Traffic impact, flood risk and conservation around the canal and surrounding fields 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Building housing on brownfield sites such as the eyesore that was Bowyers 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 



 
Doctors surgery/ dentists for new people, affordable housing not just 4/5 bedroom mansions overlooking the canal.  Road 
capacity for the increased traffic.  Sensible provision of public transport an cycle lanes/footpaths 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P138 
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Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
More houses mean more traffic. Unless the road infrastructure in the Trowbridge area is going to be significantly upgraded, the 
scale of growth achievable is naturally constrained. I am not convinced that this fact has been adequately recognised in the 
current planning. 
  
Brownfield sites should be prioritised wherever possible. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The reality of existing traffic bottlenecks, particularly at peak times, has to be a primary consideration.  



The limitations of the existing bridges over the River Avon, whether by width (e.g. single track at Staverton) or by weight limits in 
Bradford-on-Avon and Bath, present major traffic routing problems, and give rise to congestion, unwanted travelling delays and 
pollution. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, because these developments will add yet more traffic to the B3105 and the Staverton single track bridge over the river Avon. 
The B3105 backs up through Staverton and Hilperton at peak times, which makes access and exit very difficult for local 
residents. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
For the Staverton development, the siting of the access roads to or from the B3105 need careful consideration in relation to the 
existing access roads. Roundabouts will be required to cope with the increase in traffic wanting to cross the main road into or out 
of the side roads. The proposed exit from the new development near to the canal does not appear to be far enough away from 
the ‘hump’ of the the bridge to avoid major visual limitations for traffic turning right. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Perhaps a larger number of smaller, less locally disruptive developments can be more readily accommodated. This approach 
serves to reduce the inevitable problems to a more acceptable level. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 



 
For the Staverton and Hilperton developments, I have already laboured my concerns about the inability of the B3105 to cope with 
the additional traffic generated . 
For the Staverton development, the drainage capability and capacity will need particularly careful consideration. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The sizes of the proposed Staverton and Hilperton developments are such that the local disruption caused by the construction 
activity, and the associated infrastructure changes, will be considerable, particularly at peak times.  
I maintain that it is unreasonable to embark on these developments at all without first resolving the bottleneck problems at the 
Staverton bridge over the Avon. If this can’t be done, then these developments should not be permitted to happen. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P139 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of development proposed is locally excessive, and too reliant on greenfield development.  Yes, there should be a 
brownfield target, which we understand to have been 60% since 2008 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
We agree these priorities, especially 7 and 8.  The proposed plans swamp Hilperton and Staverton, and develop excessively on 
greenfield.  The need to mitigate consequential transport problems around Trowbridge (not just 'in the town') is not mentioned.  In 
particular, the crossing of the Avon at Staverton is a bottleneck, and vulnerable to floods.  Changes to traffic management in 
Bradford-on-Avon have exacerbated the issue already on B3105. Moreover proposed development on greenfield sites increases 



congestion on ring roads/ by passes and will push traffic back through Hilperton village defeating the objective of the Gap relief 
road. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
We do not agree sites 4 and 5 are the most appropriate.  Area 6 is better served by existing roads.  
For areas 4 and 5 the access from the B3105 is inadequate even when not closed due to floods. 
Area 6 has fewer public rights of way, and 'green' recreation that will be lost to development. 
The areas 4 & 5 are the essential 'green lung' for the northern side of Trowbridge, in constant use by walkers, joggers and 
cyclists. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Traffic mitigation and green space 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Brownfield development in the town, and repurposing of existing buildings.  With the expansion of online shopping and commerce 
there will be redundant shops and offices in the town centre.  These could be converted to accommodation instead of urban 
sprawl. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 



There is no mention of ensuring adequate water supplies and drainage.  Water pressure in Hilperton is already at the low end of 
acceptable.  And surface water run-off will exacerbate the flooding problems downstream of areas 4 and 5, notably in and around 
Bradford-on-Avon. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The plans for the particular areas do not contain any comments on consequences of development on the need for traffic 
improvement in surrounding areas, not just 'the town'. There is a high risk of undoing the positive improvements in traffic 
management in the area and not considering over local alternatives, e.g from  west Ashton to North Bradley which has been 
considered in the past. 
Minimising the loss of recreational amenity should be given greater priority. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P140 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): None 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Accept the scale of development, however, the target for brownfield development is unambitious. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Broadly yes, these are appropriate. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
Probably, but development should be phased so that sites identified in the current plan period are developed first. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Protecting the character of the existing settlements 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Smaller brownfield sites should be prioritised. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
1. Consultation  
Whilst I have no doubt that the statutory consultation requirements have been met it should be noted that the consultation has 
been undertaken during the Covid pandemic and,particularly, during lockdown.  This has prevented the normal process of 
information sharing e.g. by school gate gossip. 
2. If sites four or five are to be developed it is essential that the Staverton crossing on the B3105 is enhanced to cope with the 
additional traffic generated. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P141 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Higher 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
There is no mention of health care as it too needs to be kept local to minimise the need for the population to travel. There needs 
to be a greater volume of public out door space with aesthetics  and opportunities to encourage biodiversity made an overarching 
priority for their management.  
 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
The proposal is skewed in favour of greenfield site and will create an unintegrated new build ghetto, no gp surgeries no sense of 
community. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Lack of services, lack of integration with existing parts of the town, no community 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The former Bowyers site should be redeveloped before more green fields are bulldozed. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Sustainability, reusable energy technologies provision for Biodiversity, habitat for nature, community and aesthetics 
 

 
Further comments 
 

A greater emphasis needs to be given to quality building with high standards of insulation and use of renewable energy. The 
recent news of enormous bonuses paid to the CEOs of big building firms and evidence of poor standards of building and poorly 
trained contractors illustrates a squandering of resources. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P142 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Brownfield sites should be used wherever possible instead of deciding to ruin Hilperton village. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Yes these are the right priorities, so why are you acting against them? How can building 2000 houses alongside schools that will 
all flow onto Marsh Road be beneficial? Can you remember why the relief road Elizabeth Way was built? This was to provide 
relief for the Hilperton village traffic congestion. It may be worth the council staff revisiting why they actually carried this out as 
this seems to be a complete memory lapse. This is extremely concerning for those in the village who rely on appropriate 
representation when these matters are discussed. 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, as stated previously it may be prudent for the council to revisit their own agreements that were made in relation to minimizing 
the traffic congestion in Hilperton. Clearly, common sense would tell you that at every point that these routes merge on to Marsh 
Road and throughout Staverton will cause significant build up of traffic. The roundabout near the Kings Arms is already 
congested with rush hour traffic which trails up the road in the morning. All traffic would be flowing through into Staverton which is 
prone to flooding and can the bridge even withstand the increase in volume of traffic? Imagine what a further influx of house 
owner and school drop offs would cause. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Loss of farmland, unsustainable traffic congestion. Increased flooding and road closures. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Look at more brownfield locations - the town and local area are full of disused commercial buildings. Reverse the plans so that 
houses do not feed anywhere into Marsh Road/ Hill Street and verge off into new roads created in the green space that the farm 
owners have clearly sold for profit. Maybe the roads and houses could be at the back of their farmhouses instead of those of 
people who live in the village. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 



 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Next time homeowners who live in areas near proposed planning sites should have more notice of any proposals. How have we 
only just been made aware of this when this has pasted so many planning milestones and is an active proposal? 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P143 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The larger the brownfield target, the better 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Yes 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
No.  
1. A large part of 4 is currently under water - a regular occurrence at this time of year - which surely renders it unsuitable for 
development and begs the question "if it were to be developed, where would the water go in the future?"  We need land to take 
surplus water when appropriate. 
2. The extra traffic that 4 & 5 would generate would lead to considerable congestion at the King's Arms roundabout and severe 
congestion at the Staverton Bridge traffic lights. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Traffic flow - see TB3 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Either side of the A361 beyond the Rugby Club.  North Bradley ? [Can't tell from the ridiculously small map] 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The provision of local shops - or does this come under "the local economy" ? 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P144 
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Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes.  Development should focus on the current civic footprint utilising higher density housing and existing under-utilised areas.  
There should be a brownfield target and it should be prioritised above building on greenfield sites. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The highest priority should be sustainability.  There is insufficient data to determine local housing needs - and the current criteria 
and methodology is irrational that it cannot determine the % of new housing occupants drawn into the are by the provision of new 
housing but requiring transport infrastructure to localities outside the locality.  This leads to increasing GHG emissions in the 
locality and its surrounding areas which is contrary to statutory requirements. 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  Are 5 is a large area of greenfield arable land.   
Landscape context.  It extends the Trowbridge settlement visually into the Avon Valley with impact from the protected Cotswold 
landscape.  The natural high ground to the north of Trowbridge and running NW-SE across Area 5 should be the northern extent 
of the Trowbridge settlement. 
Road traffic hazard Whaddon Lane.  It will lead to a very significant increase in footfall along the length of Whaddon Lane.  There 
has been a very marked increase across the last 12 months and an increase in commercial traffic.  There is no ability to 
segregate pedestrians/cyclists from road traffic and the lane is now dangerous.  It is only a mater of time before there is a fatality.  
This plan takes no account of the impact on the residents of Whaddon.  Whaddon Lane is a dead end.  There is no access other 
to Whaddon other than via Whaddon Lane.  Safe vehicular access to Whaddon has to be maintained and that requirement is 
fundamentally inconsistent with the proposals. 
Sustainability.  Greenfield development should be a last resort where there is a proven need. This plan is driven by private 
interests in maximising the value of land for development not by sustainability.  It will result in increasing air quality pollution and 
increasing GHG emissions (through the loss of natural habitat and the building use and methodology proposed). The council 
should place a moratorium on any further new planning allocations until the nature and impact of UK government policy with 
regards to global warming is finalised. 
Infrastructure.  There is already a road transport bottleneck at Staverton Bridge.  By concentrating development on the north side 
of Trowbridge this will only be exacerbated.  Simply building a larger bridge will not alleviate the road traffic impact of funnelling 
traffic into a web of narrow lanes to the NW of Trowbridge.  The infrastructure of NW Trowbridge is simply not suitable to further 
development. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Each of the above 4 issues. 
 

 



TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Better utilisation of existing sites within the existing boundaries of Trowbridge.  Higher density housing, renewal of existing 
housing.  using better what Trowbridge already has.  The extent of any greenfield sites should be minimised or ruled out.  It is 
fundamentally irrational to be forced to utilise greenfield sites to preserve other environmentally important sites at a time of 
criticality with regards to climate change. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Trowbridge is already suffering from a critical under provision of transport, educational and green infrastructure.  Simply importing 
significant numbers of new households into the Trowbridge area will not ease these problems but will make them worse - with 
very predictable impact on the environment and levels of air pollution, for example.  It is fundamentally irrational and contrary to 
overarching UK Government policy to be considering significant greenfield-site development when there is no plan to address the 
existing infrastructure requirements and shortfalls of Trowbridge. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
There was very little publicity about this consultation.  I only found out about it as a result of a chance encounter.  At a time of 
Covid-19 restrictions, the failure to even alert householders in Whaddon to a potential planning change which would have a 
massive impact upon us makes this consultation fundamentally unfair and a failure by the relevant authority to follow due 
process.   
It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that these plans have been worked up by various vested interests, and with the implicit 
collusion of the relevant planning authorities, conducted with the bare minimum of consultation. 
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Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
It seems that environmental and sustainable living should be a priority. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



No I strongly disagree that these are the most appropriate sites to build on. There are many large sites around Trowbridge which 
should be built upon before considering these sites, the disused factory sites in the town centre, unused retail spaces for example 
the failed Trowbridge Gateway and area around the newer Castle Mead site seem to have been over-looked.  
The sites suggested are outside of the village settlement boundary for Hilperton. The roads are severely congested at certain 
times of the day with a bottle neck to get over the bridge at Staverton, these roads cannot support more traffic and would lead to 
further problems. There is often flooding in these fields and if we get rid of the marshlands and natural flood plains then we would 
see problems with further flooding causing lots of disruption and problems. There has been an increase in flooding in Staverton 
and the surrounding areas over recent years. Traffic will be redirected and this will also impact on other areas such as Hilperton 
village and Bradford- on- Avon. The loss of the green spaces is devastating for local ecology and the environment. Other 
locations such as brown fields not green belts should be considered, this is all open farmland and should not be used to build on. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Maintaining the green spaces. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
They should look at the disused areas around the town and look at how to refurbish and re-use empty spaces such as factory 
and retail places that are not in use. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P146 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The brownfield target in Trowbridge should be much higher than allocated. Trowbridge is a mess - there are huge swathes of 
derelict houses, brownfield land and abandoned areas in the centre of town and around the periphery. It's an embarrassment. 
Low cost houses should be provided in the centre of town, close to amenities. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
There are very few places that professional people can work in Trowbridge - therefore the people who can afford to buy the type 
of executive homes proposed in this scheme will travel to work in Bath, Bristol, Swindon and further afield. Since more people will 
be opting to work from home in the future every effort should be made to preserve the local beautiful open space areas such as 



the canal and the river north of Hilperton. Destroying places where people can walk to without the car to enjoy the peace and 
quiet is a travesty when there are so many places which are under developed such as Semington which is close to a main road 
which can cope with additional traffic and people. HILPERTON IS NOT INSIDE THE TROWBRIDGE TOWN BOUNDARY and 
therefore should not be part of the expamsion plans for the town. There are plenty of places within the boundary which could take 
this type of expansion. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
NO. Sites 4 and 5 are beautiful areas of countryside with a lovely restored canal and river running through it. Why would you 
build on such lovely areas which are within easy reach by foot of thousands of people? HILPERTON AND STAVERTON ARE 
NOT WITHIN THE TOWN BOUNDARY OF TROWBRIDGE .The relief road build between Trowbridge and Hilperton does not go 
anywhere. Those people travelling to work by car to ,Bath, Bristol and beyond or schools in Bradford get stuck at the Staverton 
single track bridge and traffic lights; at busy times the queue is back for miles and the wait is over 25 minutes. Once they get over 
the bridge, they only have B roads to choose from and Bradford already has a traffic and air pollution problem. The plans show 
another 6 junctions with traffic using them to the new estate on Marsh Road and Hill Road - the traffic will be even more appalling 
and the junction of Whaddon Lane and the traffic to and from the Village Hall and the Nursery School will be much heavier. The 
Whaddon Lane/Church Street junction is already very dangerous. Hilperton has already quadrupled in size with the addition of 
Paxcroft and Castle Mead which still hasn't been finished. Where is the Secondary School promised for this side of town? Where 
is the Doctor's Surgery planned for Hackett Place?? The Planners and Developers haven't provided what was planned for the 
last 20 years of development - how do we know that the necessary facilities will be provided with this plan? Hilperton has already 
suffered years of development. There are three building projects going on in the village at the moment with increased traffic and 
dirt and dust with even more cars and lorries using Devizes Road as a rat run, even in these times when traffic is supposed to be 
minimal. Why should Hilperton bear even more of the brunt of Wiltshire's supposed need for houses? Can't somewhere which 
has the infrastructure already be found? 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 



I hope that sense will prevail and these sites will not be built on leaving some semblance of countryside by a county council intent 
on covering pretty areas in box like houses, filling any patch of green land between boundaries. Why not concentrate on 
Semington or Holt which have better road links? Staverton is already incredibly busy with traffic trying to pass over the bridge to 
Bath and beyond. The school traffic leading to the bridge also adds to the congestion leading to the bridge. The traffic being 
taken through the Gap down the bypass needs to go somewhere, not just end at the roundabout by Wicks then the roundabout 
by Marsh Road Garage and get stuck. There has to be some way of bypassing Staverton and reaching the B road to Bradford 
although the tine road through Woolley is not suitable for large lorries now - two lorries cannot pass safely and have to stop. If 
traffic is directed to Melksham that will increase congestion in Holt. None of these local roads can cope with the extra traffic. 
Trowbridge itself is not somewhere people want to visit. The much heralded Plan for Trowbridge which we learnt about when we 
moved here seems to have lead to even more urban decay, shopping centres out of town, an incoherent planning strategy, huge 
business rates, increasing car parking fees and a general malaise and uneasiness. If you want to encourage more businesses 
into Trowbridge it needs to be welcoming and attractive, have pretty areas which people want to visit not just ugly decaying 
buildings, wasteland areas, poor range of shops and and appalling one way system. I avoid going into town unless I have to 
because frankly it's miserable. Water pressure is historically very poor in Hilperton. We have lived in our house for nearly 25 
years and it has got worse, especially as more houses have been built in Devizes Road. The small reservoir behind Hilperton 
does not produce enough water pressure to serve the area as it is, let alone for another 2600 houses. Hilperton has a very high 
water table, less than 3 metres below the houses in Devizes Road so some provision needs to be made to stop the area behind 
the road turning into a boggy marshland where nothing can grow and the insects and other flora and fauna disappear. The 
electrical supply is also very poor - several power cuts a year with probably the oldest substation in the county behind Hilperton. 
Broadband provision is very poor. All new areas should have cable broadband, not have to rely on satellite. The mobile network 
provision is also very poor - never more than minimal signal and is doesn't matter which provider you have. Since the quality of 
the plans provided to view are so poor and virtually impossible to read it is difficult to make out any real detail, it is not clear 
where the planned primary schools and secondary schools are due to be situated but again, traffic from Devizes Road or the 
Hilperton bypass would be hugely increased with parents taking their children to and from school and parking in Devizes Road. 
Traffic in Devizes Road has already increased due to the rugby club and cars regularly park down the road because the car park 
is not big enough. There should be reasonable provision for a small supermarket so residents don't need to drive across town for 
their shopping and a reasonable sized doctor's surgery within walking distance of most residents - not on the other side of town 
or somewhere inaccessible for those people who don't drive (eg the Trading estate!!) such as elderly people. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 



 

 
Again, the plans are very difficult to read but the first option would be to develop as many brownfield sites as possible - eg. old 
Bowyers site, Innox Mills, huge car park behind the current Station car park, derelict Magistrates Court, building opposite the 
bottom of Wicker Hill, old telephone exchange, area where the old library was knocked down, buildings next to the car park on 
the other side of the river from the old library, etc. Why is the area to the west and north of Trowbridge exempt from building and 
allocated as green belt? Trowle Common and the area round Longcross Farm and the solar farm all have much better traffic links 
to Bath and Bristol via the A36 than Hilperton and the surrounding areas -  plus easy access to all existing secondary schools - 
why are these exempt? They appear to be with Trowbridge's existing boundary so why not develop these areas if Trowbridge 
must provide more housing? 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Wildlife areas - easy access to green areas for health and wellbeing. Lockdown during the pandemic has shown us that having 
easy access to a walk down to the canal, round fields and quiet countryside rather than tramping through yet another housing 
estate is much better for your mental health. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Hilperton and Staverton are separate villages which are not within Trowbridge's town boundary. Therefore on no account should 
they be factored into expansion plans for Trowbridge. There have been two enormous expansions of the Hilperton area in the 
past 25 years and they are still not complete. The constant expansion of housing has not produced a more vibrant and interesting 
town with employment opportunities - in fact, Trowbridge has steadily declined despite the increased number of people living in 
the area. It's time to address that decline so that those people who live here already want to shop and spend time here rather 
than seek attractive areas, more interesting shops and facilities elsewhere. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Lower 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Yes, but actual infrastructure is needed as well, education, health and road transport network, especially over the river Avon at 
Staverton. 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
NO.  
Brown field sites have not been used first. 
Site 4 is a flood plane. As is proven by its regular winter flooding. 
Has poor existing road infrastructure to support the increase in private vehicles particularly over the river Avon. This will be 
further affected by the Bath CAZ. Recent cuts to local public transport network  by Wiltshire Council mean that local residents will 
have to rely on private cars, this will further increase pollution levels.  
Site 5 will further add to the above problems. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Improved road network that will cope with the increase in traffic. Particularly crossing the Avon. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The copious brown field sites around the town that are not developed. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Improve existing road network and facilitate green options like cycle routes, like the one recently turned down by Wiltshire 
Council for Staverton to Holt. Consideration to pollution levels very near to 3 schools. 

 
Further comments 
 

Other considerations like surgeries and dental have not been provided. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Lower 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



No I think these are not the right areas 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
This is prone to flooding. Increased traffic to this area 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I would like to object to this land at Hilperton Staverton and Hilperton Marsh being used to build more houses. This is a green 
area and is village based. This would lose all of its village qualities tranquility and village life. This would lose the boundaries 
between Trowbridge and Hilperton making it all one town. The villagers would lose their views and life style. The area is prone to 
flooding. When the bridge at Staverton is closed where will all the traffic go? Elizabeth Way is relief to stop this traffic going 
through the village and this would re direct the traffic back through this quiet village. It would also send traffic through Horse Road 
which already has it’s traffic problems on the main road this will become more dangerous than it already is for cars pulling out of 
their drives. This development is almost a quarter extension on Trowbridge and far exceeds the requirements of Trowbridge and 
Wiltshire housing. Where will the drainage go? Into the canal? The boundaries set by the council in Feb 2020 will disappear. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P149 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): na 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
You need to be building on brownfield sites not green field farmland out side of village boundaries 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Stop trying to build out side of Hilperton Village and Hilperton Marsh boundaries,  this is farmland. find a brownfield site or a site 
that won’t cause major traffic problems around staverton river crossing and Hilperton village.  build over towards Aston and the 
road to westbury where new developments are already underway and have easier access to the main roads. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Sites 4 and 5 are totally inappropriate as they are outside of the village boundaries and are farmland greenfield site.  look at using 
and redeveloping brownfield sites not on farmland surrounding a village.  this will destroy Hilperton village and Hilperton Marsh 
and Staverton.  this will cause major traffic issues through the village and at the staverton river crossing. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Traffic in the village of hilperton and the staverton river crossing.  Greenfield sites should not be built on.  build on brownfiled sites 
or the other side of town by ashton way and paxcroft way. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
look for a site that won’t impact on the village of hilperton and staverton. do not build on the site as it’s all marshland and the wild 
life impact would be devastating. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
You would need a new bridge over the avon at staverton and a new road taking traffic away from hilperton village and hilperton 
marsh. 

 
Further comments 
 

Build on brownfield sites not farmland.  we will object to this development at every opportunity to do so. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P150 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Staverton Resident 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes there should be a brown field target. This is more expensive for developers but we should not be giving up green field sites. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
You have not mentioned the integrity of the village of Staverton. This is referred to as North Trowbridge as though it doesn't exist. 
Staverton village should not be seen as an extension of Trowbridge - there is a canal boundary between the town and the village. 
The carrying capacity of the bridges in Staverton (canal, railway and across the Avon) are already under pressure along with the 
road infrastructure. More investment in green infrastructure, cycle paths along roads, measures to slow traffic on the main roads 
so we can cycle to school or into town should be a priority. 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Absolutely not. Staverton and Hilperton should not be considered as Trowbridge North. They should have their unique identities 
maintained. It is ridiculous to talk about environmental benefit. I can seen absolutely none. The road infrastructure cannot cope 
with more traffic along the main road in Staverton, across River Avon bridge and the main road through Staverton. The traffic in 
the mornings is already a nightmare, with Cottles Barton being used as a rat run. The fields flood considerably and this is going to 
cause more localised flooding which is likely to only increase with climate change. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Traffic - a new bridge across the Avon and road infrastructure which doesn't go through the main Staverton village. Flooding is a 
considerable problem already and with more concrete the ability of the land to absorb the excess water is going to be exceeded. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Invest in brownfield sites. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Its essential to consider the road infrastructure and the impact of waiting traffic on air quality near the schools in Staverton. There 
should be a cycle path between Holt, Staverton and Hilperton which is safe for people to travel on. There is not enough public 
transport linking Staverton to Trowbridge making it difficult to live without a car. 



 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Please do not go ahead with these plans. Staverton should not become absorbed into Trowbridge and loose its village identity. 
We cannot absorb more traffic through the village in Staverton (if you do surveys at the appropriate time of day this is easy to 
understand). A new road needs to be build to bypass the village and stop lorries thundering through at speed. Two years ago my 
daughter was on the zebra crossing in Staverton and a lorry nearly ran her over - she was only saved by the quick thinking of her 
sister who saved her life. The poor investment in the road infrastructure since the existing Staverton estate was planned is a 
disgrace. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P151 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Much lower: 
• the proposed development would increase the population of Hilperton beyond that of Bradford on Avon 
• Hilperton would effectively be a new town with nothing like the infrastructure that Bradford on Avon has 
• Marsh Road and the B3105 through Staverton will simply not be able to cope with the additional 5,000+ cars on the 
proposed development. 
Every bit of brownfield should be considered first. 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 



 
Climate change and sustainability is absolutely the right priority. However, the proposed development plan does not achieve or 
address theses goals. 
Place shaping priorities need to factor in the shift to online shopping and working. The collapse of long-established retail brands 
such as Debenhams seriously challenges the idea of a retail high-street. Wiltshire Council will need to consider combining leisure 
and residential buildings in Trowbridge town centre. This would help to reduce travel within the town. 
The proposed development of 2,600 houses in Hilperton would significantly increase traffic congestion and air pollution in the 
town as it is quite a distance from the town centre. Cycling and walking would be a great improvement but is it realistic? Wiltshire 
Council are currently doing nothing to encourage cycling and walking in Trowbridge, why would this change? 
With a population significantly greater than that of the small town of Bradford on Avon, the individual character of Hilperton will be 
radically transformed. 
 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, see TB1 and TB2.  
Also, the sites skirt the River Avon’s flood plain, the fields in Staverton now regularly have standing water in the winter and the 
B3106 is closed at least once a year due to flooding. The Settlement Site Selection Report refers to ‘careful management’ and 
‘investment in drainage infrastructure’. How likely is this on a proposed development for affordable homes with tight budgets? 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Infrastructure - the road through Hilperton still suffers from rat-running despite the construction of Elizabeth Way which was 
meant to mitigate it. The proposed new schools will also contribute to increased traffic coming into the village in addition to the 
school traffic we already have. Flooding will also be an increasing risk. 
 

 



TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
See TB2. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Green infrastructure should be the driving consideration. All future housing needs to energy efficient and able to generate energy 
wherever possible. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I would like to ask what is meant by ‘consultation’ when most of the people affected are not aware of the development plans? I 
have only been made aware of them because I sit on Hilperton Parish Council. Other parishioners would need to actively 
research Councillor Clarke’s website or the Wiltshire Council website regularly to find any information on the proposed 
development. The consultation process is wholly inadequate considering the scale of the proposed development. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P152 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of growth (all 2600 houses) is too much for just Hilperton to absorb.  
• the proposed development would increase the population of Hilperton beyond that of Bradford on Avon 
• Hilperton would effectively be a new town with nothing like the infrastructure that Bradford on Avon has 
• Marsh Road and the B3105 through Staverton will simply not be able to cope with the additional 5,000+ cars on the 
proposed development. 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



Addressing climate change and encouraging carbon reduction should be the highest priority. If all of the new housing 
development is on the edge of Hilperton, then this is the furthest point from the town centre. Attracting people in to the town 
centre will increase car journeys through Hilperton on road infrastructure that is already stretched.  
If the plan is 'protecting, improving and extending the local green infrastructure network', then this should not be solely about the 
town centre. Hilperton and its proximity to the River Avon and the Kennet and Avon canal are a valuable green resource that 
currently draw walkers, runners, cyclists, horse riders. They are enhanced by the green open spaces leading up to them. These 
would not be protected by the proposed development at Hilperton. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. The Site Selection Report states: 
“the main part of the site is tucked behind existing housing and is therefore not greatly exposed to views along Marsh Road […..] 
Due to the site’s compact nature and proximity to existing housing it is unlikely to have a major impact on the existing character of 
Hilperton.” 
I live on the south side of Marsh Road. Though there are houses opposite, I can see the fields behind the houses opposite and 
from my upstairs window I have an uninterrupted view across the fields to the canal. My running routes are along the road to 
Hilperton, across the fields and along the canal. I also walk from my door over these open fields and I pass many people doing 
the same.  I live in a rural setting and benefit from the wellbeing these rural views of nature brings, as do many residents here.  
The Avon and the Kennet and Avon canal forms a pleasant green / blue wildlife corridor. The Kennet and Avon canal also brings 
economic activity through tourism, this may be impacted if this green and tranquil character is lost due to buildings on the sides of 
the canal. 
I believe covering this area in housing would by visible from the houses along Marsh Road and have a significant negative impact 
on the rural character of Hilperton.  
For other areas, the plan states:  
 “The site is set apart from the main settlement boundary and would create a expanse of urban development in a rural setting 
with the sensitive green/blue infrastructure corridors of the canal to the north”.  
This then excludes them from further consideration on landscape and ecological grounds. All of the land designated in Site 4 and 
Site 5 has uninterrupted views across farmers fields to the Kennet and Avon Canal and the River Avon, two important ‘green / 
blue corridors ’ biodiversity corridors. Why does this not discount these areas?  
Traffic and infrastructure 



2600 houses is the same as a New Town. Bradford on Avon, a small town, covers the same area of land as Site 4 and Site 5 and 
will accommodate the same size population as a town such as Bradford on Avon. You are effectively building a NEW TOWN on 
the edge of Hilperton, but a New Town only served by existing infrastructure. This infrastructure has to cater for traffic accessing 
the development from only 3 main access points that all join onto Hilperton roads: this is not enough.  
A development of 2600 will bring a possible 5000 extra cars onto Hilperton roads.  The B3105 and Marsh Road are in normal 
times is very busy, especially at rush hour and there are no plans to build a by-pass. These roads were not built to cope with an 
estimated extra 5000 + cars. No new bridge is planned to cope with this volume of traffic. The plans include primary schools and 
a secondary school in the larger development. This is likely to make the traffic even worse.  
The Site Selection Report says: “Accessibly to local facilities is good, and the site is unlikely to present any significant harmful 
effects on the local road network.” How can this be the case?  
Most small towns have shops, supermarkets, cafes, pubs, high streets, health care facilities as well as the schools in your 
‘suggested plan’ for the development. As such, residence would have to drive through Hilperton to access the additional services 
they need in Trowbridge as well as commuting to work and for leisure.  
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The amount of extra traffic that will be generated on limited local roads. Increasing biodiversity not reducing it. Keeping green 
corridors and buffer zones. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Building on all Brownfield sites. Being realistic about retail in the town centre: could some of this become residential? Does 
Trowbridge really need this much housing? If 2500 houses are needed, would a new town be better. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 



 

 
Linking up surrounding towns and villages with cycle lanes and public transport. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The designation of Sites 4 and Sites 5 seems to be a foregone conclusion and forced upon Hilperton with very little information 
given out. Most residence are unaware of the plan: how can it be a consultation. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P153 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of growth is to HIgh. The concentration should be on regeneration of disused/ abandoned housing and reuse of 
disused. abandoned industrial areas. The use of the planned areas 4 & 5 which would directly affect myself and my family both 
cover open farmland outside the village boundary that I believe to have been reset in Feb 2020. This would increase the traffic 
congestion which already occurs at the Staverton Bridge traffic lights and on all the roads coming from the Kings Arms 
Roundabout, notably putting more traffic back theough Hilperton Village which the new Gap road was built to relieve. This is also 
an area prone to floods as Marsh land the potential impact on flooding should also be considered. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



To respect the existing residents and their rights to the views and closeness to the countryside that will be lost if these 
developments be approved. 
 Put in plain language, If you were to approve a Kilometer of houses in front of my house (Areas 5) the whole reason we moved 
here is lost. You devalue my house by putting the prospect of so much housing between me and my families  walks through  
fields. Instead I get nothing but a view of houses upon houses rather than fields. To say gutted is an understatement 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. The focus should be on redevelopment and reuse of existing unused and abandoned property both residential and 
commercial. If area 6 were to be used this would not directly impact existing residents in the same way that development of 
Areas 4 & 5 would. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The avoidance of increases in the traffic congestion which already occurs at the Staverton Bridge traffic lights and on all the 
roads coming from the Kings Arms Roundabout, which would notably put more traffic back through Hilperton Village which the 
new Gap road was built to relieve. The area is also Marsh land and the potential impact on flooding should also be a major 
consideration. Compensation for loss of views & reduction in value of property directly attributable to the development. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
redevelopment of existing abandoned housing and commercial areas. Consideration of Brown field areas not directly against the 
existing boundary such as Area 6. 
 

 



TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Existing Road infrastructure and the impact on it of the additional housing. (How are they to mitigate the already congested 
roads.   
Additional Policing and Fire Service requirements to cover the additional population and housing 
 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
If you were to approve circa a Kilometer of houses in front of my house (Areas 5) the whole reason we moved here is lost. You 
would devalue my house by putting the prospect of so much housing between me and my families  walks through  fields. Instead 
I get nothing but a view of houses upon houses rather than fields. To say gutted is an understatement. Please consider other 
options. If you do choose to do this then please ensure compensation is made to those existing residents losing out to the 
development.    Should you want to contact me please [CONTACT DETAILS REDACTED]. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P154 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): None 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I comment in relation to Site 4, Staverton and Site 5, Hilperton. 
I do not object in principal to the building of new dwellings in and around Trowbridge. 
However, what I do object to is the proposed number and the possibility of around 5000 more cars and lorries around the 
Staverton and Hilperton areas without the addition of any further road infrastructure. 
The B3105 through Staverton is simply not up to standard for the additional volume of traffic that new housing would create.  The 
railway, river and canal bridges are not designs for HGV’s and large amount of vehicles.  It is a busy road already with vehicles 
taking no notice of the 30mph.  Many vehicles travelling from Staverton along the B3105 towards the roundabout with junction of 
Cottles Barton fail to give way to vehicles right into Cottles Barton and I have witnessed several cars fail to give way to 
pedestrians on the zebra crossing just after this roundabout. 
Vehicles already use Cottles Barton and Marina Drive as a shortcut to the town centre, instead of travelling along the B3105 to 
the roundabout at junction of Marsh Road and Canal Road.  This is evident especially when there is any hold up on the B3105 
such as roadworks.  There is a speed limit of 20 mph through the estate and yet it is evident that vehicles use Marina Drive as a 



racetrack.  I am aware of other residents trying to slow vehicles down by stepping into the road and flagging drivers down.  There 
have also been several near misses at the junction of the Slipway with Marina drive.  There are no giveway markings at this 
junction.  I have seen vehicles start to emerge from the Slipway, as a speeding vehicle comes along Marina Drive.  As I 
personally pull out onto Marina Drive from my property I have to be extremely cautious as there is a blind spot as vehicles drive 
around the roundabout at the junction with Thestfield Drive into Marina Drive.  If you look right it can be apparently clear and as 
you start to pull out a vehicle at speed suddenly emerges. 
At a time when there are attempts to curb air pollution it would seem madness to encourage even more vehicles and lorries 
through a residential housing estate by building further houses with no additional infrastructure or thought to existing roads.  
Children and families are walking to school at Staverton at busy times and would be subject to further vehicle fumes and 
speeding vehicles through Staverton. 
The introduction of the cleaner air zone in Bath will push vehicles also further out into our surrounding areas. 
If the proposed housing development goes ahead further road infrastructure or should be built in order to divert traffic away from 
using residential roads within Staverton as a short cut, or at the very least measures be put in place to prevent traffic using the 
housing estate as a shortcut. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P155 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
EXCESSIVE GROWTH 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
NO THESE SITES ARE NOT APPROPRIATE.   
THE EXISTING ROAD RUNNING THROUGH CHURCH STREET, HILL STREET AND MARSH ROAD AND TO STAVERTON 
WILL ONCE AGAIN BECOME A RAT RUN .  THE GAP ROAD WAS INTENDED TO RELIEVE THESE VILLAGE ROADS OF 
HEAVY TRAFFIC IN THESE AREAS, THE BRIDGE AT STAVERTON IS  
ALSO GOING TO BE UNDER EXTREME EXCESSIVE STRESS AND MAJOR PROBLEMS WILL INCUR WHEN FLOODING 
CLOSES THIS ROUTE. 
 I CAN NOT BELIEVE THAT ONLY 1 SITE ACCESS IS PROPOSED AT THE KINGS ARMS ROUNDABOUT FOR A HOUSING 
SITE OF THIS SIZE WITH SCHOOLS INTENDED WITH AND A BUSY PETROL STATION AT THIS SITE, INEVITABLY 
CONGESTION OF LORRIES, HOME OWNERS , SCHOOL RUNS AND SCHOOL COACHES AND PEDESTRIANS WILL 
INCUR. IF FURTHER ACCESS ROUTES ARE PROPOSED ALONG THE VILLAGE ROUTE WHICH ALSO IN PARTS HAVE 
CONSERVATION STATUS THIS WILL ONLY BE A STEP BACKWARDS FOR THE VILLAGE OF HILPERTON AND ANOTHER 
NIGHTMARE TRAFFIC SCENARIO WILL BEGIN WITH DISASTER WAITING TO HAPPEN. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
ACCESS ROUTES AVOIDING THE VILLAGE, WHICH WILL BE IMPOSSIBLE 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 



Further comments 
 

 
EXPANDING ONTO THE PROPOSED SITE WHICH I AM SURE WILL DEVELOP FURTHER IN TIME AGAIN , TO ALMOST TO 
BE JOINED WITH SEMINGTON WILL MEAN VILLAGE STATUS WILL BE LOST FOREVER, AS WILL THE LOCAL 
COMMUNITY. 
TROWBRIDGE TOWN IS NOT A CITY AND A LARGE NUMBER OF LOCAL RESIDENTS WILL ALWAYS WORK OUT OF 
TOWN MAINLY BATH, BRISTOL OR FURTHER AFIELD, AND NEW DEVELOPMENTS WILL ATTRACT/ENCOURAGE 
PEOPLE FROM OUT OF TOWN TO BE NEAR THESE PLACES OF EMPLOYMENT . 
WE NEED TO PROTECT OUR SMALL TOWNS AND VILLAGES THAT MAKE THEM WHAT THEY ARE WITH APPEALING 
COUNTRYSIDE/GREENSPACES AND CONSERVATION AREAS AND NOT TO BECOME SPRAWLING ESTATES WITH A 
TRANSIENT COMMUNITY. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P156 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): None 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
There should be a brown field target, and it should be far higher than 370. The Bowyer's site could accommodate far more than 
this. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
If you intend to repurpose the town centre then develop it in the direction of accommodation. If people can wall to a shop or the 
train station they don't have to drive. What is the point of more shops when online shopping is the future. We don't need office 
space as people want to work from home. 



Building 2600 homes on the outskirts of town will cause more congestion and completely contradicts the statement regarding 
protecting green spaces and bring people into the town centre. 
The infrastructure, specifically the bridge at Staveton already causes significant congestion.  
How is 2600 on a green field site inline with the priority of improving climate change? 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Absolutely not. Areas 4, 5, and 6 are rich in wildlife. Areas 4/5 are in a flood zone.  
Also the proposed development is on farmland outside of the settlement boundary. 
Traffic is already a nightmare, the bus service is poor and there's no train service. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Environmental impact, flooding, congestion, destruction of the countryside 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Look at developing the brownfield sites, the redundant office blocks. Build more blocks of flats. Consider less need for office 
space and retail. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

I understand we need more accommodation, but butchering the countryside is not sustainable. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P157 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
OK 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Green infrastructure should also aim to improve bio diversity as well as recreation 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
yes 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
infrastructure in terms of community facilities/services, Integrated road footpath and cycle way network. A mix of  ousing that 
reflects local needs and aspirations. Integrated and linked  landscape routes both within and without the development areas.  
High quality design of the built elements. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
I feel the Council should look carefully at the boundary of the Green Belt.  The Green Belt on the western side of Trowbridge was 
originally drawn up to prevent coalescence of Trowbridge and Bradford on Avon.  With the passage of time most of the land 
adjoining Trowbridge and outside the Green Belt has been developed.  The consequence is that development is now largely 
pushed to the north, south and east of the Town.  Realignment of the green belt boundary towards Wingfield would release a lot 
more development land without impacting on the separation of Bradford on Avon. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Bio diversity 
 

 
Further comments 
 

No 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P158 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): NA 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The need for affordable housing across the country is well documented, and is likely to be an increasing issue over the coming 
decades. But to support the needs of the current population of Trowbridge, this level of increase seems excessive so therefore I 
have to conclude that the scale should be lower. The developments proposed as the preferred options appear to dwarf the 
previous expansion in Trowbridge over the past 25 years and not developing a settlement evenly will inevitably cause issues. 
Brown field sites should always be the preferred option and developed accordingly, and as such a target should be applied. It is 
too easy to allow the developers to default to greenfield sites as they are easier and cheaper to develop. Green space is a vital 
resource for the wildlife and inhabitants and should only be considered after all brown field sites have been developed. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 



 
Yes, I think that in principle these are correct priorities that the council should be using. The question is do these proposals 
deliver them and what confidence is there that they will be adhered to. 
Point in case.  
"5. To respect the integrity of the Bath & Bradford on Avon Bats Special Area of Conservation (SAC) by protecting and enhancing 
wherever possible important bat habitats around the town, as set out in the adopted Trowbridge Bat Mitigation Strategy.  In 
particular, the pattern of planned growth at the town should be guided by the environmental constraints that limit the spatial 
options for development." Zones 4&5 are located in open farmland that is outside the Village settlement boundary set by the 
council in Feb 2020 in the Wiltshire housing site allocation plan. If you can't stick within your own constraints for more than a 
year, how are you going to hold developers to it for 15 years. 
With regard to Job growth, you are proposing the construction of a small town with very few employment opportunities within its 
boundaries (and removing some current businesses). It is not just trying to reduce the need to travel outside the existing town for 
work, you also need to reduce the need to travel outside the newly built town for work 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, I have significant concerns about development in particular on areas 4 & 5:   
a. The entire area proposed for development is on open farmland and outside the Village Settlement Boundary as set out as 
recently as Feb 2020 in The Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan. 
b. There is already traffic congestion at Staverton Bridge traffic lights, tailing all the way back onto Marsh Road at peak times (the 
traffic is already queuing back at 7AM and doesn't clear until after 9AM and again from 4PM until 6PM). The addition of 2000+ 
homes, a large Secondary School, 2 Primary Schools and 2 Nurseries connected to the rest of Trowbridge and out towards Bath 
by this same stretch of road would result in an unbearable traffic situation on all roads adjacent to the Kings Arms roundabout. 
The proposed 50MPH road through zone 5 will become a rat run for people wanting to access the A350 increasing the pressure 
on the surrounding roads. 
c. Development of this area on such a scale will inevitably lead in increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which 
closes the road completely at times.  
d. I have particular personal concerns about drainage from plot 3541:  Our house backs onto this parcel of land and it holds a 
significant amount of water (being a marsh). Homes backing onto this land have flooded several times in the last 15 years and 
the level of flood risk is highlighted on DRAFT Constraints Plan 1. From the plans submitted there are no flood prevention 



channels or ditches or ponds proposed in this area to deal with the significantly increased water run off that will result of houses 
vs field. As I write this there’s a pool of standing water in the field that has bee there since January at least!  I’m incredibly 
concerned about the potential for flooding caused by development of this area. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
(A) Sensitive development in relation to the existing community and the individual identity of Hilperton as a village, ensuring it 
isn’t swallowed whole by the addition of a small town. (B) Flood prevention and proper drainage needs to be treated incredibly 
seriously, particularly at the Northwestern end of area, i.e Hilperton Marsh, Marsh Road, Marsh Mead. These where named 
centuries ago as such for good reason. (C) Is there enough suitable employment within the development to allow some level of 
self-containment rather than a mass exodus every morning?  (D)Traffic and transport.  Proper consideration needs to be given to 
how people will move around using locals actual experiences and not just modelling examples. It is naive to assume that 
because there are lots of cycleways within the new development that people won’t use their cars. Despite the proposed 
development’s proximity to the railway line, access to Trowbridge station without a vehicle is poor.  Without careful consideration, 
this development has the very real potential to cause massive traffic problems. (E)Making the area a pleasant place to live for 
both new and existing residents alike. (F)Quality of Architecture. New homes need to be of forward thinking design and built with 
sustainability and environmental considerations as a guiding principal. (G)The commitment to green infrastructure needs to be at 
the core of any development and not simply an afterthought. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
zone 6 which would have limited impact on the current residents of Trowbridge. Smaller isolated plots have been discounted and 
small developments spread across the surrounding villages would provide much needed affordable housing in those villages to 
enable those that have grown up in them to be able to stay and set up home there too. The council seem to be focused on 1 
large site that they can use to fulfil their targets (i.e. school capacity ) for ease rather than developing what is the optimal solution 
for each individual consideration/requirement. 
 



 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Employment Land. The plan talks about creating a new community that is largely self sufficient. However, with a very small 
amount of land set aside in site 4 for employment, and the possibility of moving the businesses currently in Marsh Farm to that 
area, I don’t really see how that’s possible. These jobs also need to be well paid jobs to be able to afford the houses on this 
estate 
The impact of electric vehicles. By the time this development is completed, it will be nearly impossible to buy a new Petrol or 
Diesel car. How this will be planned for and accommodated isn't mentioned in the plans and has a potentially big impact on how 
the site is laid out (each dwelling needs enough parking on its land to enable charging) and the drain on the local power grid of a 
town plugging in their cars to recharge each night 
Alternative road access to the new development taking traffic away from Hilperton and reducing reliance on the already 
congested and sometimes completely flooded causeway. This would need to be inplace before the development started, not right 
at the end as Elizabeth Ways was. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Hilperton currently has a green, strongly rural character to it with pastureland and trees defining the setting of the village.  A 
character that the development priorities set out to preserve.  Building the equivalent of a small town on the pastureland setting - 
especially with very little buffer between old and new - doesn’t seem to me in keeping with this priority. 
The assessment on the impact to the landscape has been conducted from the view point of people using the canal or travelling 
along the adjoining roads and not that of the residents that back onto the development. 
Reference the assessment of  
- plot 647a "the site is well screened by buildings..." 
- plot 644 "the site has prominent views from hill street..." 
- plot 3134 "the main part of the site is tucked behind existing housing and there fore not greatly exposed to views along marsh 
road" 
The impact of those that have to look out on it every day should be a higher priority than those passing through/ use it for 
recreation. 



There is also inconsistency in the assessment of the plots. In plot 2093 it is stated "there would be an impact on the rear garden 
views of the surrounding properties which would need to be carefully managed". Many of the other plots also have houses rear 
garden views currently consist of fields, hedge rows, the canal and then more fields, yet this is the only plot it is thought worthy to 
highlight. 
I would argue that this development would have impacts upon its surroundings that would be difficult to make acceptable: 
- visual impact that is unlikely to be successfully mitigated 
- greatly increased flood risk to the surrounding properties and the houses built on the development 
- generate significant additional traffic that causes an unacceptable degree of harm in terms of worsening congestion 
- represent an unacceptable urban development in a rural environment. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P159 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of growth appears to be excessive in my mind.  We should have a higher Brownfield target to minimise the  reduce the 
impact on Greenfield land.  Wiltshire needs farmland to produce crops and people in this area choose to live here amid the 
countryside. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Absolutely not.  We need farmland to produce food, we do not need more congested roads in and around this area with the 
increase in pollution that the extra traffic will generate. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
If this goes ahead, the roads need to be improved. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Use of brownfield sites should be increased. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Use of this land will have a major impact on the desirability of living in this area, you are allowing developers to build 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P160 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Council tax payer! 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Yes, there should be a brownfield target and this target should be much higher. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
They look nice here. We, need to think more about the overall environmental impact of future developments and have a little less 
concern for the people. There is a lot of empty buildings in the town centre. Build on these areas, redevelop the old unused 
commercial building as housing, not farmland. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, I do not! 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
FLOODING 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Review the existing 30% overbuild for the last couple of years. Build on already developed and empty sites. Build up not out. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

2600 house on open farmland from Staverton to Hilperton village on Marsh Farm. 
This is an environmental catastrophe in the making. This land can be seen to absorb huge volumes of water throughout the 
winter. The area between the railway and canal has been flooded all this past winter 2020-21. If this is built upon it will create 
flash run off of rainwater into the Avon river above the Staverton/Cereal Partners bridge and causeway. 
Increasing flooding in that area and downstream. Not because there is more rain but because it will arrive in the river sooner! 



The bridge over the Avon is already overwhelmed with traffic tailbacks at rush hours. These tailbacks can reach Staverton Marina 
at times and also the B3105/B3107 Crossroads and beyond. With 2600 houses will come at least 5200 cars. These cars will not 
be able to exit this new estate during rush hour traffic without significant delays and if the bridge/causeway is flooded some of 
these vehicles are then going to have to go through the already gridlocked Trowbridge town centre. 
Placing this estate in this area is a bad idea. Would it not be more sensible to allow the expansion of the Solar Energy installation 
already on the same farm, in so helping the environment, not increasing the flooding risks in the area and allowing the landowner 
[NAME REDACTED] to still make the profits he seeks. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P161 
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Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Individual 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
• I am opposed to the proposed site allocation plan 6 to the north east of Trowbridge which would allow housing 
development to the east of the A350 road into the parish of Great Hinton. Examination of this site shows a relatively small piece 
of land near Cold Harbour which would allow, for the first time, Trowbridge to extend its eastern housing boundary beyond the 
A350. I can see no reason for this land area to be included in Site 6. 
• I would like to see Wiltshire council set in the Plan a definite urban border along the A350 running north to south to prevent 
any Trowbridge development to the east of that road. Similarly I would like another definite urban border following the Kennet and 
Avon Canal running west to east   to prevent any Melksham development to the south of that barrier. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P162 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): n/a 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
There should indeed be a brownfield target, and it should be much higher than 370.  One of the main planning goals is to 
promote town centre health, but this will clearly not be achieved by building 5,460 of the expected requirement out near the 
Kennet & Avon, beyond Hilperton and Staverton.  There is a minimal bus service, so the focus on greenfield development must 
result in much greater traffic volumes. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The stated priorities are reasonable, but the outline strategy seems to bear little relationship to them.  How does more than 
doubling the size of Hilperton meet any of these objectives?  It does nothing for the town centre or jobs. Indeed, it will add traffic 



congestion, because very few of the 5,000-plus people moving to the new estates proposed for the land between Marsh Rd, Hill 
St, Whaddon Lane, the rugby club byway and the K&A will cycle, so there will presumably be an extra 10,000+ vehicle 
movements per day through the main access by Hilperton Marsh roundabout..  All the site assessments consider accessibility 
and describe it as adequate or good, but no account seems to have been taken of the extra traffic over the mill bridge at 
Staverton, where queues are already too long, or the proposed access via Whaddon Lane, which is in reality a single-track road 
at the junction with Hill St and Church St. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  The effects on local traffic and the landscape will be unacceptable.  They will change the character of Hilperton/Staverton 
completely: an urban intrusion on green space.  There is also an issue with drainage in many of the fields in question, with 
springs on a number of the slopes and marshy ground throughout (the name of the farm is a clue).  The local plan is aiming to 
protect and promote the centre of town, but these developments will simply create more traffic.  Assuming 2,600 households, 
90% of which will run one or two cars, it is not difficult to foresee the inevitable increase in traffic volumes, which seems to have 
been dismissed without detailed analysis in the plan.  The new 'local centre' planned for the north of the site will presumably be 
something like Hackett Place on the Paxcroft estate, which is just a few corner shops and fast food outlets.  Everyone will have to 
drive into Trowbridge to shop at a real supermarket, or to go to the doctor, dentist, library, etc.  And there seems to be no 
provision for extra doctors' or dentists' surgeries - it is already very difficult to get an appointment with a doctor at Trowbridge 
Health Centre, which uses online triage to stop patients from making appointments when they are not absolutely necessary.  The 
plan also includes two nurseries, two primaries and a secondary school.  ONS projections suggest that most new households 
over the next ten years will be single persons aged over 55, and 88.4% of the other households with children will have just one 
child.  It is hard to see where the local numbers come from to justify the building of new schools on what will be the very northern 
edge of the town. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
1. Destroying the character of Hilperton.  2. Drainage run-off, which will add to the flooding at Staverton causeway.  3. Extra 
traffic volumes in three places: across the single-track bridge with three-way lights at Staverton; at the Hilperton Marsh 



roundabout (already busy with a large number of LGVs diverted away from BoA); and in the middle of Hilperton, which has only 
just been traffic-calmed by the building of Elizabeth Way, and which will inevitably have a difficult pinch-point at the entrance to 
Whaddon Lane from Church St.  4. Public transport provision, which is currently poor along Hill St-Marsh Road (does anybody in 
Planning really believe the new residents of the Marsh Farm estate will cycle, or walk down to Marsh Road to catch an occasional 
bus, when they will almost all have a car or two?). 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
I have lived in continental Europe.  There, it is the norm for people to live in town, in 3-, 4- or 5-storey blocks, in walking distance 
of all the amenities, and of the bus station or train station for commuting to work.  We do not need to build high-rise future 
eyesores, but neither do we need every building in town to be just two storeys high, with struggling retail or leisure outlets 
occupying every ground floor.  Providing a good supply of reasonable flats in town (with underground parking to keep the streets 
clear) should support the master plan to attract people and their money back into town and revitalise the town centre.  Given the 
state of retail following the pandemic-induced switch to online shopping, and the fact that large retailers are unlikely in the next 20 
years to invest in more space in the centre of Trowbridge, the obvious use for much of the town centre is surely residential, 
provided in a reasonable standard of buildings? 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
1. Telecommunications?  So many people have spent lockdown working from home that the need for office space may never 
return to pre-Covid levels.  Nowadays, it is essential that homes have excellent connectivity, so FTTP broadband must be part of 
every new development.  A 5G mobile phone signal will also be needed - the mast between Hilperton and Semington barely 
gives an adequate 3G signal in parts of Hilperton (despite the claims of the networks' availability maps).    2. Sustainability is 
presumably considered as a matter of course, but the plan seems to have disregarded the extra traffic inevitably generated by 
2,600 new homes, apparently hoping that everyone will cycle to the office, supermarket or cinema.  Requiring the developers in 
due course to include solar water and/or PV in any new build might improve the sustainability score of the new half of Hilperton.  
A few tiny community orchard patches and leaving a few of the existing hedges in place is really no more than a nod towards a 



green environment.  Every property will also need to have the capacity to charge an electric vehicle - by the time the houses have 
been built, nobody will be able to buy a car that's not an electric vehicle. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
It is extremely disappointing that I had to learn about this consultation from an A4 home-produced notice pasted to a bus stop in 
the village.  I read the Wiltshire Times online, but have seen nothing about this consultation or the plan to change Hilperton into a 
huge new housing estate.  As a fairly typical resident, I am not a regular reader of planning notices on the WCC website.  For 
something as fundamental as this change to Hilperton and Staverton, every resident should have received, in good time, a letter 
alerting us to the existence of the plan and the consultation.  It is not a true and valid consultation unless all people affected know 
what is happening and have their views taken into account.  You risk leaving yourselves open to a judicial review of your 
procedures. 
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Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
1.  There should be a higher brownfield target.  The Innox Mills development alone supposes a total of over 300 homes.  The 
Court Street and East Wing sites (as well as housing planned for the town centre under the Future High Streets Fund) in the 
centre of Trowbridge should also be taken into account, which in themselves could add hundreds more homes in an eminently 
sustainable location.  As Wiltshire Council is unable to progress East Wing or Court Street, these sites should be sold on the 
market to a developer capable of actually delivering much needed development on these sites. 
2.  Housing numbers should not be artificially inflated by the Council to cover its own costs associated with the provision of 
education.  The Council is well aware of the numbers of places required and if it was in any way competent, should be setting 
aside the budget necessary to meet this, rather than compromising the environment and its own declared climate emergency to 
build unnecessarily high numbers of housing to make up for the shortfall in its mismanagement.   
3.  The plan notes that sufficient land for employment is allocated in the existing Wiltshire Core Strategy, yet Wiltshire Council 
has no track record whatsoever in delivering such land, or encouraging development to locate here.  The planning application for 
the West Ashton development remains unpermitted, 6 years after its submission and the receipt of substantial central 



government investment.  Employment sites on Trowbridge Road (near to the Railway Station) and on West Ashton Road remain 
vacant, with the latter more likely to be developed for housing than industry.  The White Horse Business Park stands mostly 
empty, with permitted change of use to more housing.  Trowbridge is no longer a sustainable settlement as unlike Westbury, 
Melksham, Bradford on Avon and others, it has seen a reverse in levels of employment, not a gain.  Massive overdevelopment of 
housing as proposed by this plan will only encourage unsustainable out commuting to increase. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
1.  Why is the village of Staverton left off the list for point 7 - this should read, "To balance the need to accommodate additional 
growth at the town with the need to respect, as far as is reasonably practicable, the individual identities of the villages of 
Hilperton, STAVERTON, North Bradley, Southwick and West Ashton within the landscape setting of Trowbridge and their 
relationship to the town".  Why are other villages allowed to have reasonable expectation of preservation of their individual 
identities, whilst Staverton is sacrificed to unconstrained housing growth. 
2.  Massive housing growth located on the fringes of large settlements with inadequate and unpleasant public transport links will 
not reduce reliance on the private car, in fact, precisely the opposite, given the absolute need to out commute to find work. 
3.  The Local Plan and Wiltshire Council have absolutely failed to deliver job growth in the town to the extent that it is no longer 
sustainable in its current form, yet alone the overdeveloped future presented in the plan.   As noted in response to other 
questions, the town has suffered an overall reduction in employment and is now entirely devoted to commuting.  Wiltshire Council 
is absolutely unable in every sense to deliver job growth and encourage business investment as demonstrated by its track record 
over the last decade.  One cinema, a few takeaways and an M&S foodhall do not recompense for the loss of manufacturing, 
office and retail jobs in the past  20 years and will not provide sufficient employment for the more than 10,000 adults occupying 
the homes planned. 
4.  A transport priority for reducing traffic through the already congested village of Staverton is absolutely lacking from the priority 
list.  Following the Council's failure to deliver the Staverton Bypass (sacrificed for yet more housing), its decision to route traffic 
away from Bradford and through Staverton instead, its craven lack of ability to do anything to prevent the B3105 becoming a 
significant car and HGV route to the south coast thanks to the Bath CAZ/road closures and complete lack of existing measures to 
reduce traffic  has led Staverton to be the scene of daily mile long queues at peak times.  This will only be exacerbated by the 
massive overdevelopment and the numbers of cars and lorries associated with housing and employment land uses.  Is the 



Council aware that there is insufficient room for two HGVs to pass side by side in Staverton - probably not, but we have to endure 
lorries stuck here routinely. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  The complete loss of identity for Staverton and Hilperton put forward by developments 4 & 5 must be avoided, these should 
be scaled back to ensure that the local villages remain just that.  For example, development should be concentrated in area 5, 
but with a clear buffer left between the area of the development and Hilperton.  Similarly, the village of Staverton should have a 
clear green wedge left between it and the development proposed in area 4. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Preservation of identity of the existing villages.  Sustainable transport - e.g. a full upgrade to cycle path status for the entire canal 
towpath between Semington and Central Trowbridge to encourage non-car transport. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Housing levels should be increased within settlements with proven, realistic employment land increases, such as Melksham, 
Westbury, Bradford on Avon, Chippenham etc.  Release of green belt between Trowbridge and Wingfield should be encouraged - 
as Wiltshire Council is entirely willing to countenance the destruction of villages around Trowbridge, this should be shared equally 
and there is no valid reason to retain the Green Belt within its entirety between Trowbridge and Wingfield, or Trowbridge and 
Bradford on Avon.  The Council obviously only seeks to prevent growth around upper class or high income villages and both 
these areas of Green Belt would be closer to the town centre, closer to the transport links and have similar environmental 
constraints.  Development should be shared equally into these areas so that Trowbridge expands sustainably into the future. 
 



 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Over the last 40 years in which I have lived in Trowbridge and Staverton, Wiltshire Council and its predecessors have absolutely 
failed to ensure that important services and infrastructure have been developed.  Wiltshire Council is focussed solely on providing 
as many greenfield sites as possible to develop whilst failing in every regard to ensure additional provision is made to support 
growth.  The Hospital has been run down, GP surgery's have decreased or simply amalgamated or changed sites, local transport 
links have only been improved piecemeal (e.g. the construction of the Hilperton Bypass, but failure to provide the Staverton 
Bypass, which simply channels traffic faster into an existing bottleneck), failure to provide the Trowbridge Campus, failure to 
provide any additional secondary school (the West Ashton Development remains unpermitted 6 years after the application 
submission), there has been no enhancement or improvement of the GI or BI, the local economy has reversed with business, 
industry and shop closures and the towns railway station remains unconnected to all public transport.   
I have absolutely no confidence in Wiltshire Council delivering anything whatsoever to mitigate the impact of over 2600 new 
homes - there is no GP surgery planned or mentioned, a community orchard is a wonderful thought, but will be destroyed within 
minutes by bored new residents; Trowbridge has no adequate sports centre and what facilities there are are only accessible by 
car.  Wiltshire proudly proclaims its Climate Emergency, but i'm afraid this is as empty a statement as any other made by the 
Council - why not envisage reopening Staverton Halt so that new residents could commute directly to Melksham, Chippenham, 
Swindon or London, or by changing at Trowbridge station to other locations?  Where are the new segregated cycle routes to the 
town centre through the dangerous and congested roads?  The health benefits of walking through the fields from Staverton to 
Whaddon are replaced by the usual low grade, badly maintained "amenity areas" devoid of life and anything other than dog 
excrement.   
The plan for areas 4 & 5 lacks ambition, is wholly unsustainable and simply destroys more greenfields to allow developers profits 
and Wiltshire Councils budgets to be expanded.  It will compromise Wiltshire Councils net zero target under the Climate Change 
emergency and will simply lead to sub-optimal and inadequate urbanisation of yet more countryside. 
 

 
Further comments 
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Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Libby Ballard Ceramics 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
As far as I can see from the plans, there is an alarming amount of greenfield sites and little brown field sites being used. The 
whole development is on open farmland outside the village settlement boundary which as far as I am aware was set by the 
council themselves as recently as February 2020 in the Wiltshire Housing site allocation plans. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
I think a huge priority is to preserve the farmland around Trowbridge which is what attracted us to Trowbridge in the first place 
which should link with the environmental constraints mentioned. By adding all these huge developments will inevitably lead to 



increased incidents of flooding which is already an issue. Added traffic through Hilperton Village and congestion at the Staverton 
bridge traffic lights will inevitably be worse for the environment.  
 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. The reason i do not think that this area is appropriate is because this is an area of beauty and leisure. A huge amount of the 
local community use this area to walk and enjoy. Taking this away would significantly effect the mental health of those who use 
this as an escape.   
This is also an important wetland area with a great diversity of local wildlife. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Flooding from the river. Distruction of local footpaths. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
A full Wildlife survey of wetland areas. Potential impact of building on a floodplain. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P165 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Higher Brownfield Target 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The priorities are right. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
Site 4 is not suitable it is an active flood plain that floods several times a year. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
For Site 4 where will the displaced flood water go? 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The Council should reappraise the drivers for producing this Plan. The Plan makes overblown assumptions about growth in the 
Trowbridge economy.  For the last 30 years there has been much hyperbole about the need to resurrect Trowbridge's economy.  
The policies of successive administrations at all levels of Government have served to hollow-out the town into it present sorry 
state.  What has changed to justify the over optimistic view of the future that is taken in this Plan? 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Trowbridge does not exist in isolation. There are similar plans for the other main towns in west Wiltshire and these Plans need to 
be considered as a single entity to avoid duplication and gross over provision of facilities. 

 
Further comments 
 

Summary It is fatuous to predicate this plan on the presumption that the employment and indeed general economic prospects for 
the area are going to materially transform in the future.  For at least the last three decades there has been talk of an economic 
resurrection for the town and its surrounding area but the situation has continued to deteriorate.  The result is plain to see as 
successive policies at all levels of government have combined to hollow-out the town centre.  So what has changed now to 
suggest the optimistic anticipation which is a basis for this Plan?  Nothing.  The Plan is founded on illusory premises and work on 
it should cease forthwith to obviate further fruitless cost to ratepayers. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P166 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of growth has me concerned, as a citizen of Trowbridge I worry about how the existing infrastructure will hold up to all 
of these new developments. Access in and out of Trowbridge to the A350 (Westbury, Melksham, Devizes) and A363 (Bath, 
Bristol, Bradford on Avon) has already become highly congested at peak times with no alternatives to alleviate this. There are 
also pressure points at Staverton, where only single lane traffic can pass over the bridge and this often becomes flooded, putting 
pressure on other already congested routes. Regarding brownfield sites, this should be of up most importance to target these 
areas first. Residence of Trowbridge and its surrounding villages and towns take great pride in the natural beauty that 
encompasses the area and people often move here to embrace the countryside. Failure to protect our greenfield sites will not 
only affect our natural ecosystems it will also drive away the charm that comes with having those landscape accessible to all 
residents. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 



achieved? 
 

 
The priorities do not mention anything that relates to the sustainability of ecosystems, with climate change becoming more and 
more prevalent we must consider how we can maintain a balance between nature and our infrastructure to provide sustainable 
living for not only us but wildlife too. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Sites 4, 5 and 6 are all greenbelt land and this land will become irreversibly damaged by the building of such a development. As 
someone who regularly walk between Hilperton and Semington, I have seen vast amounts of wildlife that thrives off the open 
landscape. These include Buzzards who raised their young there, Yellow wagtails, Kingfishers, Hares, Field Mice and Bats. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The ecosystem that will be damaged by this development, how can we ensure that we build a sustainable future for us and the 
wildlife? 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Careful consideration needs to be made for brownfield sites and areas that are already encompassed by buildings and 
infrastructure. Sites such as the Bowyers factors can be considered as part of a disparate plan to update dilapidated land before 
looking at areas such as the land between North Bradley and Southwick where land is already surrounded by housing. 
 

 



TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
This is a point made previously but not mentioned here, but business units that can provide supportable jobs, could possibly be 
covered under "The local economy" but feel the point needs to be made. Another point missed, is community, how can we build a 
better sense of community in any development plans that we have, as it can provide great character to a location. For example, 
BOA has attracted a great sense of community, though traffic management and planned communal areas by the river. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
These large developments concern me with the damage they will cause to the environment through the need to build more 
houses. I would like to see that all efficiencies are made within the Trowbridge area before Greenbelt land is built upon and then 
careful consideration is made in filling smaller areas of land before taking up large spaces of greenbelt land. I understand there is 
a requirement to build more houses, but we also must make sure that we don’t damage our fragile eco-systems irreversibly all for 
the greed of man and must work to build a more sustainable future for us all, wildlife included. If we continue to build without 
consideration for this, we wait in hope that a silver bullet will come to save us from the coming global warming crisis, which does 
not look good for our generations to come. The forecasted requirement for more house's should also include the forecast 
requirement for us to have a habitable world. Thanks for reading and listening to these concerns. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P167 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): None 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I think the scale of growth is too high, I do not see a corresponding plan for investment in local industry and growth to support 
such a growth.  Existing growth has relied on people settling in the area and then commuting elsewhere for work, I disagree with 
this.  I also believe that the majority of the growth should come from brownfield development and not greenfield 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Trowbridge is a soul-less town that appears to have been developed without anyone really caring about it, I think a high priority 
needs to be developing a community engagement strategy which rebuilds the town enabling independent, socially and 
environmentally responsible creative development . 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. 
Is an easy option that shows a lack of care and local thought, and continual erosion of the green belt.  
Access through Devizes road is already tricky, the traffic flow is single lane due parking on the side of the road, additional 
housing is likely to make this worse  
Does not meet the objective of allowing individual villages to maintain their own character - hilperton becomes part of Trowbridge  
The road infrastructure and quiet peace of hilperton village through Hill street is likely to get worse 
Very little in the way of public transport, there is no bus service is Devizes road 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
To limit the amount of land used in this way as much as possible 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The plan should instead look at brown field sites such as bowyers factory - this would also be better for transport links and 
redevelopment of the town centre 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 



Creating an environment within Trowbridge that provides a sense of character which would make people actually want to live and 
work here. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
It is such a shame that the local plan is proposing such an unimaginative and easy option, it feels as if no one actually cares 
about Trowbridge or Hilperton 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P168 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I don't agree that 2600 houses should be built on sites 4 and 5 because the amount of extra traffic at an average 2cars per house 
hold this would mean an extra 5000+ cars in the Hilperton and Staverton area, this would cause large traffic congestion 
especially at peak times at the Staverton bridge, Marsh road and the Hilperton By-pass also canal road. Smaller roads will be 
used has rat runs for example Horse Rd, Hill street. 
The development will lead to a increase of flooding at Staverton bridge an surrounding area causing more traffic congestion for 
B-O-A . Trowbridge town centre also Melksham. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P169 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



No, I do not agree. The B3105 bridge over R. Avon already suffers from severe traffic congestion with queues of crawling 
vehicles waiting to clear the bottleneck. It is hard to see how Trowbridge can hope to achieve its climate and local pollution goals 
if this development proceeds. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Including a lot of large green spaces (parkland, gardens, allotments, etc.) in the development. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Trowbridge has poor transport links, both rail and road, and so developing Trowbridge is nonsensical without also addressing this 
deficiency. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The world of work is changing rapidly. I hope the council avoids applying a 2015-midset to the plan. People will want houses 
suitable for home-working - more spacious, a good healthy outdoor environment. Building an estate of rabbit hutches would be a 
tragedy. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P170 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 
We would also like to register our concerns regarding the Draft Local Plan 2016-2036 in particular, the proposed housing 
development to include Staverton and Hilperton.  
This area is outside the village settlement boundary, which was set by the council in 2020. For many years, we have, as 
residents of Hilperton Village, campaigned for traffic easing through the village. This proposed development will significantly 
increase traffic once again through the village.  
Flooding is also a main concern, our area is known as HILPERTON MARSH,  an area of marshland which, during periods of rain, 
is a natural floodplain, the fields to Staverton from Marsh Road remain under water for several weeks following heavy rainfall. 
The causeway would surely be closed more frequently should a large housing development be built here. A more concentrated 
flow of traffic entering the surrounding area of Staverton and the Hilperton relief road, will add to the all ready congestion at busy 
rush hour times. One point of interest to note, why has the word "Marsh" been dropped and the old part of the village from Hill St 
along Marsh Road to Staverton been swallowed up and is now just Hilperton? 



Wildlife habitat would be significantly harmed. We regularly have badgers, deer,owls, and bats in our garden. We fear the bats in 
particular, will be harmed if the area is heavily developed, along with the many badger sets currently within the fields boundaries.  
The whole area is used by many families for exercise, a pleasant walk along the canal side,  uninterrupted views towards 
Bradford on Avon, Whaddon , Holt, Melksham and Devizes.  
There are many brown field sites available and areas that are already being developed, so why propose yet another area for 
such a concentrated plan of housing? It has been reported in the press that Wiltshire has, in fact "over built" in the past few 
years, in accordance with government guidelines.  
Hilperton has grown immensely over the past 15 years, it needs to retain green open space for it's residents to continue to use 
and enjoy for years to come. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P171 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Wiltshire Council is currently consulting upon revisions to its Local Plan (2016-2036). 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about those proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon 
Semington as a rural parish and as a village community.  My concerns are set out below. 
1. The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2. So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination 
for any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those 
developments and the canal. 
3. I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 



into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it 
coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 
4. I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 
6 of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying 
any sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
5. I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”.  I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P172 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. 



1. The whole settlement is on open farmland outside the Village Settlement Boundary. 
2. The impact of extra traffic will add to the already existing congestion at the Staverton bridge traffic lights. 
3. The plans include three schools and two nurseries which will add even more traffic. 
4. The plans would put traffic back through Hilperton village, completely negating the reason Elizabeth Way was built. 
5. The development will inevitably lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway and increase road closure, 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
How the people living in and around this site feel! Environmental factors. Road congestion. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P173 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Regarding you proposal to build 2600 houses on farmland from Staverton to Hilperton village. I strongly object. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I strongly object for the following reasons:  
1) It is on open farmland 
2) It is outside the village settlement boundary set by the council in February 2020.  
3) The plan is to include schools and nurseries but what about increase in patents requiring doctors and often medical and 
maternity surgeries. There was no delivery surgeries at Trowbridge maternity department and the minor surgeries unit is limited.  
4)  It would greatly increase traffic through Staverton, at the Kings Arms roundabout, Marsh Road and Hilperton.  
5) The land at Staverton is flooded now. How can houses be built on that! 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P174 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Wiltshire Council 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I think the scale of growth is appropriate and will provide CIL money to improve infrastructure. 
I strongly agree that there should be a brownfield target. This could be worded something like 'Within Trowbridge (and actually 
the whole of Wiltshire) appropriate weighting will be given to planning applications on brownfield sites and until such times as to 
when these are being built out development on any greenfield sites identified will be strongly weighted against'.  
Couple this with some incentives for developers I.e. potentially less Assisted Living houses and development would be 
appropriately weighted towards brownfield sites over greenfield sites. 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

These priorities are mostly correct as I see them. However, these points are totally useless at the moment while there are so 
many vacant plots in the centre of Trowbridge (and indeed the centres of many settlements in Wiltshire). 



Priorities could be tweaked, as suggested previously, to make developing on brownfield easier/more attractive to developers.  
There should also be a Climate Change priority - to reduce carbon footprints. Which building on the fringes of settlements will not 
adhere to, as this will create commuter cul-de-sacs. 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
These should only be unlocked after most Brownfield sites have been developed in the centre e.g. the Bowyer's site. 
A duplicate of the 'Hilperton Gap' could be added to the North of Hilperton (and Hilperton marsh) to respect those villages and 
offer an opportunity to create a green corridor for wildlife that can be enjoyed by people too. 
This would also satiate a lot of the people in Hilperton who do not want their views 'spoilt'. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Climate Change and Green and Blue Infrastructure. Also making sure their are ample other viable options other than car travel, 
e.g. cycle and footpaths and appropriate bus stations. With a small local high street, with a supermarket. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Brownfield sites, and some planning strategy and policy that discusses site layouts and the need for smaller gardens with 
housing developments, counter balanced by larger Open Spaces - which are better for the environment and community spirit. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P175 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

We have not in the past got involved with any housing development but we have very strong objections to this development going 
forward. 
This area is the only green area where people can enjoy the countryside and wildlife. This is necessary for peoples mental 
health! Covid 19 will not disappear and the canal and countryside are the only place where people can get away and 
exercise.Wildlife will be impacted upon. 
Crime in the area has increased! Three of our neighbours have been burgled and we have had strange callers who run when 
they find we are at home. This has been since two estates have been built accessed from Marsh Road. 
Waste both sewage and rubbish will increase. 
The impact of extra traffic will add to the already existing congestion at Staverton and the Kings Arms roundabout with increased 
air pollution. 
The development will increase flooding  incidents & close the road at times. 
The development is on open farmland set by the Council in the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocation Plan. 
Please take our concerns and objections seriously. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P176 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
I oppose any proposal to build on Hag Hill or extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton and Cold Harbour. 
Site 6, although not yet a Preferred Development Site, has been marked to go forward to the next stage of assessment. It would 
bring development around Hag Hill and across the A350 towards Great Hinton and Cold Harbour. This would allow Trowbridge to 
extend its eastern housing boundary beyond the A350.and set a course for unprecedented future development and destruction of 
vital green space, wildlife environment, leisure asset, and heritage landscape. 
I would support any move to set a definitive urban border along the A350 running north to south to prevent any Trowbridge 
development to the east of that road. Similarly I support another definitive urban border following the Kennet and Avon Canal 
running west to east to prevent any Melksham development creep to the south of that barrier. 
 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
1. I oppose the placing of Keevil within the Trowbridge Housing Market Area for housing development.  



This is simply undemocratic. We remain in the Melksham Community Area and members of the Melksham Area Board when it 
comes to representation on Wiltshire Council, and have no representation in Trowbridge. Along with Great Hinton, Bulkington, 
Semington and Steeple Ashton, we are the only villages in Wiltshire to be split in this way. 
It seems a deliberate and underhand tactic to score additional land for development around Trowbridge by increasing it’s 
boundaries to the north and north east into the countryside, creating irretrievable environmental destruction of green space. 
2. I would like Keevil to remain in the Chippenham HMA where we are properly represented. 
As a designated Small Village, any difference in housing allocation numbers between the Chippenham HMA (where we sit as 
part of the Melksham Community Area), and the Trowbridge HMA is immaterial. The Local Plan Review proposals make no 
change in the strategic requirements for Small Villages, where current Core Policy limits development to infill within the existing 
built area, where it: 
• Respects the existing character and form of the settlement; 
• Does not elongate the village or impose development in sensitive landscape areas; 
• Does not consolidate any existing sporadic loose knit areas of development. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P177 
 

 
Consultee code: Other 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Wiltshire Council 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I fully agree with the response provided by Hilperton Parish Council. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
I fully agree with the response provided by Hilperton Parish Council. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
I fully agree with the response provided by Hilperton Parish Council. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
I fully agree with the response provided by Hilperton Parish Council. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
I fully agree with the response provided by Hilperton Parish Council. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
I fully agree with the response provided by Hilperton Parish Council. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
If area 5 remains in the Local Plan, why is the land between the A361 and Whaddon Lane included?  Most of it is shown on WC 
maps (and government maps too) as being grade 1/2 agricultural land - it should therefore be protected from development.  Or is 
it that you 'need' this area of land to pretend that the suggested new housing is contiguous with existing 'Trowbridge' housing? 
What has happened to questions TB 6, 7, 8, and 9 on this form?  I fully agree with the response provided by Hilperton Parish 
Council to them. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P178 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
We then come on to the flooding issue.   As you will be aware the river at Staverton floods on a regular basis.   The Holt road has 
had to be closed off several times already this winter and also the causeway was flooded so the road had to be shut completely.    
Staverton and Hilperton Marsh are on a flood plain.   The name speaks for itself “marsh”.  
We, along with scores of other people walk on a regular basis over the footpaths and fields earmarked for this development (30 
years in our case). We need this for our mental health and wellbeing.   We have noticed that as a result of the pandemic more 
and more people have been walking in this area and will continue to do so once the pandemic is over.    
This winter has caused these fields to become bogs on numerous occasions and some footpaths have been impassable because 
of the standing water.  
In the fields off Marsh Road there are ditches next to all the hedgerows which help alleviate flooding in these fields.  However 
they have been full to capacity over the last few weeks and this is a regular occurrence every time we get bad weather.   One of 
the fields by the canal is still badly flooded and at one stage the flood water was across the road near to the Staverton Nursing 
Home.  There are several water culverts that flow under the canal.     All this water then subsequently flows into the river.   There 
is also a culvert which drains the excess water from the canal between the farm bridge and Whaddon Lane bridge.   This water 
also drains into the river.    
In bad weather we also have problems, along with our neighbours, with flooding at the bottom of our gardens because of the 
height of the water table.  It only takes a few days of heavy rain for this to happen. 



This area is a flood plain.  If this proposal goes ahead with houses being built on the land between Staverton and Hilperton Marsh 
it will have a catastrophic effect on this resulting in the rain water from these houses flowing into the river at a point where 
flooding occurs on a regular basis.   This will inevitably result in the main road being closed on numerous occasions which will 
have an enormous impact on the surrounding roads.  
These fields have been used for valuable crops and grazing land for many years.  This country needs these fields if we need to 
become more self sufficient.   The loss of these fields, and potentially destruction of hedgerows,  also means the loss of habitat 
for the many animals, birds and insects that use them eg. Badgers, foxes, deer, hares, bees, insects just to mention a few. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
It has come to our attention, having received no notification whatsoever from the Council, that there is a proposal to build 2600 
houses on land between Staverton and Hilperton.   We have grave concerns about this development for a number of reasons as 
set out below.  
Elizabeth Way was constructed to bypass Hilperton Village, something that the Village have long fought for.   If this development 
goes ahead Marsh Road and Hill Street will once again become congested with traffic.   With potentially 2600 (and even more) 
vehicles coming from this development using the surrounding roads there is no doubt whatsoever Marsh Road and Hill Street will 
once again become a cut through.   There is then the added problem of the road leading from the Kings Arms roundabout to 
Staverton which would not support the added amount of traffic.   There are three bridges in this short stretch of road, plus the 
road is quite narrow in some places.  The bridge by the Kings Arms is in a state of disrepair and narrow.   The bridge at Staverton 
is a one way traffic light system.   In peak times the queues from this bridge stretch back to the Kings Arms roundabout.   As this 
will be a possible entrance from the proposed development the added traffic will cause problems.  
There is also the added fact that there is a proposal for solar panels to be constructed between the existing solar panels and land 
stretching to Whaddon Lane which means even more farmland becoming unusable.   
We sincerely hope that serious consideration is taken on the points that we have raised in this email as the roads and 
infrastructure just do not support a potential housing development consisting of 2600 houses.  This development will raise the 
water table and would impact on the houses that are in the village already.      
We know these are the views of the majority of the people who live in Hilperton village and therefore hope that we are taken 
seriously. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P179 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Wiltshire Council is currently consulting upon revisions to its Local Plan (2016-2036). 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about those proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon 
Semington as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. 
1. The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2. So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination 
for any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those 
developments and the canal. 
3. I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 



into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it 
coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 
4. I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 
6 of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying 
any sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
5. I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”. I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA.  
I would be glad to have your response to my concerns, and your help in protecting the village and the wider environs as an 
actively rural community. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P180 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
>> I live in Hilperton ( BA14 7NE) and have just received notification that it is proposed to build an enormous amount of new 
homes from Staverton to Hilperton Village 
>>  
>> I would like to register my opposition to this proposed project for the following reasons 
>>  
>> - part of the land is still underwater and has been for about 8 weeks after heavy rain.  
>>  
>> If houses are built there they would be underwater several times a year. Who would insure them? The risk of flooding will 
increase to a number of existing homes. Once again who will insure them?  
>>  
>> The Staverton bridge is very often closed because of the flooding causing havoc on the road which would be even more 
exasperated by an increased number of vehicles from any development.  



>>  
>> Increased traffic through Hilperton village. 
>>  
>> The bridge over the canal is a blind spot and often large vehicles nearly collide with other vehicles.  
>>  
>> Both my husband I accept that there is a real need for new housing we feel that this is not the place to develop and that you 
should be looking at other alternatives. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P181 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Hilperton is designated a large village. The village conducted a Hilperton Neighbourhood Development Plan (HNDP) which 
highlighted sufficient village housing needs, this did not include ANY of the area in Site 5. The HNDP team had to work round the 
WC HSAP, they wanted to build on West side of Elizabeth Way as part of Trowbridge housing allocation This was accepted  
The housing on Site 5 is supposedly for Trowbridge housing numbers and is far in excess of what is required. Scale of growth far 
too high on ‘Greenfield’ site. It would appear that you are over provisioning housing numbers to justifying building new schools  
There are more than enough brownfield sites empty within the town boundary. 
The use of this ‘greenfield’ site means that developers/ councils will not even need to look into ‘brownfield’ sites. 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 



achieved? 
 

 
Your local and our local is different. These homes are NOT local to Trowbridge Town Centre.  As most shopping these days in 
conducted either on line or at retail parks the town centre will not be classed as a destination of choice (apart from supermarket 
shopping). 2600 homes will possibly have 1.5 cars per average (1.4 in 2017/18 per statista) 3900 additional cars on the road.  
This is at odds with your ‘Green’ policies.  
You will never stop people using their cars.  
This plan has NO RESPECT for the villages at all, they should be RESPECTED without qualification.  
The River Biss is not the be all and end all of recreation. People will use their cars to travel for work, recreation and shopping, full 
stop 
 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
NO.  Quite simply NO.  
Existing allocations and brownfield sites should be built on first.  
Don’t understand why Trowbridge housing is being justified on the other sides of the villages of Hilperton and Staverton, who will 
then be absorbed into the town of Trowbridge.   It makes no sense, other than landowners have offered their land to make lots of 
money from developers, 
 (Who are already circling).  
There are no benefits to this scheme at all apart from perhaps school places. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The existing road structure is inadequate.  The B3105 through Staverton is already blighted with poor quality air, congestion at 
multiple times of the day and inadequate bridges. One particular bridge over the Avon is at its limit.  The causeway regularly 



floods in Winter. To expect people to cycle on these roads is foolish. Elizabeth Way was built partly to ease congestion in the 
Village of Hilperton, yet proposals are now a major entrance on to a huge estate. The village will be a rat run once more 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Brownfield sites nearer to the town centre and railway station, with existing transport links to major employment hubs 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
As we disagree with the whole concept of putting Trowbridge housing in the villages, thus tripling or more the size of our 
hamlet’s/villages  how can we comment on infrastructure.   
W e would however like to know where all these people will work, when they leave their houses in their cars, and where their 
doctors will be situated!,  
This plan would completely eclipse the hamlet that is Hilperton Marsh,  Hilperton village, Staverton village and the wider environs 
along the canal right up to the Rugby Club.  
The area of potential build is so vast that it would be impossible not be be impacted by it, whether the numbers of cars, use of 
roads, bottlenecks in Staverton, the use of the village as a rat run once again.  
This will be an estate, sticking out like a sore thumb with no real allegiance to Trowbridge housing or the villages it eclipses  
This is just an easy way to get numbers up!!! 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
QUESTIONS 6,7,8,9 missIng on form 
TB6Do you agree with the range of uses proposed 
   Disagree with the allocation so the uses have no meaning 



TB7 do you agree with location of uses 
   Disagree with the allocation of site and the plan is so fuzzy that locations aren’t clear 
TB8 do you agree with proposed locations for self build and custom build housing 
   Disagree with allocation of site 
TB9 is there a particular type of renewable energy that should be provided on site 
    Disagree with allocation of site and we have no knowledge of renewables  
TB10  



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P182 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Wiltshire Council is currently consulting upon revisions to its Local Plan (2016-2036). 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about those proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon 
Semington as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. 
 1.     The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2.     So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination for 
any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those developments 
and the canal. 
3.     I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely  rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 



into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it 
coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 
4.     I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 6 
of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying any 
sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
5.     I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”. I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA.  
I would be glad to have your response to my concerns, and your help in protecting the village and the wider environs as an 
actively rural community. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P183 
 

 
Consultee code: Other 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Unitary Council Candidate 
Holt, Staverton & Atworth 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Brownfield sites should be prioritised before green field sites. I understand that the land north of Bythesea Road is not included 
as it will probably be a mixed use site why not? How often does this happen. Infill house numbers are counted. The argument to 
group sites 4 & 5 together to justify a secondary school site hasn’t been made. There will be unacceptable impact on Staverton & 
Hilperton with the suggested house numbers centred on these 2 Parishes. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Staverton is being integrated in this process with Hilperton both consumed by Trowbridge. The 2 Parishes are losing their 
identities with no reference to their historic heritage. An individual house design statement should be addressed for each Parish. 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No I don’t agree. Site 4, floods easily. Environmentally it doesn’t make sense losing fields, wildlife habitat etc. The position of the 
school means extra traffic from within Trowbridge for pupils who will travel to the school. How many pupils will the school hold? 
How many staff will be on site every day 60/ 80? The majority will not cycle or live close by. If the school goes ahead the walk 
ways & cycle paths will only be within the sites. Cars will still be using the B3105. Will there be any safe walking or cycling 
connectivity to the new school from Holt? 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
. Around BOA, Holt & Staverton, traffic is a well known problem and any development or highway action has a ripple effect. The 
area is already choked with traffic over the listed bridges. Ms Clampitt Dix has said that a grant for traffic improvements had been 
applied for. Without the knowledge of the transport plan that is being prepared we have no idea what is being proposed to 
alleviate these issues. If Sites 4 & 5 go ahead the walk ways & cycle paths will only be within the sites. Cars will still be using the 
B3105. Will there be any safe walking or cycling connectivity to the new school from Holt? Commercial & work space is also 
being proposed for site 4, so even more lorries driving across 2 Listed bridges. Upfront infrastructure should be built before any 
house building starts. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The local traffic plan, this plan and the green blue infrastructure policy should be presented as a whole. A long term strategy, an 
integrated vision & local plan until 2036. 
 

 



TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
. Highway infrastructure should be built upfront. Better provision of broadband, doctors surgeries & leisure facilities are needed. 
Transport services, local trains & bus services need to improve connectivity between the towns & villages. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am not against homes being built but the over development of sites 4 & 5 will completely change the area and swallow up 
Staverton into Trowbridge. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P184 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

When We heard that there were thoughts of building 2,600 houses one secondary school ,2 primary schools and two nurseries 
on open farmland from staverton and up to Hilperton We thought it must be a April fools day joke !! 
We now list our reasons for this and at the start let you know We have lived here for 45 years so know the area ! 
The building would be on OPEN FARMLAND out side of the village settlement Boundary! 
The fields in staverton are in a marsh area and have been turned into a lake this year as We have seen for weeks now when 
walking by .! 
The bridge at staverton is not strong enough for any extra traffic at all and this would result in  even more delays for traffic on way 
to Bradford on Avon and Bath . 
At peak times there are lines of traffic backed up from the staverton traffic lights even at times as far as the Wicks roundabout ! 
Many times this is made worse as floods at the bridge cause motorists to turn around to find another route to work ! 
Also this would cause a great deal of extra traffic to go through Hilperton village where the rds are narrow .Elizabeth way has 
been constructed only a few years ago to solve this problem ! 
These are the reasons  we thought  it was a April fool joke and believe you will easily see how foolish this idea is ! 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P185 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Far too much is planned for the existing roads infrastructure and amenities. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



No 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Infrastructure cannot cope with the traffic expectations. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The whole of the developments in 4/5 & 6 are outside of the village settlement boundary set by the council in February 2020.  
This will cause traffic to cut through the hilperton village itself. 
Much of the development is on a flood plain 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Traffic is the key to this and the entire development will cause a massive increase in traffic. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P186 
 

 
Consultee code: Statutory Body 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Wessex Water 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of development is significant and will require major investment in networks and treatment.  We will require clear 
guidance from Wiltshire Council as to timescales and direction of phasing to consider strategies and investment.  Outline 
strategies must be included as part of the masterplanning process so a holistic approach for the efficient phasing of infrastructure 
can be realised.  Easements to be agreed where infrastructure currently crosses the sites. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P187 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Higher 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Re-generation of the town centre is also important and does not seem to have a focus from the list above.  Too much retail 
development away from the town centre has occurred such that the town centre is essentially not an antractive place to visit. 
Transport modes are very important and I would be interested to see how this will be effected in order to reduce reliance on the 
private car.  Bus routes are limited, there is only one railway station servicing the town and cycle way provision is limited at best. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  These proposed sites take up much farm and greenfield land.  It is important to exhaust brownfield and town centre sites 
first!  For example, the former Bowyers site bythe stations is STILL awaiting development. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Services, especially water supply.  With the development of Paxcroft Mead, water supply from the reservoir results in very limited 
water supply at many times of the day.  How will several thousand more homes on the north and north east of town impact this 
supply.  Also, transport network will be very important.  The road through Staverton towards Bradford and Bath is already VERY 
congested.  This will only get worse with these plans to the north of Hilperton. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Exhaust the potential for building on Brownfield sites first.  Rejuvenate the town centre. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Services - water supply and drainage (on the flood plain). 

 
Further comments 
 

It seems very little understanding of the flow of traffic has been made in this plan.  It is already very difficult to travel towards 
Bradford and Bath at peak times of the day, this plan would make it impossible for much of the day. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P188 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Local residents 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Lower 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
There are plenty of new housing estates going up. It’s too much taking away the boundaries of Hilperton village and bringing 
back the traffic that bypass road reduced. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No I don’t agree, it will drive the traffic levels up through staverton and Hilperton Village which already struggle, hense the by 
pass road being built. It would just cause chaos and loose all the green areas. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The amount of traffic on the roads, it’s going to cause more flooding if you build on those areas, and the staverton bridge road 
already struggles as it is. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
I think they need to look at other areas with bigger access roads with not so much flooding in the area. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Please consider what you will be doing do this area by building on the surrounding boundary. The impact on the roads and the 
land will be devastating. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P189 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): home owner 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
i feel that the scale of growth is overtaking the landscape and natural habitats 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



my main concern is the amount of traffic coming through the village, its constantly congested going from hilperton to Staverton 
and I feel this large scale build will bring more traffic and cause high pollution. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
the residebts of hilperton and staverton who live in the area because they want to feel like they are in a village. this will turn the 
village into a town and i feel people from the village will more out of the area, to escape. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
understandably houses are needed but not on this scale and not all need to be in this area along with the schools this is a high 
scale projected which is not needed, we need outside areas and so do the wildlife, what will the council do to support the wildlife 
who live in the area currently? 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
i would think that a doctors surgery would need to be considered if this plan goes ahead. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P190 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Private 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
More brown field less development in green field and farming land 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Hilperton, in particular is being consumed by an Eastward expansion of Trowbridge. Hilperton, Staverton are in serious danger of 
losing identity and provs9ion of local amenities overlooked 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Areas 4/5/6 provide essential recreational and agricultural amenities. The current status should be protected 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Road safety, environmental 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Protect the green spaces, development should proceed on fringes of existing housing development. More consideration to road 
traffic movement that are likely to occur. Paxcroft towards West Ashton is a prime area  for development, housing by housing. 
That is expansion 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Allocation of local community provision (Schools, medical) is inadequate. Current plan will increase road traffic and thereby 
increase pollution. NO statement seen in respect of emergency service provision within the plan 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P191 
 

 
Consultee code: Developer/Agent 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Woolley & Wallis 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? Yes 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable): c/o agent 
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
We agree with the scale of growth for Trowbridge, but consider that there should be no cap to the amount of development.  
Consideration should be given to other areas within Wiltshire and ensure that Trowbridge has capacity to assist in providing 
housing if other areas, more constrained by planning policy are unable to meet their needs. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
We strongly support Site 5 as a focus for housing development.  The site is large enough to  deliver self containment rather than 
an unreliable piecemeal approach to housing delivery. Due to the size, the site also has the capacity to accommodate other 
complementary uses which in turn is likely to lead to a reduced reliance on the private car.  The Sustainability Appraisal of Site 5 
clearly demonstrates the site's suitability for development, with five strengths and three neutral points identified.  The Site scored 
highly compared to Site 4, which has also been identified as a preferred site. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Proximity to day to day services within Trowbridge town centre, along with associated accessibility, scale of site in order to be 
able to accommodate substantial growth. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P192 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Resident of Hilperton Village 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Lower in Hilperton Area 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
No, you keep repeating about protecting the River Biss and local green infrastructure network, as far as i can see if you build all 
the houses you propose to there will not be any green infrastructure left.  The roads in Hilperton and other villages will not be able 
to cope with all the extra traffic.  Elizabeth Way was built to take away traffic from the village but if houses are built on land 
around Hilperton it will create alot more traffic through the village. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No I do not.  We live in Hilperton Village and have seen alot of development over the last 28 years of living here.  The village 
roads will not be able to cope with the traffic. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Nowhere for residents of the village to go for a walk.  Even the Canal will have houses either side.  Alot of the fields flood, if they 
are built on the water will run into the village and cause major problems. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The family who live next door own one of the farms which is on the land that is wanted to be built on.  This is their lively hood and 
I think they may be forced to sell up when they don't want to. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P193 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
ALL TOWNS & VILLAGES HAVE REACHED THEIR CAPACITY FOR HOUSING.  
THEREFORE, A NEW TOWN SHOULD BE BUILT PERHAPS EAST OF DEVIZES OR WEST OF SALISBURY 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
NO  
BEFORE ANY MORE BUILDING TAKES PLACE ACROSS THE COUNTY ALL PLANNING APPLICATIONS BOTH GRANTED 
& IN THE PIPELINE SHOULD BE COMPLETED. 



AND THEN ALL BROWNFIELD SITES BUILT ON NEXT – THE GOVERNMENT RECOMMENDS SMALL POCKETS OF 
DEVELOPMENTS NOT LARGE ESTATES 
TROWBRIDGE NEEDS A NEW ROAD TAKING TRAFFIC TOWARDS BATH & BEYOND. BY YOUR ON WN SUBMISSION 
STAVERTON BRIDGE IS AT MAXIMUM CAPACITY 
 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
NO 
TOO FAR FROM TOWN CENTRE 
HILPERTON IS NOT PART OF TROWBRIDGE 
HILPERTON ROAD NETWORK CANNOT SUPPORT MORE TRAFFIC 
 STAVERTON BRIDGE CANNOT TAKE ANY INCREASE IN TRAFFIC - AS PER YOUR HIGHWAYS DEPARTMENT 
THIS GREEN BELT KEEPS HILPERTON’S IDENTITY AS A LARGE VILLAGE 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
A NEW ROAD ACROSS THE CANAL & RIVER AVON TO BYPASS BOA & LINK TO THE M4 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
A NEW TOWN IS NEEDED PERHAPS EAST OF DEVIZES OR WEST OF SALISBURY 
FAILING THAT NEW BUILD SHOULD BE WHERE NEW ROADS ARE PROPOSED LIKE WEST ASHTON, MELKSHAM & 
CHIPPENHAM  



 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
A NEW TOWN PERHAPS EAST OF DEVIZES OR WEST OF SALISBURY 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
THIS CONSULTATION SHOULD NEVER HAD BEEN UNDERTAKEN IN THE MIDDLE OF A PANDEMIC. MAJORITY OF 
RESIDENTS DO NOT KNOW ABOUT IT DUE TO LACK OF PUBLICITITY BY WILTSHIRE COUNCIL 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P194 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Housing should be restricted to brownfield sites.  Every square metre taken from nature cannot be restored.  The scale of growth 
is beyond what the roads can sustain. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
For the sake of the environment, we need a way to restrict traffic flow through Staverton. Adding more and more traffic through 
what is a green and picturesque part of Trowbridge cannot be a viable green solution. Public transport to Trowbridge is already 
lacking, road are too dangerous for cyclists, and footpaths are too narrow for walking children. There is no doctor's surgery in 



Staverton, no post office, barely any shops.  The original bypass that was planned got abandoned. All building seems to be just 
designed to meet a quota, without any consideration to the character of the villages that get swallowed up. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, the roads cannot sustain it, and these green areas need to be protected. The pathways around the canal are the only green 
areas we enjoy. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Increased traffic, with its noise and pollution. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The quotas for building should be limited by the brownfield sites available. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
No further comments 

 
Further comments 
 

During the last year, when we have been confined so much to our local area, we have been made more acutely aware of the 
value of the green spaces in our locality.  The need for houses must be weighed against the very real need of our green spaces.  
Children not only need parks and playgrounds, but they need footpaths and fields. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P195 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I think the scale of growth should be reconsidered.  The Spatial Strategy makes some mention of the effect of Covid-19, 
principally to do with effects on economic growth.  However it does not seem to take into account how housing demand, remote 
working and commuting pattern changes will impact on where people want to live.  These factors should be considered when 
deciding the number of new homes to be built.  There should definitely be a brownfield target and it should be higher than 370.  
Within the Principal Settlement document for Trowbridge there is barely a mention of the Bowyers site and what capacity it might 
provide should it be redeveloped. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



Two additional priorities should be included around (i) sustainable development - whatever is done should be done in a 
sustainable way from choice of sites and building materials through to energy generation options and (ii) there should be 
adequate provision for play throughout the town.  Currently many of the parks in newer developments around the town 
(particularly in Paxcroft Mead) are derelict, poorly maintained or contain only one or two pieces of play equipment which often 
don't work.  All play provision should be inspected and improved where it needs to be, and any new developments should not be 
allowed to get away with the shoddy, minimum effort provision that previous developers have put in place. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No I do not agree that these are the most appropriate sites on which to build.  Only site 3 is contiguous with the existing 
boundaries of Trowbridge.  Sites 4 and 5 in particular are not in Trowbridge and development of these will certainly not respect 
the individual identities of the villages of Hilperton and Staverton, which is in the draft place shaping priorities.  Addition of 
thousands of homes to Hilperton and Staverton, and the attendant increases in traffic and air pollution, as well as the denigration 
of the countryside around the villages, will most definitely be detrimental to the villages.  This is (sub)urban sprawl.  There will be 
no delineation between Trowbridge and these villages if this land is developed.  This land is home to an incredible array of wildlife 
and biodiversity, which does not seem to have been adequately considered in the planning document or site selection report.  
The criterion in the site selection document related to sustainability and impact on the environment does not seem to have been 
evenly applied across all potential sites. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The density of housing should be reduced.  Better provision of long life, sustainable play opportunities for children and young 
people (compared to those existing in the town and in more recent developments specifically) should be put in place.  Air quality 
should be a major consideration.  If it is true that providing infrastructure to promote cycling, walking and the use of public 
transport as alternatives to driving is a key priority, then putting a 40-50mph road as a 'main street' through the development is 
not going to help meet that priority.  The characters of the village of Hilperton in particular should be respected by creating more 
breaks in the housing and greater amounts of open space to maintain the village aesthetic of bordering on the countryside. 
 



 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Greater use of brownfield sites,, however, if areas like the business park are going to be allowed to be developed into housing it 
should be done in a way that provides high quality housing with provision of local facilities to residents instead of creating 
outposts with no services.  Smaller, more evenly distributed pockets of development around the existing boundaries of 
Trowbridge (not outside the villages surrounding Trowbridge) that integrate better with existing communities would be much 
preferable to the plans that have been published. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Digital infrastructure should also be considered as it will be a major factor in how people use and occupy their homes (both 
existing and planned new build homes). 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I appreciate that difficult choices have to be made and houses have to be built somewhere.  However I don't think massively 
expanding existing villages which are themselves outside the boundaries of Trowbridge and taking away a vast tract of 
countryside in one section of the area is the answer.  Hilperton will no longer even be a village with thousands of new homes, 
multiple primary schools and a secondary school.  I would really like to see better plans for the use of brownfield sites that take 
into account the changing working dynamics of society alongside more sensitive development plans that truly respect the 
characters of the different places around Trowbridge.  I also think that words and phrases like sustainability, equality of access, 
green transport have to be understood and used meaningfully rather than in a token, buzzword bingo sort of way which is how 
the document reads. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P196 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): None 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of growth in the areas designated are far too large and brownfield sites should be at the forefront of any expansion of 
the housing targets. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The priorities that have been listed are indeed laudable, the town centre is quite frankly an awful place to shop or visit at the 
present time. It’s obvious that at the moment the retail areas are in decline, but this was the case well before the pandemic came 
along. The town centre needs a range of smaller shops as well as well known retail shops but they need financial help to 
establish themselves first, so the local rates and rents must be more realistic to start this growth off. A town like Frome has many 



small shops and a few larger retailers and it makes for a pleasant retail experience. The present planning priorities for housing 
development do NOT I’m afraid respect Hilperton and the villages mentioned, indeed they will reduce these areas to just large 
housing estates and ruin the integrity of the local village environment. Therefore these priorities must be altered so that other 
areas take the extra housing. 
, 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I have tried to look at these sites with an open mind and in the full knowledge that new housing land is required to be made 
available for development. Therefore I would concede the possibility that site 4 MIGHT be a logical extension to the new 
Staverton development areas, with the canal acting as a development break just as it is with the marina development. 
 However I cannot agree with the plans for sites 5 and future plans for site 6 as this will absolutely SWAMP  the village of 
Hilperton which will not exist as a village any more, it will, as stated previously, just make the village an extension of greater 
Trowbridge. This village has already absorbed  the huge Paxcroft Mead development and there has already been agreement to 
expand this further. Also we were informed by the parish council that although many many people did not want the bypass road 
the pressure to build further in to the village areas would ease. Even so, more housing is being built on the opposite side to the 
Hilperton gap and also because the very large proposed West Ashton road development areas would now take place, this would 
again take the pressure off the village. These sites are significant agricultural areas and provide productive arable land with the 
inherent employment benefits. As well as the obvious natural village to town land barriers there are the very significant leisure 
and open space benefits, which would be a huge loss. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
I do not agree that they should be built on, however in the unfortunate event that this unwanted expansion is approved, then as 
much open space and separation areas MUST be included in the final instance. 
 

 



TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The Council appears to only consider developing to the north of Trowbridge, it’s always pushing into Hilperton, Staverton and any 
pockets of land in between. Why is the land towards Westbury, Wingfield and Bradford on Avon never identified as development 
land, after all the Walwayne Court development was carried out 40 to 50 years ago, so why not more houses on this side of the 
town? 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
There must be much more building on brownfield sites like the Bowyers site and the land towards and beyond the railway areas. 
Greenfield sites around villages must be protected. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P197 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
i like many, many others in Hilperton Village was appalled to learn of the Councils Plan to inflict no less than 2600 more homes 
on this lovely village. 
We are aware of the plans to build on the Trowbridge side of the Relief Road, Elizabeth Way but had no idea until a few days ago 
of the huge numbers of houses being proposed here. It seems as though you are totally bent on destroying Hilperton as a village 
and converting it to become a small town ! 
My principal objections are :-   
1.Where is the demand for such a huge number of houses in a small village ? 
2. Where are the jobs for the people who will live there - certainly not in Trowbridge so people will have to commute to Bristol, 
Chippenham, Bath etc. this will create huge traffic congestion around Staverton and the one way bridge Some will be encouraged 
to commute through Hilperton - just the problem that the RELIEF road was designed to stop. 
3.Building 3 new schools will also add to traffic congestion at peak times 



4. All the extra traffic will massively increase the pollution in what is now a small village. The schools will also inflict noise 
pollution. 
5. There has been flooding frequently in Hilperton Marsh —it is not so named without good reason When the roads are flooded at 
Staverton the bridge has to be closed, Where will the traffic go then ??? 
6.Why would you put this development in Hilperton whose transport links (both road and rail) are poor compared to villages 
around  say, Chippenham, which has excellent train links to London and Bath/Bristol and easy access on dual carriageway to M4 
Motorway. 
7. if you can prove demand for 2600 more homes, it makes no sense to inflict them all on one village, unless there is a key 
demand for ‘workers’ in one particular area. Developments of this size should be spread around the county e.g. Devizes, 
Salisbury, Marlborough, Chippenham etc should all be taking a share. 
8 The Map you have attached includes a lot of private land in Hilperton Marsh i.e. people’s gardens. 
You have no right to assume this is available. 
9.Many residents are very concerned that this plan is being rushed through when there is no ability  because of Covid, to have an 
appropriate Public Meeting. There is a very strong suspicion that you are trying to take advantage of ‘Lockdown’ to bypass any 
opposition.  
The only fair way to proceed now is to defer this for 6 months and then have a full public meeting with residents able to attend 
and speak in person.  
10. I have only now just learned that Ernie Clark, a Wiltshire Councillor and Chairman of Hilperton Parish Council has been kept 
in the dark about this proposed development and only learned about it a couple of weeks ago This appears to confirm our 
suspicions that there is a conspiracy to rush this through without proper consultation 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P198 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I write with concern about the proposed housing for Staverton and Hilperton. The land that is proposed for 2600 houses is land 
which is marshland which floods every winter. It floods as part of the flood prevention for Melksham and Bradford on Avon. 
Building on this land will only send the water downstream and Bradford on Avon as a result of building on the land adjacent to 
Staverton and Hilperton would as a consequence flood more frequently. And it surely utter madness to build houses on land that 
is prone to flooding, especially as the surrounding roads are all too heavily congested with traffic, and the proposed housing 
would only add to this sending traffic through Staverton and Hilperton. Elizabeth way was built as a bypass for Hilperton but the 
new housing if it went ahead would just send traffic through old Hilperton. And so I would like strongly object to the proposed 
hosing in the two villages. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am objecting to proposed plans to build 2600 houses on land in Hilperton and Staverton.  
The land you are proposing to build on gets flooded regularly a few times a year due to the River Avon backing onto it. Due to the 
flooding, the causeway in Staverton is closed causing traffic issues. The land is currently flooded now.  
The sheer amount of houses you are proposing to build on, is going to create a huge traffic concern. The traffic going through 
Hilperton and Staverton every morning is horrendous as it is and tail backs go to the consortium roundabout and further.  
I live in Millards Close, off if Marsh rd. I have lived here for 12 years and over the yrs i have seen the traffic get progressively 
busier not to mention the noise from the traffic. People already bypass the new rd, Elizabeth way to avoid busy periods of traffic. 
Was this not the whole point that this rd was built??? 
I object to these plans, Hilperton is a village and it should remain as one. You are proposing to build on land not even owned by 
you. The canal and River offer homes to much Wildlife in this area and it will be destroyed. Keep Hilperton a village.  



I do not believe there is a need for this many houses in the village at all and i believe, you are over building. There are derelict 
buildings and land all around Trowbridge, old factory's, old derelict houses that has fallen into complete states because the Town 
council keep refusing redevelopment.  
I live in Hilperton, opposite the proposed site and i do not want all the traffic, pollution, fumes and congestion that this will create 
in a lovely village, on top of that, 3 extra schools in one area will create even more traffic.  
I object to all of these propsed plans. KEEP HILPERTON A VILLAGE! 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Proposed development of 2,600 houses on farmland between Staverton and Hilperton 
We have become aware, although no notification has been received from the Council, that it is proposed to build 2,600 houses 
on land between Staverton and Hilperton.   We wish to object to this proposal as we are extremely concerned about this 
development for a number of reasons which we set out below.  
1. The whole development is on open farmland outside the Village Settlement Boundary (as set by the Council themselves 
as recently as February 2020 in The Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan). 
2. Hilperton is a village and not part of Trowbridge – a long battle has been fought to try to ensure that it does not become 
part of Trowbridge Town but retains its Parish/Village status – hence the fight to maintain “The Gap”. 
3. The Village fought long and hard to have a bypass built to take the traffic away from Hilperton Village which, finally, 
resulted in Elizabeth Way being constructed.  If this development goes ahead then both Marsh Road and Hill Street will once 
again become congested with traffic.  With a potential increase of 2,600 cars (and even more if each house has more than one 
vehicle) from this development using the surrounding roads there is no doubt whatsoever that Marsh Road and Hill Street will 
once again become a cut through.   
4. In addition, traffic will also increase on the road leading from the Kings Arms roundabout to Staverton.  This has already 
increased due to the previous development at the Marina which feeds into this road.  We believe that this road would not support 
the additional amount of traffic caused by such a large development of houses. 



5. There are three bridges in this short stretch of road, which is also quite narrow in places.  The bridge by the Kings Arms is 
in a state of disrepair and narrow.  The bridge at Staverton (by the Cereal Partners factory) was changed to a one-way traffic light 
system and already at peak times the traffic queues from that bridge stretch back to the Kings Arms roundabout.   As the Kings 
Arms Roundabout will be a possible entrance/exit from the proposed development the added traffic will cause major problems, 
especially if public transport also uses this route. 
6. The inclusion in the proposal for a Secondary School, two Primary Schools and two Nurseries also have the potential of 
increasing the amount of traffic onto already busy roads adding to congestion and an increased in parked cars at certain times of 
the day with children being dropped off and picked up by parents. 
7. Obviously there is also concern about the number of site vehicles which would need to use these roads during the 
construction of the houses, schools, nurseries, roads, etc.  This would also undermine the existing roads and cause noise and 
other types of pollution to the existing residents of Hilperton and Staverton.  It should not be underestimated how this would 
impact over what will obviously be a considerable period of time. 
8. Another major concern is the flooding issue, which already causes problems in the fields, roads, rivers and existing 
gardens.  We have split these concerns into various sections covered by the points 9 to 16 below. 
9. Staverton and Hilperton Marsh are on a flood plain – the name “Hilperton Marsh” being given to the area for a good 
reason.  In adverse weather (which seems to happen more often these days), the gardens around the whole of the area 
(including ours’ and those of our neighbours in Queens Gardens) become waterlogged very quickly.  I know that the residents’ 
gardens in Princess Gardens suffer from the same problem.  This is caused by the height of the water table and it only takes a 
few days of heavy rain (a common occurrence) for the gardens to become flooded.  The current system for the run off of rain 
water is totally inadequate for the number of homes already in existence which have already increased quite considerably over 
the last 30 or so years. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
10. As you will be awathe river at Staverton already floods on a regular basis.   The Holt road has had to be closed off several 
times already this winter and also the causeway was flooded so the road had to be shut completely. 
11. The number of people using this area for regular walks, dog walking, and general enjoyment of these fields, footpaths and 
open areas has increased quite considerably during the current pandemic, as more people have become aware how important it 
is to enjoy this type of activity for their mental health and wellbeing.  It is likely that this will continue once the pandemic is over 
because of this new found understanding. 



12. During these walks over the Winter period, these fields have become bogs on numerous occasions and some footpaths 
became impassable because of standing water because the water could not drain away quickly enough. 
13. Ditches next to all the hedgerows help to alleviate flooding in the fields off Marsh Road.  However, these ditches have 
been full to capacity in the last few weeks, which has become a regular occurrence each time we get bad weather.  In particular, 
one field by the canal is still badly flooded and at one stage flood water actually went across the road near The Vicarage Nursing 
Home.   
14. There are several water culverts that flow under the canal and all this water subsequently flows into the river.  There is 
also a culvert which drains the excess water from the canal between the farm bridge and Whaddon Lane bridge.   This water also 
drains into the river. 
15. We say again, this area is a flood plain and if this proposal goes ahead for houses to be built on the land between 
Staverton and Hilperton Marsh it will have a catastrophic effect on this, resulting in the rain water from these houses flowing into 
the river at a point where flooding occurs on a regular basis.  This will inevitably result in the main road being closed on 
numerous occasions which will have an enormous impact on the surrounding roads. 
16. In essence, this development will raise the water table and would also impact on the houses that are already in existence 
in the village. 
17. In addition to the above points, another important issue is that these fields have been used for valuable crops and grazing 
land for many years.  This country needs to preserve these, and other, fields if we are to become a more self-sufficient nation – 
we believe that we should not be building on green belt land but utilising available brown belt land for this type of development to 
preserve the green spaces we have left.  The loss of these fields, and potential destruction of hedgerows, also means the loss of 
habitat for the many animals, birds and insects that use them e.g. badgers, foxes, deer, hares, bees, insects to mention a few. 
We understand that there is also a proposal for another large number of solar panels to be constructed between the existing solar 
panels and land stretching to Whaddon Lane which means even more farmland becoming unusable. 
We sincerely hope that serious consideration is given to the points we have raised in this email as, we believe very strongly, that 
the roads and infrastructure do not support a potential housing development consisting of 2,600 houses, a Secondary School, 2 
Primary Schools and 2 Nurseries.   
We believe that the majority of people who live in Staverton and Hilperton Villages share these views and, therefore, hope that 
serious consideration is given to our objections. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I was very surprised to learn of the crazy proposal to build on protected green belt land at Hill street / Whaddon Lane Hilperton. I 
object to this proposal for all of the following reasons. 
This is green belt land. Green belt is to stop urbanisation and to protect the countryside, environment and wildlife.   
This area is beautiful countryside along the Kennett and Avon canal and should be protected from greedy developers and others 
looking to ruin it. 
Traffic through Hilperton village is at an acceptable level now thanks to the Elizabeth way bypass. The proposed development 
would completely undo this and add huge amounts of cars and noise and air pollution from car emissions. This would have a 
detrimental impact on local residents health and wellbeing as well as making the area more dangerous. 
The suggestion to also use Whaddon Lane for access to the new development is also ridiculous.  Whaddon Lane is a quiet at 
best single lane road. Any development would increase the risk of serious accidents on this small single track road. The lane 
cannot be widened obviously due to existing dwellings. 



Hill street is also prone to serious flooding and any further urbanisation would increase this problem, potentially damaging 
property of residents along the road. 
Hilperton and Staverton are separate villages that don't want to become part of a joined up urban sprawl. Historic villages should 
be protected so they can be enjoyed by future generations. 
Finally, I would suggest attention is focused instead on developing Brown field land like the old Bowyers factory site in 
Trowbridge before destroying our beautiful countryside. 
I hope these concerns help to prevent this development from ever proceeding. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am a resident of Hill Street on the corner of Whaddon Lane,  after living here for 13 years I was very surprised to learn of the 
suggested proposal to build on protected green belt land at Hill street / Whaddon Lane Hilperton. I object to this proposal for all of 
the following reasons. 
This is green belt land. Green belt is to stop urbanisation and to protect the countryside, environment and wildlife.  When I 
purchased the property it was classified as a conservation area, so why can this proposal even be considered.  
This area is beautiful countryside along the Kennett and Avon canal and should be protected from developers and others looking 
to ruin it.  Whaddon Lane is the home of protected wildlife species including bats and toads which are protected by law under the 
natural environment and rural communities act due to recent decline and should be considered during any development.  
Traffic through Hilperton village is at an acceptable level now thanks to the Elizabeth way bypass. The proposed development 
would completely undo this and add huge amounts of cars and noise and air pollution from car emissions. This would have a 
detrimental impact on local residents health and wellbeing as well as making the area more dangerous especially with the 
increase in roadside parking with the removal of double yellow lines.  



The suggestion to also use Whaddon Lane for access to the new development is also ridiculous.  Whaddon Lane is a quiet at 
best single lane road with access to the childs play area and nursery. Any development would increase the risk of serious 
accidents on this small single track road.  The lane cannot be widened obviously due to existing dwellings. 
Hill street is also prone to serious flooding and any further urbanisation would increase this problem, potentially damaging 
property of residents along the road. Damage often happens to 250 Hill Street with the size of vehicles turning into Whaddon 
lane.  
Hilperton and Staverton are separate villages that don't want to become part of a joined up urban sprawl. Historic villages should 
be protected so they can be enjoyed by future generations. 
Finally, I would suggest attention is focused instead on developing Brown field land like the old Bowyers factory site in 
Trowbridge before destroying our beautiful countryside. 
I hope these concerns help to prevent this development from ever proceeding. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I’m really sad and disturbed to read about your proposed housing development on farmland near The Kings Arms roundabout I’m 
really aware that the traffic will be colossal with so many more families with vehicles.....not to mention all the disruption during the 
considerable time taken to redesign the area and construct such a vast number of houses. 
I used to live in Compton Close and my good friends still do (both of whom have chronic health problems), and find noise from 
neighbours difficult enough to live with...let alone unimaginable noise from large machinery.  
Please take these points into consideration when the time comes to make informed decisions. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I've just learned of your proposal and cannot comprehend the rationale behind this other than the perpetual greed of financial 
gain to yourselves. 
The Hilperton Gap; this was challenged vehemently but given no regard as again the remuneration outweighed the taxpaying 
majority of the neighbourhood, people who made choices and invested financially to live in the, as it were unspoilt areas.  
If this illogical idea goes ahead, the villages will lose their identities and uniqueness. Properties which are currently homes will 
lose their comfort and aesthetic appeal, not to mention market value.  
The traffic  from Hilperton to Staverton (already a bottle-neck) would dramatically increase, atmospheric and noise pollution 
would also increase. 
New homes are not the only means of revenue available to you. Invest in the current schools, build on the existing grounds, most 
are situated on substantial grounds and wouldn't compromise the external space for pupils free time and exercise. For once, 
consider your options right on the doorstep; there are numerous derelict/abandoned properties in/around the town, crying out for 
redevelopment. With investment these would yield additional living accommodation and greatly improve the image of the town. 
With the impetus on health, exercise and wellbeing, re-cycling, reducing our carbon footprint and preserving nature and natural 
habitats, it would be refreshing and pioneering to see you practice what you preach. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

I am writing with reference to the planning proposals in Hilperton that I have been made aware of via my neighbours and leaflets 
through my door that have come from the local community ( Not from yourselves,  which is pretty disgusting!).  



I object to these proposals that are outlined behind my house ( Marsh Rd ) the reason I object is because I’m extremely 
disappointed and saddened to think we need more housing built on beautiful farm land where I can see with my own eyes that 
wildlife is thriving, I often see deer, foxes, badgers and bats from my house in the fields behind me, for this to be destroyed is 
absolutely outrageous and pure greed from yourselves, the developers and the landowners, soon the next generation in this 
village will have no green space to walk around, they with be surrounded by Lego land style housing estates - how very sad. 
I would also like to point out a very serious matter of flooding! My garden is often under water at times of torrential rain and when 
the ditches ( that are within our boundary and we have to maintain ) can not take anymore water, building housing on the Marsh 
land would be very foolish. 
I would also like to point out that we had a relief road built to avoid traffic coming through the village, however the traffic that 
builds up past the house at peak hours is a joke, they are all heading in the same direction toward the Nestles factory, the hump 
back bridge from Hilperton and Staverton can surely not take anymore traffic.  
Hilperton is a village, with a small school and a close community, by building more housing it will surely start to lose its village 
appeal and might as well become joined with the town, this is a very sad prospect indeed. 
I hope my email finds you well and my points are considered. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of growth is too high and the brownfield target is acceptable. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Resilience of the town centre cannot be achieved through the proposals. New housing development must be in locations closer 
to the town centre to allow the options for cycling and walking to the town centre or allocations should be transferred to other 
towns or New Settlements. Housing development should be allowed in the Leap Gate/West Ashton Road triangle and only non-
housing to the south of Leap Gate and to the east of West Ashton Road, including employment and education. The individual 
identity of North Bradley has already been destroyed by the allocation of H2.2 without an adequate landscape gap and the 

Does this representation refer to attachment(s):
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Trowb_P206



integrity of Hilperton is being destroyed through the proposal to surround it by development - the doughnutting of Hilperton. If 
development cannot be delivered AT Trowbridge then it should be allocated to neighbouring Large Villages as part of the 
development of those villages. This should include Southwick, North Bradley and Hilperton equally and fairly in a balanced 
approach. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No - see full response document.  The main points of objection are as follows: 1) Hilperton is a Large Village and hence the 
proposals represent a breach of Core Policies 1/2 and 29 of the Core Strategy; 2) the proposed location for growth is 
inappropriate because it does not share a contiguous boundary with the town; 3) allocating more land at Trowbridge before sites 
like Ashton Park have even commenced will further perpetuate the housing land supply issue; 4) lack of investment in 
infrastructure. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
They are not and cannot be part of Trowbridge and therefore they should be re-planned as extensions to the villages of Staverton 
and Hilperton. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
See full response document.  The alternative options offered include: reviewing the boundaries of the Western Wiltshire Green 
Belt; dispersing the proposed growth to Southwick/North Bradley; developing the sites adjacent to Green Land Wood; and 
developing new settlements elsewhere in Wiltshire - e.g. Hullavington and The Lyde, Devizes. 
 

 



TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Re proposed building of 2600 houses, schools etc in Staverton.  
My concerns are as follows.  
The roads through Staverton and Hilperton are not built to cope with the extra volume of traffic that 2600 houses, schools etc 
would bring, nor is Staverton Bridge. 
These roads are far too narrow for such a scheme.  
Severe congestion is already a problem, this would be magnified, if proposed plans go ahead. 
  
Marsh Rd is currently like a race track...cars not observing speed limit. We need less, not more vehicles using it.  
Lastly, but no less important….building in these fields would destroy an ecosystem. Many kinds of plants grow among the 
grasses. Insects, birds, mice, deer, hares, meadow voles, and other animals would lose their homes.  
This is a rural area we need to keep it as such. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Brownfield land should be prioritised to protect greenfield land.  
Continued protection of the West Wiltshire Green Belt in its current form is absolutely paramount, particularly to the community in 
Wingfield, a Green Belt village, and Westwood, set within the Green Belt. The preservation of this protected green buffer between 
Trowbridge and these villages in the draft proposals is welcomed and the Strategic Planning Team are to be applauded for 
having dismissed any sites put forward within the Green Belt. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



Priority 5 is particularly welcome. The preservation of the Green Belt in its current form is also incredibly important to the villages 
set within the Green Belt to the west of Trowbridge. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Allocating sites to allow for the preservation and protection of the West Wiltshire Green Belt in its current form is welcomed. This 
is incredibly important to village communities in the Green Belt to the west of Trowbridge.  
Brownfield sites must be prioritised ahead of any development on greenfield sites.  
Consideration must be given to the impact of large scale growth on the wider highway network. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Impact on the wider highway network, particularly the potential impact on Bradford-on-Avon and surrounding communities of 
increased through traffic. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The protection of the Green Belt in its current form is of paramount importance. The council should consider what steps can be 
taken to unlock the regeneration of brownfield sites within the town. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 



 
Further comments 
 

 
The approach taken in respect of the Green Belt is welcomed. It is essential that this important protection remains in its current 
form. There are many options for growth in the wider HMA without necessitating consideration of Green Belt land, and that the 
Council has recognised this is very welcome. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I wish to object to the proposed plans for a development on the far side of Hilperton.. 
Hilperton is a large village settlement This site proposed will cause more traffic over Staverton bridge.already at capacity, which 
also has days when its closed because of flooding of causeway. 
Elizabeth way was built to take traffic away from narrow streets in Hilperton this plan will send it back through again . 
There are brownfield sites in Trowbridge that could be built on .whats happened to Ashton park why is this not going ahead that 
had better road connection and school etc ?  
I would also like to point out this whole consultation has not been available to all if you were not able to access internet you just 
didn’t know it was happening . 
please note I object to this plan  . 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P210 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Too many! The argument for an additional 800 houses over the present strategy target is not fully justified. Brownfield 
development must be limited as far as possible, and land regeneration must take priority. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
Only if absolutely necessary! 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Impact on the environment, and having the right local infrastructure to be able to support such development. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Regeneration of land eg former industrial sites for residential rather than commercial use. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Impact on fringe settlements, including impact of supporting infrastructure, especially preventing any adverse affect on small 
villages with conservation areas. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Why have some settlements been transferred from the Melksham Area (and under Chippenham HMA) to the Trowbridge HMA?  
What is the justification? 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P211 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
- Development of this scale is not required. Trowbridge has taken a huge proportion of Wiltshire's development in recent years 
despite never having the size or opportunities to justify or support the growth, particularly relative to Chippenham or Salisbury. 
Trowbridge will have doubled in size between 2000-2026. but there has been no commensurate increase in infrastructure or 
employment opportunities. 
- The Review acknowledges that this development is above what is already demanded. The rationale for this extra, additional 
growth is to enable a potential secondary school to the north east of Trowbridge. This problem is itself a direct result of poor 
planning, We have a new school at West Ashton but planners allocated too small a site so it is only able to serve that community. 
There are other solutions to the schools issue without requiring 2,600 new homes in a totally inappropriate setting. For instance, 
by relocating one of the existing schools, 
- Similarly, development is not needed near landscape features like the Kennet and Avon canal to justify improving green 
infrastructure. The impact of 2,600 houses will far outweigh any potential benefit. 



- Huge swathes of land are already allocated to housing but house building has not kept pace. These proposals would 
exacerbate this problem. 
- Brownfield sites in the area continue to be undeveloped. The huge Bowyers site remains an eyesore after years despite having 
fantastic accessibility in the centre of town and next to the station. This should be the focus of development but again, Planning 
has failed to effectively deliver needed change. Greenfield sites should only be proposed - let alone developed - when all 
Brownfield sites have been exhausted. 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
- Any development in the vicinity of Trowbridge should be away from the surrounding villages, to prevent their coalescence with 
Trowbridge and to protect their individual characters and identities. This is the current policy in the Core Strategy. Does this 
Review seek to change that policy? 
- Why does the Review introduce the caveat "wherever possible" into the policy to protect the identities of surrounding villages? 
Even with this caveat, doesn't "wherever possible" mean looking at other Options first? Doesn't the lack of impact on surrounding 
villages make Option 6 far more suitable than Options 4 or 5? Why isn't this benefit captured in the Review? 
- In the Core Strategy, Hilperton is listed as a large village. Dos this review seek to change that status? How else can 
development take place that envelopes the village within a new suburban area? 
  
  
- Why does the Review seek to justify coalescence with Hilperton and Staverton because there has already been encroachment? 
Is that not a recognition of the poor planning that residents have time and again opposed? 
- The plan includes much talk of the needs of future notional people but largely ignores the needs of current residents and the 
impact on village life. Won't the sudden doubling of the population undermine the existing sense of community? Where are the 
social impacts of this development on Hilperton village residents captured in the Review? Why was that not a consideration 
before selecting preferred sites and going to the Consultation phase? 
 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. As well as being away from surrounding villages, there are many other reasons why Option 6 far more suitable than Options 
4 or 5: 
- Flooding and drainage. The Review proposes development on land known as Marsh Farm, in an area known as Hilperton 
Marsh, along Marsh Road. This should give clues that the area is low lying, with drainage issues. Existing standing water issues 
on the land and regular drainage and flooding issues in Hilperton village are recognised in the Review. The Review says that this 
can be mitigated but is very short on detail. Current mitigation for water levels to enable agriculture is via a complex system of 
well-maintained ditches. These will presumably be significantly affected by development, making the situation worse, before the 
negative impact of 2,600 new houses is even considered. Considering the low lying position, the restraints of the current drainage 
system, the proximity of the canal and the floodplain to the north, is the flood risk already too high and mitigation unrealistic? By 
comparison, Option 6 has no known issues with drainage or flooding and this should be reflected more clearly in the Review. 
- Road infrastructure. It is frankly unbelievable that the Review assesses the impact of the proposals on road infrastructure as 
being insignificant. The Review does not place enough emphasis on road infrastructure as it envisions a future where everyone 
walks, cycles or uses public transport. Whilst this is commendable, it  does not reflect current day to day reality or explain how 
such a change in behaviour will be achieved. 
Option 4 and 5 would inevitably cause unmanageable pressure on the single road through Hilperton village which was bypassed 
recently as it could not support historic traffic levels. It would also greatly exacerbate the bottleneck at Staverton where singe-way 
traffic lights cause delays and where the road is regularly closed due to flooding. By comparison, Option 6 is between the A361 
and A350, which the Review recognises as the main arterial roads for Trowbridge. There are existing roundabouts ready to link a 
new development to that network. This would also mean that the impact on villages of site traffic during construction not need to 
be mitigated. 
- Landscape. Why isn't the canal and the surrounding area properly recognised and protected as "a tranquil area, prized for 
recreational and amenity value", as per Para 180b of the NPPF? Options 4 and 5 will dramatically impact on the canal which is 
an important corridor for recreation, wildlife and tourism that doesn't require further development. By contrast Option 6 has no 
visual impact yet is close enough for new residents to still benefit from the leisure opportunities available along the canal. It is 
unclear how this Review has "allocate[d] sites with least amenity value" required in Para 171 of the NPPF. 
- Heritage. Heritage should not just mean listed buildings. THE NPPF Para 127c states that development should be "sympathetic 
to local character and history". 



Option 6 is more in keeping with the style and landscape situation of recent development to the East of Trowbridge, such as 
Paxcroft Mead. There would be no impact on the character of surrounding villages, a key aim of the WCS and minimal mitigation 
would be required. By comparison, it would be very difficult to knit Option 4 or 5 into the existing landscape and it would have a 
profund effect on current residents. It would create an uncomfortable mishmash of a historic village surrounded by modern 
homes of a totally different style. The Review puts no emphasis on this and it should. 
- Wildlife - the Review seems particularly weak in this area. There is no distinction between the complex mix of copses, 
hedgerows, ditches and ponds contained in Options 4 and 5 compared to the unimaginably less diverse poultry farms that would 
be lost if Option 6 was taken. 
There is a great deal of emphasis on bats in the Review but no information at all about how Options 4 and 5 could impact on 
them by disrupting flight corridors to the north of Trowbridge, which have become increasingly relevant due to development on 
Hilperton Gap. There is no thought given on the impact on ancient copses which may serve as roosts as well as supporting flight 
lanes. 
There was no mention of the impact on Water Voles through changes to the canal and ponds and increased pollution. Already 
one Pond appears to have been significantly altered as part of track works that seem to prepare for this development. 
The impact on birds, including migratory birds, such as the county bird, the lapwing, which are regular visitors to the low-lying 
fields affected by Options 4 and 5, is not mentioned in the Review. 
In short, the Review fails to "identify, map and safeguard components of local wildlife-rich habitats and wider ecological networks" 
as required in Para 174 of the NPPF. Similarly, it fails to meet Para 175c, which states that "development resulting in the loss or 
deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such as ancient woodland or veteran trees) should be refused". 
The Review also fails to acknowledge the opportunities in Option 6 to open up green corridors north to the canal and south 
towards Green Lane woods and Biss meadows. 
- Existing settlement boundaries were recently reviewed and agreed by Wiltshire County Council. Options 4 and 5 means 
fundamental changes to these boundaries, whilst Option 6 has no impact as the new development would be within the long-
standing boundary of Trowbridge which runs south of the A361 and and within the A350 to the East. This is also in line with 
Elisabeth Way forming the northern constituency boundary for Trowbridge. It makes sense to keep within these very clear 
settlement boundaries. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 



- The needs of local residents are largely absent from the Review. It places a lot of emphasis on the needs of future, notional 
residents and very little thought on the impact on current residents and the villages they live in, and very little detail on any 
potential mitigation. How will we cross the road to walk to school with potentially thousands more cars going through the village? I 
suffer from ME - how will the noise of the new development be mitigated so that it doesn't adversely affect my health, as per Para 
180a  NPPF? How will our loss of landscape views be mitigated? 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Is development on this scale necessary or sustainable in Trowbridge? Can Brownfield sites be better used? Has development 
already used up the available land making further development impossible? Is it reasonable to push back against central 
Government quotas that are not realistic or achievable? 
Too few Options seem to have been considered. Development to the East of Trowbridge, at Option 6,  has much less impact and 
is much more suitable and is more in keeping with the style and position of recent development in Trowbridge, to the East 
between the A350 and A361. 
 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Options 4 and 5 will require significant infrastructure and mitigation, whilst Option 6 does not. Not only will significant drainage, 
flooding, road and wildlife issues need to be overcome but the location of these plans within existing villages will require 
significant mitigation for the current residents. 
Hiperton village has resources that have organically evolved over many years - the village Hall, the playing fields and playground, 
the allotments, the churches and other community groups. How are these expected to suddenly service twice the population? 
Conversely, the opportunities for recreation offered by the rugby club and playing fields next to Option 6 have been overlooked. 
The impact of Option 4 and 5 on Bats and other wildlife will have to be investigated much more thoroughly. 
 
 



 
Further comments 
 

 
There are considerable issues with the Methodology of this Review: 
- Is the term Review appropriate? The planned changes are huge, with a massive impact on whole villages, affecting many 
members of the public. 
- COVID restrictions have meant that there has been very limited communication about the Review. In particular, Local 
Councillors have not been able to leaflet residents to inform them about the proposals and no meetings to discuss the proposals 
have been possible. 
- COVID restrictions also means that there has been very limited scrutiny. I have been unable to see proper plans in person or 
speak to planning officials. I have many unanswered questions. The number to call in the local paper goes to the Council 
switchboard. After choosing 'Planning' I eventually got a direct number for Spatial planning but it rings and rings with no answer. 
That sums up how this Review and 'Consultation' feels to me. 
- Proposals and detailed plans have been drawn up without any public consultation. The impact of different Options seems to 
have been reviewed in such a way as to support the plans promoted by developers, even though there are obvious issues 
concerning drainage, flooding, roads and the impact on villages and wildlife. 
- The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) does not appear to have been adhered to. For instance, it states that "design 
policies should be developed with local communities, so they reflect local aspirations, and are grounded in an understanding and 
evaluation of each area's defining characteristics. Neighbourhood plans can play an important role in identifying the special 
qualities of each area and explaining how this should be reflected in development." The Hilperton Neighbourhood plan has only 
recently been adopted but these plans absolutely ignore it. Why isn't the evidence from the Hilperton neighbourhood plan 
reflected in the document? 
- The Review contradicts other, recent local planning decisions too. The recently-opened Hilperton relief road was built because 
the single road through the village had struggled with the traffic for years. Yet the proposed development of 2,600 homes has one 
of the three main entrances right in the middle of the bypassed village road! The entrance proposed at the end of the village road, 
on the roundabout leading to Staverton, is already backed up every morning due to the single-way traffic lights across the river 
Avon. This, and the fact that the road floods very regularly is a recognised and accepted, severe limitation to further development 
north of Trowbridge. Why are these factors not properly reflected in this Review? 
- Development was recently rejected on land north of Hilperton Gap to maintain a buffer and protect the village's distinct 
character. Why was that decision made if planners intend to extend the Trowbridge urban area to include Hilperton village? Why 
isn't the Gap mentioned more in the context of these plans? Will it still be protected, and under what rationale? 



- The Review has ignored the substantial body of evidence from the previous consultation for the Wiltshire Core Strategy, 
particularly the strong rejection by the public of development on almost identical parcels of land. That evidence remains extant 
and should continue to inform this process. 
- The method is unclear. After looking at Sustainability, Option 6 is preferred on all counts. For much less clear spatial reasons, 
Option 6 suddenly becomes less favourable and down-voted. Isn't there a presumption in favour of Sustainable development that 
over-rides spatial factors? 
- There seem to have been too few Options considered. Alternative, more imaginative options have been ignored. For instance, 
land next to the Rugby Ground site was rejected for housing but would offer excellent opportunities for a school site with excellent 
sporting facilities next door, complementing the development of option 6. 
- It is unclear if even basic wildlife surveys have been carried out. Option 5 has at least one an area of ancient copse that is a 
likely route and roost for protected bat species, which are seen often. The impact on amphibians in local Ponds, lost hedgerows 
and ditches and the impact on the canal and river wildlife, such as water voles, does not appear to have even been considered. 
- The Timeline is unclear. Is the proposed development planned for the period 2026-2036 or could it begin as soon as the ink is 
dry on the Review? Is it sequential to development at Ashton Gate or is there no inter-dependence? 
- Requiring respondents to shoe-horn their response into an unweildy online form is not helpful and will have put off many 
individuals. It is unclear if those without internet access will have had the opportunity to respond. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P212 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am a local resident writing to object to the planning application for 2600 houses and 2 schools on open farmland from Hilperton 
to Staverton for the following reasons: 
1. The development is outside the village settlement boundary as set by Wiltshire Council in Feb 2020 in the Wiltshire 
Housing Site Allocation Plan. It suggests that plans are worthless if the council allows this application. 
2. There are already issues with flooding and this is likely to exacerbate those issues. It certainly won’t do anything to 
improve them. The impact of flooding causes lots of disruption already. Add 2600 houses and 2 schools and the effect will be 
immense congestion.  
3. The bridge at Staverton and on the Kings Arm’s roundabout are busy during non covid times. The additional housing 
would increase this and the schools would add yet more traffic pressure. 
4. The building of Elizabeth Way was intended to relieve traffic through Hilperton village. This plan would completely undo 
that benefit by increasing traffic through the village. 



5. The land is open farmland and therefore an important amenity for walkers. We countryside to allow outdoor exercise for 
physical and mental week being. 
This is an ill conceived plan without consideration of the considerable impacts. 
If there is really a need for more housing then there is land beyond the development at Paxcroft Mead, further down from the new 
Coop shop. It would be a sensible site for the secondary school and access is along the new Elizabeth Way which is designed for 
modern traffic flows. The access is also available to the A350 from there. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P213 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am a local resident writing to object to the planning application for 2600 houses and 2 schools on open farmland from Hilperton 
to Staverton for the following reasons: 
1. The development is outside the village settlement boundary as set by Wiltshire Council in Feb 2020 in the Wiltshire 
Housing Site Allocation Plan. It suggests that plans are worthless if the council allows this application. 
2. There are already issues with flooding and this is likely to exacerbate those issues. It certainly won’t do anything to 
improve them. The impact of flooding causes lots of disruption already. Add 2600 houses and 2 schools and the effect will be 
immense congestion.  
3. The bridge at Staverton and on the Kings Arm’s roundabout are busy during non covid times. The additional housing 
would increase this and the schools would add yet more traffic pressure. 
4. The building of Elizabeth Way was intended to relieve traffic through Hilperton village. This plan would completely undo 
that benefit by increasing traffic through the village. 



5. The land is open farmland and therefore an important amenity for walkers. We countryside to allow outdoor exercise for 
physical and mental week being. 
This is an ill conceived plan without consideration of the considerable impacts. 
If there is really a need for more housing then there is land beyond the development at Paxcroft Mead, further down from the new 
Coop shop. It would be a sensible site for the secondary school and access is along the new Elizabeth Way which is designed for 
modern traffic flows. The access is also available to the A350 from there. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P214 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



The development is outside the village settlement boundary as set by Wiltshire Council in Feb 2020 in the Wiltshire Housing Site 
Allocation Plan. It suggests that plans are worthless if the council allows this application. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
2. There are already issues with flooding and this is likely to exacerbate those issues. It certainly won’t do anything to 
improve them. The impact of flooding causes lots of disruption already. Add 2600 houses and 2 schools and the effect will be 
immense congestion. The bridge at Staverton and on the Kings Arm’s roundabout are busy during non covid times. The 
additional housing would increase this and the schools would add yet more traffic pressure. The building of Elizabeth Way was 
intended to relieve traffic through Hilperton village. This plan would completely undo that benefit by increasing traffic through the 
village. The land is open farmland and therefore an important amenity for walkers. We countryside to allow outdoor exercise for 
physical and mental week being. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

This is an ill conceived plan without consideration of the considerable impacts. 
If there is really a need for more housing then there is land beyond the development at Paxcroft Mead, further down from the new 
Coop shop. It would be a sensible site for the secondary school and access is along the new Elizabeth Way which is designed for 
modern traffic flows. The access is also available to the A350 from there. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P215 
 

 
Consultee code: Developer/Agent 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): SF Planning Link 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? Yes 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable): SF Planning Link 
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
We agree with the Council's approach to allocate sufficient land to fund the necessary infrastructure required. The Plan end date 
of 2036 should not be seen as a cut off point for forward planning. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
We agree with these priorities 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
The chosen major sites will facilitate the ability to create a Garden Village type of development , requiring  a sustainable Master 
Plan and co-ordinated development. However, we submit that smaller sites , separate from the main allocation, will enable choice 
for developers and provision of self build plots. This  will enable provision of a range and choice of individual housing types, 
tenure and design, and flexibility in delivery. A major allocation is likely to be controlled and managed by a single developer , or a 
consortium of developers, who, assuming good planning practice is followed, will release houses on a phased basis as the major 
infrastructure is provided. 
Experience has also shown that limiting site allocation to major sites is subject to delivery issues , which can lead to a lack of 
housing land supply. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Open spaces; biodiversity; Health and well being; links to existing amenities; upgrade existing cycle lane provision ones and 
create new safe routes; all properties to be designed to accommodate recycle bins and electric car recharging points. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
No comment 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
No comment other than " The devil is in the detail"! 



 

 
Further comments 
 

 
These comments are primarily in relation to land to the rear(south) of 116 and 118 Trowbridge Road , Hilperton, SHELLA refs. 
646 and 647a. 
These sites were assessed at stages 2A and 2B and then taken forward to "Stage 3 and subsequent  assessment" 
(new site reference " site 2").   
     
Both sites, and the properties 118 and 116 Trowbridge Road,  are within the same ownership . The land  totals  1.5 ha (3.67 
acres). The land is currently accessed from Stonelea . It is laid to pasture and occasionally let for grazing ponies, It is of no use 
as agricultural land  and does not form part of an agricultural land holding. 
When Paxcroft Mead was being planned planning officers considered inclusion of this land within the Master Plan. However , at 
that time the landowner was not a willing participant in this process. The ownership of the land has now changed and the current 
owners  wish to promote the land for development. 
A Transport assessment has been carried out which confirms access could be provided to the west of no. 118 , using the existing 
entrance to this property. A 5.5 m carriageway can be accommodated within the land ownership.      
The  Council's reasons for removing the Site no.2 at Stage 3 refer to ;- 
a) limited opportunity to provide an access,and  
b) the site acting as an extension of foraging and commuting for bats. 
We challenge these reasons as follows:- 
a) A Transport Assessment has been carried out. this confirms a suitable access can be provided to access the whole site area 
of 1.5 ha. A copy of this can be supplied upon request. 
b) We are sympathetic to the needs of the bats but do not consider their needs to be an overriding reason to discount the 
potential of this land for development. Many developments have been planned, and carried out ,to take account of feeding and 
fight paths of bats, eg, Showell Farm employment site allocation at Chippenham. The forthcoming requirement to mitigate the 
impact of all development with  Biodiversity Net Gain  will require appropriate mitigation and design approval of any development 
scheme. The landowners support the need for these approvals ,understand their impact on land value and support the view that 
we all have a corporate responsibility to look at the bigger picture. 



The current Neighbourhood Plan for Hilperton ( adopted Nov 2019) does not allocate the site for development, but neither is it 
afforded a protected designation. The Neighbourhood Plan makes reference to  land for  Self Build housing  being considered 
favourably. The landowners have empathy for ,and support, this strategy. 
The Council are obliged , and committed,  to the preparation of a Self Build Register, in line with the Government's support for 
this type of housing provision. This register is not easily viewed via the Council's web site ;those looking for plots are encouraged 
to register their interest but not enabled , in the first instance, to see plot availability. 
As part of this consultation we wish to bring this lack of transparency to the Council's attention and would appreciate a review of 
the registration and sharing of data on self build and custom build supply and demand, so the public can access this easily.The 
Local Plan should provide a policy specifically for enabling the provision of Self Build and Custom Build plots. 
In conclusion, we consider this site can be made readily available for more unusual residential development  than that provided 
by the standard housing  developer. The impact of COVID 19 has made many people re-evaluate what they need / would like 
from their home. Local authorities should be pro active to take this into consideration in their forward planning process , enabling 
choice to facilitate living environments which benefit both physical needs/ requirements and mental health well - being. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P216 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
We are writing to object to the proposed building  of 2600 houses on land at Staverton and Hilperton. 
We feel that:- 
1. It will incur more traffic congestion through the villages. 
2. Disturb the natural environment and habitat of many birds and animals in the area. 
3. Exclude peoples enjoyment of  the countryside. 
4. Increase the risk of flooding in an area which already experiences floods on a regular basis. 
5. The villages of Hilperton and Staverton would eventually lose their independent status. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P217 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
As my pony has resided on land at Hilperton Marsh for over twenty years,I wish to object to any and all development proposed 
for this area. 
Firstly, I wish to point out that it is not called "Marsh" for nothing!There is a very good reason why previous generations have not 
built on this land and that reason is that they had the good sense to realise that "a marsh"(or as I prefer to call it after periods of 
rain..swamp!) is not suitable building land for anything. 
It is obvious,to anyone with an ounce of sense,that "a marsh"should not be built on. 
I have walked and ridden around the proposed development site for more than two decades,it is a beautiful area with good 
footpaths and two lovely bridleways which are the only ones in the area that have yet to be ruined and made virtually unfit for 
purpose by Wiltshire Council.(Green Lane and Middle Lane bridleways-both severed by busy main roads(  Difficult to cross as 
Elizabeth Way is used as a race track),surfaced for half their lengths as footpaths???and don't even get me started on those 
ridiculous boxes of stones(whatever they are supposed to be?)that no rider would take their horse through as stones and horses 
hooves don't mix!Oh and why no horse rider friendly gates?it is a BRIDLEWAY after all) 



The area is rich with wildlife:roe-deer,hares,rabbits,munkjack-deer,harvest mice,bats and a wide variety of bird species including 
skylarks,barn owls,herons and buzzards,any development will destroy their habitats and force them where? 
Surely,if this last year has taught us anything, it is that nature/countryside and having easy access to it(without having to get in a 
car and drive there)is an invaluable resource for the local community.Lots of people regularly roam this land;walking 
dogs,running/jogging, cycling, getting their young children out to experience the wonders of the outdoors and lots,lots more have 
been using it since the pandemic.Getting out into the countryside,listening to the skylarks,watching the kestrel 
hoovering,marvelling at the speed of the hare as it races across the field or just lounging on the grass enjoying the view,it doesn't 
matter how one chooses to spend their time,time spent amongst nature is proved to be beneficial to both physical and mental 
health,why would anyone wish to deprive their local community of that?I have spoken to people who have told me that they 
wouldn't have known what they would have done this past year without being able to walk in the area,having this area of 
countryside so close to exercise in has probably been the saviour of more local people than we will ever know. 
Finally,I would like to suggest that if the council wishes to make plans for anything around here it starts work on a plan to make 
Trowbridge itself a more attractive place for it's current residents (and those who live in the,nearly absorbed,local villages).Rather 
than worrying about building more houses no-one can afford with the express purpose of gathering more council tax,they should 
concentrate on spending what they do gather more wisely and then they could perhaps transform Trowbridge from the disgrace 
that it is into a county town that it's residents and the rest of the county could possibly be proud of. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P218 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I wish to lodge the strongest objection to the identification of Sites 4 and 5 (Hilperton and Staverton) as prospective sites for 
development in the Wiltshire Local Plan review consultation. My reasons are as follows:  
The sites are identified as housing provision for Trowbridge but are located outside the town boundary and to the north and east 
of Hilperton which is defined within the Wiltshire Core Strategy (WCS)(2015) as a 'Large Village' ie a separate settlement. 
Development of these sites will effectively encompass and enclose the village and incorporate it within the settlement of 
Trowbridge, a move which has been continually resisted in planning policy over the years. 
Policy CP1 of the adopted WCS defines Large Villages as settlements with a limited range of employment, services and facilities; 
it also states that at Large and Small Villages (eg Staverton), development will be limited to the housing and employment needs 
of those settlements.  The potential development of 2600 dwellings on sites 4 and 5 outside the village boundaries of Hilperton 
and Staverton (confirmed by the Council as recently as February 2020 in the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan) is totally at 
variance with this approved policy.  
In the adopted WCS, the text supporting policy C29 states that the villages surrounding Trowbridge, including Hilperton, have 
separate and distinct identities and that open countryside should be maintained to protect their character and identities.  In the 
made Hilperton Neighbourhood Plan (2018), its stated aim is to 'preserve a separate and distinct village entity.'  It is impossible to 
reconcile those objectives with the development of 2600 dwellings immediately adjoining the current village envelopes. 
In the Site Selection Report, the Council's own analysis is that in developing Site 5 there will be  
• significant loss of green field agricultural land of medium quality 
• inevitably, significantly increased levels of environmental pollution including on air quality, noise, light and vibration 
• potential to significantly increase greenhouse gas emissions 
• potential to impact on a range of designated and non-designated assets and the Hilperton Conservation Area 
• a likely significant impact on the local highway network (see below) 
These combine to indicate that this site is NOT therefore suitable for development. 
  
The main access to serve the proposed development sites is identified as being adjacent to the King's Arms roundabout. It is 
simply not feasible for traffic associated with an additional 2600 dwellings and 3 schools to be accommodated by, and through, 
the existing village road infrastructure. In Hilperton, the clear benefits delivered by the recently built by pass will be completely 
lost while the narrow Staverton Bridge, frequently affected by flooding, is completely unsuitable for accommodating increased 
levels in traffic. It is extraordinary that a major strategic development as now proposed should be imposed on an already 
inadequate local road system and, at the very least, is not being required to be accessed from the A361. The inevitable levels of 
congestion and associated pollution are contrary to all national and local environmental objectives. 
The adopted WCS proposed the development of a secondary school to the south east of Trowbridge and 2 primary schools as 
part of the strategic Ashton Park site.  It is not clear why those facilities are now to be relocated to the north east of the town and, 



in so doing, will require an uplift from 1800 to 2600 dwellings to support the cost of the education infrastrucure - that is an 
arbitrary increase of 800 dwellings (44%) not justified or required on the basis of housing need or strategic requirement.  
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The Hilperton Village Design Statement makes it very clear that the open countryside setting is an essential part of Hilperton's 
rural character and that the Kennet and Avon Canal corridor, with its wildlife and amenity functions, is an important landscape 
feature integral to that setting.  The wholesale development of land from the southern bank of the canal from Broombridge to 
Whaddon and across Hilperton Marsh would result in the complete loss of that open setting, have a devastating impact on views 
(in and out) and a significant impact on existing wildlife. 
The wholesale loss of greenfield sites in an acknowledged climate emergency simply cannot be supported or justified as a 
sustainable way forward to deliver further housing land while brownfield sites remain undeveloped.    
Given all of the above, I categorically and unreservedly object to the plans as a resident of 91 Church Street, Hilperton. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P219 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

I am writing to communicate my strong objection to 2600 residential properties on the North-west side of Marsh Road, 
Hilperton/Hilperton Marsh and also the field between Bradford South Junction and the canal being added to the local plan. 
                        



This is an agricultural Greenfield site and therefore not suitable for residential development. The unsuitablility of this land for 
development was recognised as recently as last year by it being outside the Village Settlement Boundary – for good reason. 
  
A proposal as large as 2600 extra residential properties is a very large one in relation to the size of the town of Trowbridge, 
however it is monstrous in relation to the villages of Hilperton, Hilperton Marsh and Staverton and the hamlet of Whaddon, all of 
which it would change and affect adversely and drastically. This area has already seen a substantial addition of housing in recent 
years. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The current road infrastructure is absolutely insufficient to support further development in this area. A development of this size 
would create an enormous increase in traffic. Marsh Road has already only recently been relieved of the congestion it was 
experiencing through Hilperton village by Elizabeth Way being put in (which has already negatively impacted on the local 
Greenfield and recreational spaces). Marsh road and Hilperton village are not fit for a higher volume of traffic. Staverton bridge 
and Marsh road are key access routes for ambulance services to the area and need to remain as viable as possible for the 
current population. There is already a back up from Staverton bridge of traffic on Marsh road every morning that reaches along 
the B3106.  Staverton bridge and the B3106 are vulnerable to flooding repeatedly through the year. Every time this happens 
traffic chaos results in the local area and in Bradford-on-Avon and Melksham as drivers try to find alternative routes and have 
their timetables disrupted (this causes life-threatening obstruction for the ambulance service). Bradford-on-Avon already has a 
history of really bad traffic congestion, to the point that a one-way system involving the whole north side of the town has had to be 
trialled. The bridges on Marsh road and the central one in Bradford-on-Avon are old and potentially not fit for an increased traffic 
load. To increase the pressure on this already insufficient road infrastructure would be irresponsible and dangerous.  There is 
already a lack of recreational countryside in the proposed area. This is evident from people migrating off the towpath and public 
footpaths into the very fields proposed for development. This has been even more highlighted during lockdown. To develop those 
fields would not only reduce the local green spaces it would hugely increase the amount of residents who would seek local 
countryside, thus having a double negative effect. We know, from many studies, that having easy access to nature and outdoor 
recreational areas is of high importance for both mental and physical health. This proposal would be reducing this on every front. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 



 
The soil in this area is heavy clay. It holds many hundreds of gallons of water. If this area was to be built on the amount of runoff 
water, and loss of holding capacity, would be substantial adding to the problems of flooding at Staverton bridge and further down 
river. This would further exacerbate traffic congestion and rerouting.  
There are at least 9 fine oak trees on this land, all over 200 years old. These are precious in themselves, and a valuable wildlife 
resource, supporting over 400 species of animals, insects, fungi and plant species (the richest in this country). These are rare in 
our country and even rarer in the rest of Europe, they are of national and international importance. Although planning can ‘work 
round’ important trees their health usually suffers as a result, sometimes causing early death, and the wildlife they support 
inevitably diminishes as a result of the surrounding houses and human activity. 
The proposed site is one I often enjoy while using the footpaths and towpath. I have seen the following wildlife while doing so; 
grey herons, cormorants, kingfishers, tawny owls, water voles, roe deer, two species of bat and reed warblers. England is one of 
the countries that is most depleted of wildlife in Europe. This is an area supporting wildlife and most importantly several species 
on the red list. These are all known to suffer or disappear as a result of residential development. We have a responsibility to 
protect these species and their dwindling habitat. 
The need for increase in good management of farmland and other green areas to support wildlife and even full scale rewilding of 
areas with soil that is poor to cultivate has never been higher on the agenda. This proposal is working in direct opposition to this 
i.e. the destruction of our already short supply of countryside and habitat for endangered species. We should be using Brownfield 
sites and Trowbridge sports the perfect unused opportunity – Boyers derelict site, a large area in town currently doing no good for 
anyone, within easy walking distance of already existing amenities which would support the all important reduction in polluting 
unhealthy traffic. There is no excuse for tearing up a wildlife rich, very appreciated and much used Greenfield site. 
  
Every way this site is viewed it is highly unsuitable for the addition of even a small residential development let alone one of the 
scale being proposed. I sincerely hope the responsible thing is done and this is kept out of the local plan. 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P220 
 

 
Consultee code: Parish/Town Council 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Prospective Town Councillor 
for Trowbridge 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Brownfield sites such as Bowyers, old Ashton Primary school, Larkrise School when vacated and other Brownfield sites are little 
mentioned and must surely be completed before any further green field development takes place, 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Climate emergency detail is missing, and ought to be a top priority. All new housing must be Zero Carbon with no fossil fuels i.e 
no gas, and well equipped with charging points and renewable power sources. The Staverton housing suggestion has potential 
for mini HEP on the Avon with Cereal Partners weir, and a rail halt at Staverton.  



The East Trowbridge secondary school needs more consideration. Ashton Park is still the better location for a fully Green carbon 
neutral school. Otherwise good. 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
CPRE will oppose these sites, especially Hilperton on this scale. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
If they must be built on the Design aspects shown are good for blue/green Bio diversity, but surely there is more scope to develop 
asll brown field before any more green. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

Sports Development at Doric park is essential.  You also need to solve the secondary school and travel to school conundrum as 
part of the plan. Many children leave east Trowbridge and go to St Laurence and Lavington, so a high quality school is needed 
for east Trowbridge to prevent this. Don't just pay lip service to the Climate Emergency - all houses must be Zero Carbon and car 
travel minimised. Retro fit existing schools or close one of them? Leisure Centre and Pool need consideration, but most of all sort 
the Bowyers site first! 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P221 
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Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Dear sir or madam. I am writing about the houses that are being built on staverton! This should not go ahead, it is open farm land 
with sheep grazing. The land is full of all wildlife, deers, owls, bats,badgers, foxes all mice. There is a pair of buzzard that have 
been together nesting there for many years in the same tree. They will be disturbed from all these houses being built. The new 
road by Elizabeth way was built to stop the traffic going through hilperton village. Now that would be pointless because of all the 
schools and houses that are going to be built will cause severe congestion on the roads this end. Hilperton has been built on a lot 
lately and then going to be built on Elizabeth way aswell. There will be no farm land left in hilperton area. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P222 
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Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

Local plan review consultation 
Trowbridge emerging spatial strategy 
Lots 4, 5 and 6 
I am emailing to appose the plans for developments in Hilperton and Staverton. I have many concerns some of which are listed 
below - Elizabeth Way was built as a relief road to divert heavy traffic going through Staverton and Hilperton. With this new 
development traffic will increase hugely through these villages. Staverton bridge is not built for such volume of traffic and it poses 
risk of safety for those living and visiting the villages.  
Lots of this land floods and with the increase in infrastructure this will only get worse! 
Damage to animals and their habitats. 
A large proportion of the land belongs to others and they have NOT been consulted!!! This is disgraceful!!!  
Would it not be better to plough the money into developing brown field sites? Yes more costly but surely more beneficial on many 
levels!  
I feel so strongly that this is not good decision making! 
Kind regards 
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no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Good afternoon, 
I have only just received a letter with notification of a proposed development, which has been in discussion for such a long time 
it’s clear to see there are some people on the council who have kept this quiet.  
This new development would back on to my property. The plans are quite ridiculous. Why would you have green space on the 
canal side but not in-between existing properties in Marsh Road? 
Then we have, which is quite contradictory in the planning report, that traffic impact would not be a concern. I don’t know what 
you know about 2600 houses, but at least 2 people live in a house on average. At least 2 cars per property. Did we not build a 
GAP road to help alleviate traffic?! Oh no, that was built so you could build houses on it, but you thought you better start in a 
village first. Makes sense to me. 
At the moment I have a lovely view from the rear of my property, something the pre-app docs dismiss.  
I cannot bear to imagine what the traffic would be like. The traffic already backs up to the bridge at the kings arms roundabout at 
0800-0900. 



Why don’t you build on the field behind this with a road that joins on to the A361?! Why ruin a village?!  
Also, you state in the planning docs that you need more schools, but you need new houses to build them? How about you don’t 
build more schools?! 
This development is completely out of control and I really don’t see any benefit to the community at all. Trowbridge is not exactly 
a bustling town with job prospects, unless you want to stack shelves. 
I highly recommend that housing opportunities are reviewed and you look to build elsewhere.  
I am completely against this proposal, you’d never guess. 
Feel free to call me and offer me £2million to sell my house. 
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If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

I wish to strongly object to 2,600 houses being built on open farmland from Staverton to Hilperton village. 
My family and I live in Hilperton. The traffic through our village is dreadful already, we live on the main road so we see just how 
bad things are. If the development is allowed to go ahead, both Staverton and Hilperton are going to be overwhelmed with traffic. 
Already walking along the pavement is like taking your life in your hands at times and as for the pedestrian crossing, half the time 
the traffic doesn’t stop or even acknowledge the crossing is there. 
The traffic is already backed up both sides on the bridge polluting our tiny villages.  The lorries are zooming by, mounting the 
pavement.  We simply have no infrastructure round here to cope with 2000 + houses, 4400 extra people 4000 extra cars.  Not 
least consider the serious impact on the Grade II Listed Canal Bridge and unacceptable degree of harm in terms of worsening 
congestion.  
More beautiful land will be ill-used and countryside spoilt.    
Finally, the development will inevitably lead to increased incidents of flooding (which is already a major problem!) across the 
causeway which closes the road completely at times. 
The plans are wholly unacceptable and the development must not be allowed to go ahead.  
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

I have just been informed by a local newsletter of the above proposal and I should like to inform you of my concerns regarding 
this matter. 
As this is a considerably large construction, I would have thought that preparation reinforcement work would be needed prior to 
any development of this sort being carried out. 
          In particular the current bridge which crosses the Avon river at Staverton would have to be replaced by a structure which 
would be capable of supporting two-way traffic without lights as the current system does not function with any degree of efficiency 
and simply fails under any slight additional pressure. 
          When I first moved to this area some forty years ago, I complained to the Water company that my water pressure was too 
low but was assured at that time that the pressure was just adequate to enable a supply to the highest outlet provided I renew my 
service pipe. 
Would your proposed development impact on current service supply in this area meaning additional expense for existing 
householders and in this regard, I trust that sufficient consideration has been given to any requirements needed for all existing 
service supply? 
       Has this proposed development been considered in conjunction with the forthcoming development planned for Elizabeth 
way? 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Additional homes 
Para 9.  The current strategy 2006-2026, the Wiltshire Core Strategy, identified a requirement for 6,810 homes. The new 
strategy proposes a requirement of 5,830 homes for the plan period 2016-2036. 
I am pleased to see this reduction.  The density of Trowbridge Community Area in terms of population per square mile, is the 
highest in the Authority’s area.  What was earlier proposed would increase the disparity.  When one looks at the green spaces left 
it is clear that the greatest care has to be exercised in locating new housing sites around Trowbridge.  This is complicated by the 
need to satisfy the requirements of the Bat Mitigation Strategy.  
Para 11.  When the number of homes built and in the pipeline is deducted from the overall forecast requirement, it leaves a 
further 1,805 homes to be accommodated up until 2036. However, in order to deliver a full range of necessary education 
infrastructure to support long-term growth at the town, it is considered necessary and appropriate to increase this number to circa 
2,600 homes, with a significant proportion of this quantum being delivered beyond 2036.  



I believe that you need to expand on this paragraph to explain that you have no control over the rate at which developers will 
build out their plots.  They make commercial decisions which do not necessarily accord with community needs.  This is why an 
over-provision is needed to be built in. 
Para 19.  On current evidence, no further employment land is needed at Trowbridge. Sufficient land is already allocated in the 
existing Wiltshire Core Strategy.  
I presume that the change of use from offices to residential in the White Horse Business Park has been taken into account.  The 
Covid work-from-home effect will reduce the need for offices which might mean more conversions.  Should not some forecast be 
made of the contribution this could make to the housing supply? 
Para 23 ii.  To improve the resilience of the town centre by: 
• protecting, improving and extending the local green infrastructure network, particularly related to formal recreation activities and 
also along the River Biss, further enhancing it as a key feature 
of the town that connects and draws residents towards the town centre 
The fact that you plan to increase human activity on the Biss corridor means that wildlife could suffer.  It needs a very imaginative 
design to avoid this, possibly an impossible task.  You need to consider all the watercourses around the town, like the Lambrok 
and the canal and see what might be done to offset the negative Biss effect. 
Para 23 iv.  To improve the range of transport modes that serve the town to reduce reliance on the private car and, levels of 
traffic congestion in the town. 
You will need to collect new data after the Covid situation settles to establish how travel patterns have changed.  You trip 
generation indices will now  be incorrect.   
Working in traffic management as I did, and specifically on bus priority, I do not see that you can provide much bus priority in any 
of the authority’s towns.  It also may be some time before public confidence returns to use buses.  If companies cut uneconomic 
routes, that worsens the situation.  Perhaps you need to consider using CIL to subsidise buses, at least until user confidence 
returns? 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Where should development take place? 
 With all the development proposed around Hilperton, the congestion and nuisance at the Staverton traffic signals will be 
extreme.  This will push more traffic through Bradford on Avon where the residents are already concerned over the safety of 
pedestrians using the bridge. 
A solution would be a new river crossing for B3105, to the west of Staverton, starting at the railway bridge and linking up with the 
B3107 at Forward Common.  Possibly it could be funded partly by development between this road and Staverton village.  
Consideration should be given to converting the Shanley’s reclamation site at The Conigre to housing.  It brings large dirty trucks 
into the town centre and is clearly dangerous to local health.  The fire a few years ago was horrendous.  They should be 
persuaded to re-locate and perhaps you could suggest to them a possible site? 
There is also some merit in the Town Council’s suggestion of provision of a “West Wilts By-pass” funded by some development 
between Westbury and North Bradley.  Various possible routes have been discussed in the past.  It could reduce traffic in 
Southwick and North Bradley villages and in Westbury, connect with the West Wilts Trading Estate and keep lorries out of 
Westbury town centre.   
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 



 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The reproduction of the plans in this document is so bad that it is impossible to comment on the suggested layouts.  These need 
to be reissued and consultation extended. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P227 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I would like to oppose and voice my concerns to your proposed housing development in area 5, in and around Hilperton, below 
are my reasons... 
                                                            
• I moved to Hilperton in 1987 believing the village was protected by a 'village planning limit' which runs around and behind 
my property on Whaddon lane and that this would safeguard us from any housing development, how have you and how can you 
get your proposed planning permission? 
• If went ahead your proposal would have an incredible impact on the village way of life, I feel despite your proposal saying 
it would preserve the character of the village, to be surround with a new development of over 2000 houses would completely 
change the nature of our village - Hilperton would in effect become a suburb of Trowbridge, rather than a village! 
• Building your proposed development would have a devastating effect on the wildlife, plant life plus destroying beautiful 
countryside.  



• It is inevitable there will be an increase in traffic, more noise and pollution through the village, this had been eased 
considerably with the construction of the Bypass making the village safer for young and old. 
• With the development of over 2000 houses in the area I am concerned where are the jobs coming from to cover that many 
people moving to this area? We have a large number of unemployed now, this I feel will mean people having to commute to jobs 
out of our town, this is not environmentally friendly.                                                                                                                                                                                            
Your proposal will have an incredible impact on the people of Hilperton, us living near the development and people who come to 
enjoy our countryside. Also the time given for us to respond to your proposal is inadequate - I received my letter on the 20th 
February, how many villagers are unaware of your development as I have not seen it published online or in the press? 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P228 
 

 
Consultee code: Other 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): St. Michael's Preschool 
Manager 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

I would like state my objections to the initial consultation for building on the land behind Marsh Road as below: 
1. There are currently four Primary schools within a mile radius that are not currently full to capacity. 
2. There are currently four Nursery provisions within a mile radius that are currently not full to capacity. 
3. The development at West Ashton Road is to have Primary and Secondary provision. 



4. There would be higher levels of pollution. 
5. The roads are not able to sustain more traffic. Staverton is struggling with the current increase in traffic and the bridges 
cannot sustain high levels of traffic due to the high volume of weight. 
6. Flooding is an issue, which is disruptive and Marsh Road is such that it is susceptible to flooding in the fields for the 
proposed development. 
7. Road Closures often occur due to flooding which impacts on traffic having to be redirected through Trowbridge and often 
impacting on Bradford on Avon. 
8. Generating more traffic through the village would endanger children walking to school.  
9. Although Elizabeth Way was built to alleviate the traffic, the developments off Devizes Road have increased the traffic 
load. It is only lorries that have lessened through the heart of Hilperton village. 
10. The road surface is constantly bad due to the high level of traffic. 
11. Redevelopment needs to happen within Trowbridge Market Town in the first instance. 
12. Areas such as Chippenham have easier access to links such as motorway and rail for work travel. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P229 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Too much planned for too large an area, too quick. Looks suspicious and greedy for unkown person(s). 
Make plans to use brownfield areas which had been developed before.  
Do NOT build on green space. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Priorities are correct but sizing is wrong. Houses with gardens should be larger. Living accommodation should be more spacious. 
Allow for modern day living which includes parking spaces, bus routes, wider roads, green spaces and parks for residents to 



wander through. Pets allowed. Ball games and runaround spaces for children. Modern parks with recycled rubber paths for 
joggers, outdoor exercise apparatus for all to use, etc. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  
Use brownfield areas instead of green zones. Plenty of brown areas in the County which can be re-used for different reasons. 
Old factory and other industrial sites will have existing access roads that can be reinstated. Give developers permission to 
develop small plots. No need to give one developer all the benefits. Council to keep masterplan of zones and permissions. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Environment issues. The more ‘points’ WC get for saving the environment, the more the government will grant for their 
endeavours. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Giving permission for smaller areas to be developed independently by a number of different developers within the greater plan. 
Encourage competition and  diversity.Do not aim to cater for a certain strata of end-users instead build and cater for both lower 
and higher class residents of all ages. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 



Keep space for farmers to rent fields for their cattle. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
This is a rural area much desired by residents from large towns and cities. If you change the status quo it will not be so desirable 
and there may not be such a demand for this magnitude of housing. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P230 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
2600 new homes is a totally disproportionate burden for Trowbridge and its environs; identifying Trowbridge as a principal 
settlement is no longer tenable. Trowbridge does not have the employment levels or the community infrastructure to justify such a 
scale of development. The plan does nothing meaningful to enhance employment opportunities or put in place suitable traffic 
management improvements to already overcrowded major roads. Brownfield land is available to develop (Bowyer’s site and 
Shanley’s yards) but nothing has been done to progress making use of this urban landscape. It is my understanding Wiltshire has 
exceeded National targets for identifying building land historically, this next phase is far too ambitious. No wonder there has been 
County wide alarm at this draft plan, it is unrealistic. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 



 
The priorities for Trowbridge and for the County should be to build infrastructure before upscaling population density. A new 
secondary school is required for Trowbridge and land has previously been identified for this purpose (leap gate) however 
developers will not be encouraged to fund any infrastructure projects if the Council continue to make available huge new tracts of 
easy developed virgin land, removing it from food production. Meanwhile Trowbridge town centre is dying due to lack of 
investment. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Trowbridge 4 & 5 is absolutely the wrong place to build 2600 houses. A large piece of land was previously earmarked for 
development on the West Ashton side of town (south east), which incorporate plans that improve major highway provision and 
identifies space for a new secondary school; however, developers have simply sat on their hands.  
This proposed plan puts new housing outside the village settlement boundary set by the Council themselves as recently as 2020. 
It offers up prime agricultural land, a haven for wildlife but an easy option for developers to make money. This proposal destroys 
the village of Hilperton as a distinct community swallowing it up in urban sprawl. It puts Government home building targets and an 
unworkable Wiltshire County housing allocation formula before community interests and protecting the environment. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Do not destroy Hilperton Village, a distinct vibrant local community. Respect the village settlement boundary set by the Council in 
2020. Minimise the loss of prime agricultural land and a valuable wildlife asset. Do not create significant adverse consequential 
impact on the already stretched highways infrastructure, introducing additional motor vehicles into a small area. Funnelling the 
home-owners’ cars into already congested roads and pinch points such as Staverton Bridge, the Kings Arms Roundabout and 
Paxcroft; as well as consequentially pushing traffic directly into the village of Hilperton. Staverton Causeway regularly floods as it 
crosses a major and important flood plain, when this occurs all the conurbation traffic will be compounded on key pinch points 
leading to gridlock in Trowbridge. It is counter-productive to make available virgin land that discourages developers to build in the 
areas that better serve the community and importantly brown field sites in the town of Trowbridge. Enhance communities, do not 



destroy them with disproportionate development. The County has regularly exceeded National house building targets, now is the 
time to consolidate. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Trowbridge is shouldering too high a burden for new home building, there may be other towns in Wiltshire better placed to identify 
suitable building land within short commutes to employment hubs. 
In Trowbridge, the Council should focus first on brown field sites including the Bowyers Factory land. 
Pressure developers to take up land already identified on the West Ashton side of town for home building and to contribute 
towards building a better road infrastructure out towards Westbury. 
New football pitches could be built next to Trowbridge rugby club and the North Bradley football ground made available for 
development; there is a significant area of land west behind the North Bradley pitches which could be developed. Likewise there 
is land at the end of Dursley Road/Drynham Lane Trowbridge which is more suitable for development. I accept developers like 
virgin agricultural land to develop because its easy and more profitable; but the Council’s job is to do what is right for the 
community they serve. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Adding 2600 homes brings with it somewhere in the region of 5000 new vehicles moving around from this hub, hardly a good 
environmental move, as it is unlikely these people will cycle or use public transport as the road infrastructure is not there. School 
run times and key commuting time will be chaos. The village of Hilperton and Devizes Road are all ready rat runs, things would 
only get worse. 
Spread the burden, don’t focus the problem in one area, develop the Bowyers site for mixed use, this location has excellent 
public transport links 
 

 
Further comments 



 

 
In respect of development site 6, this does give better vehicular access to major roads. It is far from an ideal location as it is 
outside of any defined town/village boundary. It would create in essence a new village and would require the creation of some 
sort of village community hub. 
In summary – Trowbridge is shouldering too great a burden for new home building. It lacks space and infrastructure to support 
vast new estates. Planners must consider where the employment hubs are in the county and commutable from the county. Every 
morning vehicles stream out of the Paxcroft Mead estate on the morning commute. I would suggest the vast majority of residents 
don’t work in Trowbridge and estates like Paxcroft Mead are simply dormitories. Likewise, the school run convoys cross the town 
creating grid lock on their mission to drop and collect children at the secondary schools all located south west of the town of 
Trowbridge. This is not good for community cohesion or the environment. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P231 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Please be advised we wish to object to the 2600 houses proposed on open farmland from Staverton to Hilperton Village. 
As a local resident we feel this would have a detrimental effect on the rural setting for both village's. And in turn just create a 
larger Trowbridge town with no respect for those of us who wish some privacy and a more tranquil location. This in turn was one 
of the many reasons we moved from a similar housing estate you are proposing to the Hilperton Village. 
The whole development is unnecessary and will result in extra traffic and further congestion to an already problem area at 
Staverton bridge traffic lights. Which as we both work in Bath is our main daily route. 
Trowbridge appears to have sufficient schools and seems ludicrous to consider not only one on this new site but one secondary, 
two primary and two nurseries adding to absolute carnage to our roads!! Then who knows what would come next, takeaways, 
more charity shops and a doctor's surgery. 
We can only imagine how bad the traffic would then get through Hilperton Village, the very thing the gap road was built to ease. 
We hope our objections are taking into consideration. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P232 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Too much on green field farming land – stop  
Build only on old Brown field former factory sites 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Think of the environment ! 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Share the burden out to all areas – disperse any impacts 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Roads are already jammed 
Flooding occurring more and more 
where with sewerage and all other waste go ? 
 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I write in objection to plans for adding another 2600 dwellings – designated for Staverton and Hilperton marshes area.  
I object in terms of –  



Environment – this area is designated green fields  
Environment – this area is food producing land.. where will we get our food from, let alone where will all these new people get 
food from !  
Environment – Where we cannot even put paving on our driveways as will affect water drain off, to put this many houses over an 
area called Staverton Marsh and Hilperton Marsh will mean significant flooding will then take place MORE OFTEN !  
Environment – 2600 houses with on average dwelling for 4.5 people .. Where is their sewerage and waste going to go ??      
Environment – on average house have 2+ cars .. even if a number are electric, this will bring major air pollution to this rural area  
Resources – 2600 houses, electric cars + all the 1000’s of existing development already sanctioned will mean a major stress on 
electrical supplies   
 Resources – 2600 houses + all the existing development already sanctioned will mean a major stress on drinking water supply 
and sewerage disposal  
Traffic – This area already suffers bad traffic flow - !   
Crime – This is a rural community. We have already seen where housing density is increasing in Paxcroft and other areas 
nearby, there is more and more major crime being committed ! 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P233 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Absolutely Object Fiercely  
Flooding is going to be a Major concern near the entrance to Newlease and a long that stretch of houses , it foods there now in 
heavy showers. It also floods the fields opposite my house . The development will lead to huge congestion along all roads near to 
the King’s Arms pub where the main access is to be planned . The new gap road was designed to take traffic away from 
Hilperton village , which will now have more than ever . Extra traffic will impact the congestion at an already existing problem at 
the traffic lights at Staverton . It will destroy all the local wildlife across that area which at the moment is abundant , dear , 
badgers rabbits , foxes and a lot of different birds will all disappear . At the moment these fields are used by lots of dog walkers 
and ramblers alike . The whole development is set outside the Village Settlement Boundary which the council set themselves in 
Feb 2020 . Also I had planning permission turned down to build a bungalow at the bottom of 53 Marsh Road in the garden where 
there was a huge garage , the bungalow would not of been any bigger than the existing sheds there . This would of meant that 
my elderly mother in law could of kept her family home .  
I hope you’ll see that this development is totally inappropriate for this area ! 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P234 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
My wife and I would like to express our strong objection to the proposed development of 2600 houses on open farmland from 
Staverton to Hilperton Village, as highlighted in your Review Consultation Plan. This development plan was brought to our 
attention, not by the local council, but by concerned members of the Hilperton Marsh Community. This distinct lack of public 
announcement by Wiltshire Council, suggests a rather underhand or incompetent approach to development planning and a total 
disregard of the existing local residents. 
Our objections and concerns are as follows: 
• The whole development is on a large area of open farmland, which is outside the Village Settlement Boundary (set by the 
Council themselves as recently as Feb 2020 in the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan). 
• Based on the evidence of many local, existing housing developments, further development of low cost, high density 
housing, will turn a quiet, semi-rural village environment into a compacted housing estate. 
• The identity and historic character of Hilperton Village will be lost and will be swallowed up in the town of Trowbridge, 
which is contrary to the wishes of the existing village community.  



• The River Avon which runs East to West, North of the proposed development, has only one local crossing point at 
Staverton. This is already a local choke point during rush hour and is often closed due to flooding in the winter. 
• 2600 new houses can only exacerbate the growing problem of traffic congestion. The plan to include new schools will 
further compound the congestion problem during peak traffic hours because it will no doubt attract traffic from outside the Village. 
• The Elizabeth Way was built on the understanding that it would ease traffic through Hilperton Village. This proposed 
development will massively increase the traffic flow through Hilperton Village in order to feed an extra 2600 houses.  
• Whaddon Lane, is a very narrow farm road that is effectively a dead end.  Any increase in housing density, will inevitably 
increase traffic flow along already narrow lanes and then add to and further compound traffic congestion.  
• The open farmland is not only part of the areas natural beauty, but is also used extensively by local people for exercise 
and dog walking.  This is something that has been very evident during the recent pandemic and something that will be lost 
forever if it is over-developed. 
•  Ground water flooding is evident in many of the local fields and would require extensive drainage as part of the 
development.  Draining more water off of the land and into the River Avon (where else?) can only add to the flooding problem at 
the Staverton Bridge crossing and the causeway closures that crosses the floodplain. 
• The judgements and comments made in the SHELAA document, relating to the Hilperton and Staverton developments, 
seem generally dismissive of the increase in traffic congestion and environmental impact on the existing residents.  
• Clearly there is a local government requirement to build more houses, but simple common indicates that it is preferable to 
use Brown-sites rather than increasingly scarce, open countryside. 
In the drive to increase housing there is a propensity to build low cost, high density housing, effectively the slums of tomorrow.  
This no doubt benefits the large conglomerates, but it degrades the lives of existing and future residents and something that in 
this instance will ruin our quiet semi-rural village environment. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P235 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Where additional housing is required, every effort should be made to utilise brownfield sites. The target for this is too low as there 
are many brownfield sites in the town that are unused and are an eyesore. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The priorities are nearly all focused on the town and there are not enough priorities related to the villages and recreational 
greenspace around them. Priorities for traffic assume that people will cycle to town if there is a cycle route. This is unlikely to 
mitigate the huge strain of additional traffic in the area as people will use cars instead for a number of reasons including to 



transport their shopping, commute to work in other areas, to avoid wet weather and many people are not mobile enough or have 
no desire to cycle. The place shaping priority for villages does not protect the villages, it's focus is the needs of the town. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, I do not agree that options 5 and 4 are suitable for development. Option 5 is unsuitable as Hilperton is a historic village 
bordered by countryside landscapes. Part of the Hilperton gap is being protected to retain the distinction between Hilperton 
village and Trowbridge. A large scale development adjoining land in Hilperton contradicts other planning decisions made by the 
council and the Hilperton Neighbourhood Plan. It is not clear what this 'new urban community' will be. A suburb of Trowbridge 
thereby making Hilperton part of the town or an addition to Hilperton bigger than Hilperton village itself. How can either of these 
options respect the identity of Hilperton as a village? The roads in the village will not cope with the amount of traffic such a 
development would create. The fields in these sites get very waterlogged and are liable to flooding. The drainage system in 
Hilperton village is struggling already and building over the surrounding green land will make this worse. A large number of 
people use option 5 for outside recreational walks in the countryside. The area with its ponds and neighbouring canal has a range 
of wildlife including bats which we see in our garden. Wetland birds visit the fields in Hilperton Marsh. The canal side in Hilperton 
is visited by tourists for its beauty, natural landscape and wildlife. Long ranging landscape views over the site will be destroyed. 
The village community of Hilperton will be overwhelmed with the additional people in the area. There will be serious impact of 
noise and air pollution on local residents during large scale building works. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
It is important to consider the pressure on roads in the village, drainage systems in the village, wildlife, pollution and preservation 
of the character of the village, the people who live there and surrounding countryside. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 



 
If addtional housing must be provided then option 6 should be considered further. Development at option 6 would not impact on 
the villages of Hilperton and Staverton and is still close to the town of Trowbridge and neighbouring developments at Paxcroft 
Mead and the facilities there. It also provides easy access to the Rugby Club. Access to road networks is much better at option 6 
and it would not cause the destruction of an area (site 5) where many people walk for recreation. Additionally very few people 
would be affected by the immense building work which will accompany such a project. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
For the identified preferred development sites at principal settlements, concept plans have been developed. Concept plans for 
each area show a way the land identified can be developed. They show the undeveloped land, areas suggested for development 
and possible locations for uses within them. 
Please state which concept plan your answer is in relation to. 
If your comments relate to both sites, please make it clear in each answer to which site your comments relate 
Option 4 and 5 for Trowbridge. 
TB6. Do you agree with the range of uses proposed, what other uses should be considered? 
No 
TB7. Do you agree with the location of the proposed uses? What should be located where and why? 
No 
TB8. Do you agree with the proposed locations for self-build and custom build housing? Would you prefer alternative locations? 
No 
TB9. Is there a particular type of renewable energy that should be provided on site? 
Is there a particular type of renewable energy that should be provided? 
If you have any further comments you wish to make, please detail them below. 



I do not believe this is a fair consultation. The plans for options 4 and 5 have been made but there has been no effort to do the 
same for option 6 so it does not provide a fair comparison and appears that the choice has already been made. The proposals 
are difficult to understand and the maps are barely readable. 
TB10. Are there any issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
Answer: 
The Hilperton village hall and recreation ground is not large enough to accomodate the population from the development of a new 
suburb. Large open spaces are required, for playing football for example. 
The canal towpath is not wide enough to accomodate large numbers of walkers and cyclists. 
Access points to the development from Hilperton village are not suitable due to the pressure of traffic on the village roads. This 
has already been acknowledged by Wiltshire Council and was used as justication to build the recently built road over the 
Hilperton Gap. 
If you have any further comments you wish to make, please detail them below. 
The process of choosing the prefered sites has been made without consulation with the public. The consultation has taken place 
during a national lockdown when local councillors are not allowed to drop leaftets through peoples doors. Many local residents 
will be unaware of the proposals and will not have had the oppotunity to comment. Previous consulations for developing part of 
the land in Option 5 as part of the Wiltshire Core Strategy have shown widespread objection to the proposals. 
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If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 
I was alarmed to hear that 2600 houses are proposed on open farmland from Staverton to Hilperton Villlage and wish to register 
my objections for the following reasons: 
The plan will put traffic back through Hilperton Village, I question why Elizabeth Way was built. 
The whole development is on open farmland outside the Village Settlement Boundary set by the Council only 12 months ago in 
February 2020. 
Traffic is already congested at Staverton bridge and this plan will have a massive impact on that. 
The addition of 3 schools and 2 nurseries will add even more traffic.  
Severe congestion on all roads adjacent to the Kings Arms roundabout will occur if the plans go ahead. 
We already have issues with flooding in this area and the proposed development will increase incidents. 
Please rethink this, we don’t want it!  
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no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am writing to strongly object to the proposed planning. It will completely transform  a very special rural environment into a small 
town and completely ruin The beautiful historical wiltshire village of hilperton . It will also cause enormous traffic congestion. It 
provides a vital green space for wellbeing and Physical and mental health for so many people. Surely there are other brownfield 
sites that can offer the housing solution? 
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Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
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no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



We wish to lodge the strongest objection to the identification of Sites 4 and 5 (Hilperton and Staverton) as prospective sites for 
development in the Wiltshire Local Plan review consultation. Our reasons are as follows: 
The sites are identified as housing provision for Trowbridge but are located outside the town boundary and to the north and east 
of Hilperton which is defined within the Wiltshire Core Strategy (WCS)(2015) as a 'Large Village' ie a separate settlement. 
Development of these sites will effectively encompass and enclose the village and incorporate it within the settlement of 
Trowbridge, a move which has been continually resisted in planning policy over the years. 
Policy CP1 of the adopted WCS defines Large Villages as settlements with a limited range of employment, services and facilities; 
it also states that at Large and Small Villages (eg Staverton), development will be limited to the housing and employment needs 
of those settlements.  The potential development of 2600 dwellings on sites 4 and 5 outside the village boundaries of Hilperton 
and Staverton (confirmed by the Council as recently as February 2020 in the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan) is totally at 
variance with this approved policy.  
In the adopted WCS, the text supporting policy C29 states that the villages surrounding Trowbridge, including Hilperton, have 
separate and distinct identities and that open countryside should be maintained to protect their character and identities.  In the 
made Hilperton Neighbourhood Plan (2018), its stated aim is to 'preserve a separate and distinct village entity.'  It is impossible to 
reconcile those objectives with the development of 2600 dwellings immediately adjoining the current village envelopes. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 



 

 
Further comments 
 

 
In the Site Selection Report, the Council's own analysis is that in developing Site 5 there will be  
• significant loss of green field agricultural land of medium quality 
• inevitably, significantly increased levels of environmental pollution including on air quality, noise, light and vibration 
• potential to significantly increase greenhouse gas emissions 
• potential to impact on a range of designated and non-designated assets and the Hilperton Conservation Area 
• a likely significant impact on the local highway network (see below) 
These combine to indicate that this site is NOT therefore suitable for development. 
  
The main access to serve the proposed development sites is identified as being adjacent to the King's Arms roundabout. It is 
simply not feasible for traffic associated with an additional 2600 dwellings and 3 schools to be accommodated by, and through, 
the existing village road infrastructure. In Hilperton, the clear benefits delivered by the recently built by pass will be completely 
lost while the narrow Staverton Bridge, frequently affected by flooding, is completely unsuitable for accommodating increased 
levels in traffic. It is extraordinary that a major strategic development as now proposed should be imposed on an already 
inadequate local road system and, at the very least, is not being required to be accessed from the A361. The inevitable levels of 
congestion and associated pollution are contrary to all national and local environmental objectives. 
The adopted WCS proposed the development of a secondary school to the south east of Trowbridge and 2 primary schools as 
part of the strategic Ashton Park site.  It is not clear why those facilities are now to be relocated to the north east of the town and, 
in so doing, will require an uplift from 1800 to 2600 dwellings to support the cost of the education infrastrucure - that is an 
arbitrary increase of 800 dwellings (44%) not justified or required on the basis of housing need or strategic requirement.  
The Hilperton Village Design Statement makes it very clear that the open countryside setting is an essential part of Hilperton's 
rural character and that the Kennet and Avon Canal corridor, with its wildlife and amenity functions, is an important landscape 
feature integral to that setting.  The wholesale development of land from the southern bank of the canal from Broombridge to 
Whaddon and across Hilperton Marsh would result in the complete loss of that open setting, have a devastating impact on views 
(in and out) and a significant impact on existing wildlife. 
The wholesale loss of greenfield sites in an acknowledged climate emergency simply cannot be supported or justified as a 
sustainable way forward to deliver further housing land while brownfield sites remain undeveloped.    
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If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



This has got to be against local rules and not only have a huge impact on locals and the surrounding wildlife. It's pretty clear that 
these planned proposals breach the Village Settlement Boundary which Wiltshire Council itself set in The Wiltshire Housing Site 
Allocations Plan in 2020. 
Since local bus routes and frequency has been destroyed by the council will they now revise these? And let's not forget we the 
public were invited to take part in the Consultation over bus services through Hilperton, yet you didn't listen to us and we lost one 
of the services.  
My address is Hilperton Marsh, the fields you propose to build on flood already. How will you compensate me if the proposed 
building goes ahead and my property floods? Will the council cover the increases in Home Insurance? 
I could just rant on and on! Beggars belief what ridiculous ideas come up with the building of new houses on Green land when we 
have areas of Brown land and derelict town centre buildings in Trowbridge being available to renovate and update so that our 
town centre is used again. For instance, why hasn't anything happened with Bowyers site? 
Please listen to locals and not just think of the revenue that the council will receive from not only the builders ( who make huge 
profits) but the 2600 families who move in. 
When will there be a public hearing about this so that we can turn up with our objections? I ask since the last consultation in 
Hilperton invited people with open arms but at the start of the meeting they were told there would be no opportunities to ask 
questions! Please don't use Covid-19 as an excuse not to hold one. 
There hasn't been much frequent publicity about these plans. The notice we have received was very short (3 days) and add to 
that the fact that in this area we know of quite a few people in both Hilperton and Staverton who haven't received the flyer.  
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
How do you propose that the traffic will flow through this area, as the building of the relief road was to remove traffic from 
Hilperton, (why was this built then?).  How will the bridge in Staverton cope with another 2600 families using it?  Will another 
bridge and relief road be built?  How will the local water pressure and sewage cope? In the 20 years I have lived in Hilperton 
Marsh the water pressure has reduced significantly due to houses built on Marsh Road.   Have  local traffic flow, air pollution or 
wildlife impact surveys been carried out? Currently there's much activity with wildlife over the fields which will have a massive 
impact if that farmland is wiped out with houses. Where are you expecting the wildlife to go next? It's bad enough reading the 
statistics on bird populations disappearing already, never mind you making it worse!    How can you justify these houses being 
built?  This again stinks of local councils not caring about impact on others who live in an area. 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

We object and oppose the development of the open farm land at Staverton and Hilperton.  Our objections are as follows: 
The development is contrary to the Council decision of February 2020 which set the land outside the village settlement boundary 
in the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocation Plan. 
The traffic flow through the village is already at gridlock during certain times of day and this development would drastically 
exacerbate this situation.  The bridge at the bottom of the village would be required to take an intolerable traffic load.  This road is 
often flooded during rain so would force heavy traffic loads through Hilperton and into Trowbridge.  The rain water run off from the 
new development would put even more water quickly into the river Avon exacerbating flooding. The field opposite where we live 
is constantly flooded and Smallbrook would not cope with even more drainage outlets. 
The schools and nurseries which are part of the scheme would add even more traffic to the gridlocked roads.  We believe that 
there were plans to build schools etc at Castle Mead to Yarnbrook in that housing development.  What has happened to that 
plan? 
Our area is a rich habitat for animal and bird life alike.  There are Badger sets, Fox holes, Deer and a wide variety of bird life 
including Kingfisher, Buzzard and Kestrels etc. Any development would drastically reduce wildlife numbers in a time when we are 
encouraged to have more areas suitable for encouraging wildlife into our land. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Re the proposal to develop green space and farming land into housing estates,  firstly you should develop existing brown field 
sites,  many exist in Trowbridge.  Secondly there is a need retain our farm land so that we can grow more here and import less.  
More specifically where is the requirement for more housing coming from?  Surely we have enough housing in the area, Paxcroft 
Mead  is still being developed.  
One immediate concern is traffic from the King's Arms roundabout to Staverton bridge,  which in rush hour is queued all the way 
through.  The other main concern is the flooding which will be greater with more housing and associated hard landscaping. The 
river Avon is very prone to flooding.  
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



We don’t want extra traffic noise, nor do we want the extra pollution from cars, we live in a beautiful area with a wide range of wild 
life. How is Staverton and Hilperton going to cope with hundreds and hundreds of vehicles using  Marsh road, horse road and 
also thought the village. You will be building on a flood plain, would you buy a house on ground that always floods, no I doubt if 
you would, so why build there. Stavertons road is not man enough to cope with more and more traffic at peak times and nor is the 
village. We don’t need houses we need a bypass for staverton. Hilperton is a small village and so is Staverton so let it stay that. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Disapproval  



I would like to register my disgust and disapproval for this ill conceived plan for the above location. My reasons are as follow  
1.  It it on on farmland outside the village boundary area 2.  the extra traffic generated will be enormous, and Hilperton Village will 
be overrun even though the new road was built to avoid this 3. it is bad enough getting through Staverton now, it will be a 
constant traffic jam 4. new schools, and nurseries will make traffic even more dense and clogged 5. The road floods regularly 
now. This will cause even more chaos. 
I cannot stress forcefully enough that this is not a viable plan, and register my strong objection to the whole idea. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



It has come to my attention that there is a proposed 2600 house ,1 secondary school,2 primary school and 2 nurseries on open 
farmland from Staverton and Hilperton village. I would like to send my objections to this matter. 
The impact of the extra traffic will add to the already existing congestion at Staverton bridge and traffic going through Hill Street 
and Marsh road. It's not been that long since  heavy goods vehicles stopped coming through now the bypass is complete. I fear 
this will convert back and the bypass rendered useless waste of tax payers money. 
As it is Hill street and Marsh road are already dangerous with cars exceeding the speed limit and night racing via bypass. 
With the plan for more schools will only exasperate the traffic situation and danger's. The congestion on all roads adjacent to the 
King's arms roundabout. 
The development will inevitably lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes at times every winter. 
I can verify that the entrance of Newleaze road flood's regularly to the point of homes doors of mine and fellow neighbour's 
home's. Meaning our homes will be a risk of actually flooding. 
With the epidemic we have and are going through I feel many residence would of been at a worse mental health state if not for 
our unique walks long the canal. Losing our peaceful appeal and friendly appeal. 
How much of the habitat and animals will be lost for ever an environmental disaster . 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
How much of the habitat and animals will be lost for ever an environmental disaster . 
Build on land already waste land there are other options like  Bowyer's site. 
What sold my house to me was the gorgeous view we are lucky to have, and told this will never be built on as it is green belt land 
. 
 

 



TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P245 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
We wish to object most strongly to this proposed development, for the following reasons: 
1.    The whole development is outside the Village settlement Boundary set by the Council. 
2.    The considerable extra traffic that this will generate will add to the already heavy existing congestion on nearby roads and 
        especially at the Staverton bridge traffic lights and approaches thereto. 
3.    It will also put traffic back through Hilperton; which the Gap bypass was built to avoid. 
4.    There has been a considerable expansion of Hilperton in recent years with development in the Devizes Road ongoing .  In 
       addition there is a site in Church Street about to be developed. 
5.    We also believe that Countryside Charity, CPRE, is preparing to submit evidence to show the number of houses proposed 
       under Wiltshire Local Plan is a serious over estimation, as the County delivered 140 per cent of its targets between 2017/18 
       and 2019/2020.  Therefore this development is not needed. 
In conclusion, the proposed development will not only be a loss of useful agricultural land that is partly used for recreational and 
exercise purposes, but will grossly over extend the present village environment with little benefit to the existing community. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I am not qualified to comment on the scale of growth.  
However it is important that Brownfield sites are used to accommodate need before greenfield sites are considered. 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Brownfield sites must be used up first, then areas which are already well served by existing road networks 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
In respect of Hilperton (which includes Hilperton Marsh), the greenfield sites proposed are not at all appropriate due to a number 
of key issues as follows: 
o The whole development is on open farmland outside the Village Settlement Boundary (set by the Council themselves as 
recently as Feb 2020 in The Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan) 
o The impact of the extra traffic would add to the already existing congestion at the Staverton bridge traffic lights 
o The plans include 1 Secondary School, 2 Primary Schools and 2 Nurseries each of which would add even more traffic 
o Would lead to severe congestion on all roads adjacent to the King’s Arms roundabout (where the main access to the 
proposed site is planned) 
o An additional access point from Hill Street would also put traffic back through Hilperton Village – the very thing the Gap 
Road was built to ease 
o The development would inevitably lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes the road 
completely at times 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The land outside the village boundary should not be even considered to be built on 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Look for land adjacent to existing highway networks such as Paxcroft and Leapgate 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 



 

 
It is not feasible to improve the highway infrastructure on roads to the west of Site 5 which is the main route westwards towards 
Bath and Bristol 
 

 
Further comments 
 

It is regrettable that the Council has conducted this consultation during lockdown which has prevented circulation of this matter to 
local residents. Many are not aware and will not respond. 
It appears that WC have failed to comply with The Local Government Association “New Conversations- LGA Guide to 
Engagement” which sets out how local communities should be consulted particularly so during this current period of lockdown. 
The Council appear to have ignored every previous study and report which clearly states that the Settlement Boundary of 
Hilperton Village (which includes Hilperton Marsh) should be retained. 
By proposing to allocate land outside the Settlement Boundary, the Council is proposing a flagrant abuse of the very principle 
often used to refuse planning applications 
Central Government encourages Local Authorities to engage with Town and Parish Councils in the preparation of Local Plans 
and Neighbourhood Plans should be used wherever they have been developed. Hilperton Parish Council has developed such a 
plan for Hilperton Village which has been adopted in the Autumn of 2018 and has full planning status. 
Hilperton has always been a Village in its own right (listed in the Doomsday Book) and is NOT part of the Town of Trowbridge 
and should not be considered a location to expand the Town. 
The Council has specifically referred to Hilperton as one of the large Villages surrounding Trowbridge that should have its 
Settlement Boundary retained. 
Hilperton Marsh is an integral part of Hilperton Village as designated in the Settlement Boundary Plan included in The 
Neighbourhood development Plan and endorsed by Wiltshire Council February 2020. 
Source Documents:  
Wiltshire Council Strategic Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment 
Methodology August 2017 
2.5 It is important to note that whilst the SHELAA identifies potential sites, it does not allocate them for development or add 
weight to the site for the purpose of decision making on a planning application. The allocation of future sites for development will 
only take place through statutory plan processes (e.g. Local Plan, neighbourhood plans) which undergo public consultation and 
examination. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
To local plan review, 
It has come to my attention that there is a proposed 2600 house ,1 secondary school,2 primary school and 2 nurseries on open 
farmland from staverton and Hilperton village. 
I would like to send my objections to this matter. 
The impact of the extra traffic will add to the already existing congestion at staverton bridge and traffic going through Hill 
Streetand Marsh road. It's not been that long since  heavy goods vehicles stopped coming through now the bypass is complete. I 
fear this will convert back and the bypass rendered useless waste of tax payers money. 
As it is Hill street and Marsh road are already dangerous with cars exceeding the speed limit and night racing via bypass. 
With the plan for more schools will only exasperate the traffic situation and danger's. The congestion on all roads adjacent to the 
King's arms roundabout. 
The development will inevitably lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes at times every winter. 



I can varify that the entrance of Newleaze road flood's regularly to the point of homes doors of mine and fello neighbour's home's. 
Meaning our homes will be a risk of actually flooding . 
With the epidemic we have and are going through I feel many residence would of been at a worse mental health state if not for 
our unique walks and canal. Losing our peaceful appeal and friendly appeal. 
How much of the habitat and animals will be lost for ever an environmental disaster . 
Build on land already waste land there are other options. 
What sold my house to me was the gorgeous view we are lucky to have, and told this will never be built on as it is green belt land 
. 
Now I fear floods and house price loss, congestion, mental health loss and congestion  emissions. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

I am very concerned to have been handed a paper today with a map of proposed area for housing development in 
Hilperton/Staverton. 
The green area to potentially be developed is extensive and would have a huge impact on all residents of Hilperton and 
Staverton. Already there has been a massive development of housing & schools over the last 20 years at this end of town 
reducing the green spaces for residents substantially and impacting natural habitats. 
- Staverton bridge traffic lights and the roads approaching are already congested at peak times of day with morning queue’s back 
to the Consortium 
- the gap road was built to ease traffic through Hilperton. This development will inevitably put traffic back through the village  
- the addition of 3 schools & 2 nurseries will add even more traffic to the area 
- the development is outside the Village Settlement Boundary which was set by the council themselves very recently) 
- regular flooding at Staverton will mean more traffic directed through Hilperton & town centre 
- the area is called Hilperton Marsh for a reason, if you are a regular walker around the local countryside (like me) you will know 
that these fields are often very boggy & muddy. Adding a huge development like this will only increase the problem of flooding 
This is the first we have heard of these plans & objection window closes tomorrow. I am concerned that many residents of 
Hilperton & Staverton will not have the opportunity to respond because of lack of knowledge. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I strongly object to your proposed building of 2600 houses from Staverton to Hilperton Village. 
• I am outraged you are planning on building on open farmland. I moved to Hilperton to be away from Trowbridge Centre as 
Hilperton is quiet, calm, open and green and the crime rate is low. If you build 2600 houses, 3 schools and 2 nurseries it will no 
longer be quiet, calm, open and green- instead it will be noisy, congested, the nice walks I go on with family will be destroyed and 
where there is more people there will be more crime. 
•You wanted to increase the size of Trowbridge within the trowbridge settlement boundary, however this is open farmland and 
outside of the settlement area, therefore this it is an ill conceived idea and goes against your plan so it does not make sense. 
•The impact on traffic will be disastrous both at Staverton village traffic lights and Elizabeth way bypass, which was built to help 
relieve traffic. The schools and nurseries will add a heaving amount of traffic thus ruining the bypass concept and creating traffic 
build ups by all roundabouts and on road parking will increase, it we be awful, congested, constantly noisy and far more polluted. 



•Hilperton Marsh is marshland which is needed to soak up flooding. Building on this open farmland will be disastrous as there will 
be no land to soak up the flooding, therefore, if you build houses on it they will be likely to flood, therefore people will not want to 
buy or rent houses there and the Council will have wasted tax payers money.  
• As it is Staverton always floods as does wyke road, and more houses will only exacerbate flooding everywhere and across the 
causeway. 
•I absolutely object to your planning of building 2600 houses and strongly urge you to rethink this and come up with an 
appropriate plan elsewhere as this is and ill conceived idea, it will destroy habitats and picturesque walks- it is not in the best 
interest of the people who live in Hilperton and Staverton and it wont be in the best interest of Wiltshire council if the press get 
involved, I imagine this will be inevitable as people feel very strongly about this. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P250 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I think the scale of growth is excessive. It would destroy the very nature of Hilperton as a village. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
No, these are not the right priorities.  
I think priority should be put into regenerating the town centre with shops/business premises which stores/proprietors are able to 
rent affordably.  
This proposal priorities income for the council and construction companies with no regard for the quality of life and happiness of 
current residents in Hilperton. There is nothing proposed that would be beneficial to me or my family 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  We have already seen the large scale developments of Castlemead / Leap Gate which was green space and also the 
Southview Park development.  Part of the attraction of living in Hilperton is having green space on the doorstep.  Had we not 
wanted this we would like live more centrally. We relocated to Hilperton to benefit from the access to greenspaces. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Insurmountable increase in traffic, pollution from extra homes and the noise and disruption on our doorstep whilst any 
development is built.  Devizes Road has already suffered with the building of Centenary Close and the ongoing Ashford Homes 
development next to Grangeside; lorries trundling down the road, creating potholes, and cars parked on the road 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The land behind one of the areas which is identified is Hilperton Marsh and prone to flooding, the clue is in the name. I don’t 
believe that this would be best placed for building on. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
There is so much wildlife in the fields behind us at Devizes Road all of this would be destroyed. The current wildlife include Red 
Kites, Green Woodpeckers, rabbits, foxes and badgers and deer. 
The most immediate areas in close proximity to my property are marked as medium density, this is hugely undesirable. 



 

 
Further comments 
 

 
You are trying to encourage people to walk and cycle more and keep their cars at home yet by building more houses, means 
more roads and more congestion and pollution. Further negative impacts to consider would include noise pollution for the 
increased proportion of the population who are now working from home, both during the extensive construction phase and 
beyond. General reduction in the quality of life for the existing residents.  
This proposal is incredibly upsetting, even our children (those who are old enough to understand 10 & 7 years old – the future of 
Trowbridge and are those who will be affected longer term by this excessive development) simply asked why? And were very sad 
when we told them about the impacts on the wildlife and the view from their bedroom windows especially. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P251 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I think the scale of growth is excessive. It would destroy the very nature of Hilperton as a village. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
No, these are not the right priorities.  
I think priority should be put into regenerating the town centre with shops/business premises which stores/proprietors are able to 
rent affordably.  
This proposal priorities income for the council and construction companies with no regard for the quality of life and happiness of 
current residents in Hilperton. There is nothing proposed that would be beneficial to me or my family 



 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  We have already seen the large scale developments of Castlemead / Leap Gate which was green space and also the 
Southview Park development.  Part of the attraction of living in Hilperton is having green space on the doorstep.  Had we not 
wanted this we would like live more centrally. We relocated to Hilperton to benefit from the access to greenspaces. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Insurmountable increase in traffic, pollution from extra homes and the noise and disruption on our doorstep whilst any 
development is built.  Devizes Road has already suffered with the building of Centenary Close and the ongoing Ashford Homes 
development next to Grangeside; lorries trundling down the road, creating potholes, and cars parked on the road. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The land behind one of the areas which is identified is Hilperton Marsh and prone to flooding, the clue is in the name. I don’t 
believe that this would be best placed for building on. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
There is so much wildlife in the fields behind us at Devizes Road all of this would be destroyed. The current wildlife include Red 
Kites, Green Woodpeckers, rabbits, foxes and badgers and deer. 
The most immediate areas in close proximity to my property are marked as medium density, this is hugely undesirable. 



 

 
Further comments 
 

 
You are trying to encourage people to walk and cycle more and keep their cars at home yet by building more houses, means 
more roads and more congestion and pollution. Further negative impacts to consider would include noise pollution for the 
increased proportion of the population who are now working from home, both during the extensive construction phase and 
beyond. General reduction in the quality of life for the existing residents. This proposal is incredibly upsetting and is already 
having an impact on my mental health and quality of life. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

There are three principle points to raise, these are:- 
 1.    The presence of a significant number of bats in the trees of our properties. 
2.    The loss of amenity for most  of the residents in Hilperton if a development of the size planned goes ahead. 
3.    The complete change, it would not be putting it too high to say destruction, of character of what is currently a small semi rural 
village on the outskirts of  but separate from Trowbridge. 
1.    Bats 
During the whole of the period of our residence here, which at 15 years is a significant period of time we have been aware that 
bats have been resident in a number of the numerous trees on our property. We have extensive gardens and grounds on which 
there are many dozens of trees of numerous  varieties. 
At dusk in the summer months, they are very visible in fact too numerous for us to count. Of course, while they may actually live 
on our property which is abundant in trees where bats like to hang out it is established that bats also need a landscape of a 
permanent pasture and an abundance of tall bushy hedges and with the adjoining farmland that is exactly what they have here. 
Bats forage by hawking low over pasture feeding on insects. 
Therefore, if the pasture abutting our rear gardens is given over to housing the effect will inevitably be the loss of this important 
and it seems unknown, save to us, Bat colony in and around our property. 
No one I am surprised from the council has consulted us or sought access to our land to ascertain the bat situation. Whilst the 
area may not be within the Trowbridge Bat Mitigation Strategy (TBMS) red zone perhaps it should be, given the significant 
quantity of bats. Since bat conservation is a strategic priority set out in the Draft plan so as to protect and enhance bat habitats 
around the town, you need to be aware of the significant  number of bats at our property which have been there for at least the 



last 15 years and probably much longer. The effect of the proposed back land development at this location far from protecting 
and enhancing this significant colony of bats who will then be deprived of the essential  permanent pasture on which they depend 
will likely be the reverse and thus will eventually disappear from this location. 
2.    Loss of amenity 
Whaddon Lane, the land surrounding, and numerous footpaths as well as Marsh Farm and the numerous footpaths across and 
around it are  very well used by the local residents for a wide range of recreation such as  running , walking, dog walking, cycling 
and horse riding  (indeed there are stables at  Marsh farm and at various locations on Wharton Lane)  all of which will inevitably 
be lost.  
This is of considerable value to and well used by pretty much the whole community. Once gone this amenity will be lost forever. It 
does not seem any or at least  no proper consideration has been given in the criteria for this important loss of amenity in selecting 
the land in question in the draft plan. 
3.    The complete change of character in the villages of Hilperton and Staverton. 
Listed in the considerations of “significant environmental factors ”  is the existence of the ‘Hilperton Gap‘ and quite rightly so in 
order to separate the settlement of  Hilperton from “the Trowbridge urban area in order to sustain the separate identity of the 
village”. 
It is completely pointless to recognise this and then proceed to propose a development of over 2500 houses. I am not sure 
because time has not permitted me to check but it seems likely this will roughly double the size of the settlement. That it is 
deemed important to preserve the identity of Hilperton by maintaining the ‘gap’ is laudable but the identity of Hilperton simply 
cannot be maintained if its size is effectively doubled or anything approaching. We have to say we could not disagree more with 
the statement on “644 land off Hill Street”  ‘the site has prominent views from Hill Street…..  however such impact would be 
capable of mitigation’. That is plane nonsense . The view would disappear forever. No meaningful mitigation is possible. The 
attractive adjoining pasture land places an old and historic village with an important conservation area and many listed buildings 
in its context and gives the village its character and semi-rural feel. A development of the size proposed would be nothing short of 
annihilation of the Village’s current character. The village would be completely swallowed up in a huge urban development.  
 It appears those responsible for the draft plan are in truth just giving an appearance of giving proper consideration to all the 
factors but are actually just paying lip service and nothing more to Hilperton and can have no wish or intention of truly  preserving 
its character. 
The character and semi rural nature of Hilperton will quite simply be destroyed if this plan is adopted. Some small-scale 
development could certainly take place both within and  surrounding the village without destroying its essential character but 
nothing approaching  the scale proposed. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I would like to show my objection to this proposal of 2600 houses being built on the land between Staverton to Hilperton as the 
land that has been selected is outside theVillage settlement area that you’re self’s set feb 2020, As a tax payer of Trowbridge I do 
wonder what the council actually do it seems that you are only interested in what land can we build on next ok we may need 
housing but before houses would it be more beneficial to try to attract more business to the areas. Even the so-called county 
town centre is shabby and run down so why don’t you concentrate on what the people of Trowbridge want not additional houses 
that are going to cause more traffic problems and more congestion. With the proposed houses there will be a extra 5000 vehicles 
in the area so I cannot sea you proposed extra roads or bypasses as it is a nightmare trying to drive through the town now . With 
the extra planned houses there will be a big environmental impact on the area as they will be built on existing flood plains,and 
also what about the pollution that the extra traffic spew out,also I read that wilts council is building more houses than it needs so 
why would we need more and more houses in this area. So it seems to me that wilts council should put the County Town in order 
before the need for unnecessary housing. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

I am writing to register my strong objection to the following being put in the local plan: 2,600 houses near Staverton and Hilperton 
village. The whole development is on open farmland/Greenfield outside the village settlement boundary set by the Council as 
recently as February 2020. Along with this the road infrastructure structure is completely inappropriate and would not be 
amenable for anymore houses in this area. This is shown by necessity of a gap road being made recently to relieve Hilperton 
village of congestion. As well as this the one secondary school, two primary schools and two nursery’s will increase traffic in 
addition to just the residents. At the other end, Staverton bridge there is already commonly a congestion of traffic without any 
extra houses. This is exacerbated when it floods, causing problems locally and in Bradford-on-Avon, Melksham and Holt. This 
flooding would increase significantly if the surrounding fields were built on as the would be large amounts of run of into the river 
that already commonly floods. The Area’s being proposed for development are home to or adjacent to several types of red listed 
wildlife including; bats, kingfishers, dormouse and water voles, these need serious protection and any building nearby will both 
damage and destroy there habitats and there by lowering their already very low population. On a final note it has become very 
evident within the last year how having green spaces and access to them is vital to one’s mental and physical health. This would 
be lost as that area would be built on. In every way this is an inappropriate proposal to even consider include in the local plan. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P255 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

Please find below my comments and views in relation to the above subject. 
As I understand, you are looking for comments on the preferred option I would like to make the following points: 
• One of my key concerns with the size of the proposed development at sites 4 & 5 will be the inevitable increase in traffic.  
Undoubtedly some of this will go through hilperton village, it was only recently as you are very well aware that the dangerous 
congestion through the centre of the village was eased with the opening of Elizabeth way.   Also congestion in and round 
staverton bridge is already severe, particularly at rush hour; again this would only be exacerbated if the development was 
approved. 
I must say that as someone who (pre-COVID) used the causeway on a daily basis to commute to work, I must strongly challenge 
the Council’s view that the proposed development of sites 4 or 5 would not lead to significant harmful effects on the local 
highway. Development of site 6 would give all the advantages the Council is looking for while avoiding the natural pinch points in 
the existing road network (heading west) at the canal and river crossings. 
• A further concern is the flooding which occurs around the causeway in staverton.  Once the proposed area has been built 
on, surface runoff will only increase and therefore likely to add to the already problematic flooding of the land around the  
causeway in staverton.  This will lead to more instances when the road is closed and causing further traffic problems. 
Therefore I believe that site 6 is the better option for development to the north of Trowbridge, if indeed this has to occur at all. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
I wish to register my objection to the proposal to build 2,600 houses on open farmland at Marsh Farm, Hilperton. 
My observations and objections are as follows. 
As a resident of Horse Road, I am concerned about the impact of such a large development in this area. There is already 
significant pressure on the roads at Staverton and the volume of traffic migrating to and from Bath and Bradford on Avon uses 
narrow lanes and a bridge that was never created to manage such high levels of traffic. 
The bypass was built to ease the traffic problem through the village of Hilperton but this new proposal would re-introduce that 
problem and also increase traffic on the by pass and in Horse Road and all areas surrounding Marsh Farm. Not only would this 
lead to an increase in congestion but also to an increase in noise and traffic pollution. 
I bought my house in the full knowledge that it borders the Hilperton bypass. If 2,600 houses are built at the other end of the road, 
at Marsh Farm, the traffic on both routes is likely to increase significantly and will have a serious impact on my quality of life and 
the quality of life of all the residents in this area. 
I walk down the main road from the King's Arms roundabout every day. The pollution from traffic can be tasted and smelt on the 
air even in this time of national lockdown. With 2,600 more houses, and potentially each house owning at least one car, this is 
going to have a huge effect on air quality, noise and congestion.  
The character of the area is rural. It is also a conservation area. I am not permitted to even build a shed in my front garden so 
that the aspect of the area is preserved. So how can building 2,600 houses be in keeping with the same ambition? 



Creating a housing development on this open farmland will completely change the character  of the area and and take away the 
essence of what Hilperton and Staverton are: rural villages. The villages are largely defined and appreciated for their wide open 
green spaces and countryside aspects. The area proposed is vast and contains ancient trees, established hedgerows and a wide 
foraging area for many species of wildlife who live there including deer, foxes, hedgehogs, and badgers. At a time when our 
insect and bee populations are under serious threat from human development and impact, this is not a proposal in keeping with 
the move towards environmental preservation 
The proposed area is prone to flooding. The road at Staverton frequently has to be closed due to rises in the water level of the 
local river and this is not just confined to the winter months. Building on land which helps to absorb this excess will put other land 
at risk of flooding as there will be nowhere for the water to drain. Marsh Farm and Hilperton Marsh, as their names suggest, have 
foundations in marsh land. Building on flood plains and marsh land can have severe consequences for both now and the future in 
these times of unpredictable climate change with the likelihood of increased rainfall and exteme weather events occurring 
throughout the year. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The proposal is outside the Village Settlement Boundary, defined by Wiltshire Council as recently as February 2020. The purpose 
of such boundaries, as I understand it, is to provide a clear delineation between urban and the rural populations. What is the point 
of establishing legal boundaries if they are not to be acknowledged?  
The UK government will host the G7 summit on climate change in June. There is a strong commitment to becoming carbon 
neutral by 2025, to preserving the environment and protecting our precious green spaces.  This is a time when we are finally 
realising the importance of the environment and many reports have now recognised the important effect green spaces have on 
our  mental and physical health. The proposed area of Marsh Farm and its surrounds provides a wonderful area of green fields 
and hills and country lanes. It brings much delight to those who live here who walk, cycle and run through the area.  On most 
evenings, the air is alive with birdsong. It is a place of peace and quiet and refuge for many. Any development of this site will take 
away that local amenity. 
The proposed development is completely disproportionate in both size and nature with the existing character of the area which is 
wide open space dominated by farmland.  The effect on all aspects of the environment would be devastating. In my opinion, it is 
unnecessary to use green field sites for housing when there are so many brown field sites in need of development. There is an 
extensive brownfield site in the centre of Trowbridge (Bowyers) where 2,600 houses could be accommodated. This would 
enhance, rather than detract, from that area.   



Part of the site at Marsh Farm borders the Kennet and Avon canal which again supports and sustains a wide variety of birds and 
wildlife and their feeding grounds. It is also home to many boat dwellers who live on the water. The development would 
completely alter and change the way of life  they have chosen to live and the character of the canalside itself. The landscape 
surrounding Trowbridge has been recognised by the Council as having huge importance to the bat population of the area. The 
Trowbridge Bat Migration Strategy of February 2020 was produced to consider the impact of development in the Trowbridge area 
on the Bath and Bradford on Avon Bats Special Area of Conservation. According to the report produced by Johns Associates at 
that time, the landscape supports 14 of the 18 UK bat species including all four of the rarer species particularly in woodland to the 
east and south east of Trowbridge which support a large and “internationally signficant” breeding population of Bechstein's bats. 
The proposed site is on the Bradford on Avon side of Trowbridge with the Great Bradford Wood to the west of it. The report 
details how even small urban developments can have a devastating effect on the migratory and foraging habits of  bats including 
the effects of increased artifical light, human disturbance, the impact of waste, noise near the roosts and the loss of vegetation. 
Increased traffic and increased numbers of domestic animals can increase the risk of mortality to bats and have signficant 
impacts on their roosting, migratory and feeding habits. The report suggests that an increase in housing on the eastern side of 
Trowbridge has had an impact on the bat population in that area as increased numbers of people visits the woods. With a 
housing project planned for an incredibly wide area of countryside near to the area of Bradford on Avon, this is undoubtedly going 
to affect this protected species. 
I urge the Council not to develop Marsh Farm and the surrounding areas.. To do so will take away one of the most beautiful 
green areas we have in Wiltshire. You only have to take an afternoon stroll down Whaddon Lane and along the canal to Marsh 
Farm to appreciate what is at risk of being lost. I urge anyone in favour of this development to do that so that they can truly 
understand what is at stake. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Disapproval 
 I would like to register my disgust and disapproval for this ill conceived plan for the above location. My reasons are as follows:- 
1.  It it on on farmland outside the village boundary area  
2. The extra traffic generated will be enormous, and Hilperton Village will be overrun even though the new road was built to avoid 
this  
3. It’s bad enough getting through Staverton now, it will be a constant traffic jam  
4. New schools, and nurseries will make traffic even more dense and clogged  
5. The road floods regularly now. This will cause even more chaos!  
6. It is ridiculous. 
I cannot stress forcefully enough that this is not a viable plan, and register my strong objection to the whole idea 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
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If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
Trowb_P258 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Having seen the proposal for the Marsh Farm housing estate there are some questions that need to be asked. Does the plan 
take into account the flooding that already happens around this neighbourhood? I attach some photos of where the proposal 
looks cited to be. Are there going to be more amenities for the community and additional people such as doctors surgeries, 
dentists and  local shops?  
Are there any considerations for our wildlife such as deer, voles, bats and other hedge dwelling creatures? 
Where will all the extra traffic go if they are heading from Hilperton to Bradford or Bath? Over the Staverton bridge which is 
massively laboured already and half of the route floods and the road gets closed 
[see attachment Trowb_P258 for images] 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I’m raising my concerns about the proposed building on open farmland from Staverton to Hilperton. 
It’s outside the village settlement. 
The of impact on extra traffic locally leading to increased congestion at Staverton Bridge and the in suficient Safe road crossings 
around the B3106 a crossing point for many school children and families to access existing schools and facilities. 
Severe congestion’s are The Kings Arms. 
Increased flooding due to building on an area prone to flooding. 
Please also consider the centre of Trowbridge, which has many beautiful derelict buildings in need of development and 
regeneration around Tesco, Asda, Manvers Street and the heart of the town, which should be prioritised over extending the 
towns limits disregarding the centre.  
Thanks very much for your time and consideration. 
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no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am writing to object to the plans to build 2600 new homes from the Hilperton to Staverton area. 
The reasons for my objections are as follows; 
- Elizabeth way was built to relieve congestion in the village, the plans will put traffic back through the village as it will be used as 
a 'rat run'. 
- More open farmland will be lost which sits outside the village settlement boundary. 
- The plan for new schools and nurseries will also add even more traffic causing congestion at Staverton Bridge and the Kings 
Arms roundabout. 
- Flooding is already an issue in the area, the plans will lead to increased incidents. 
We don't want this, can you please rethink. 
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no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I must object to the proposed plans for housing for ‘North East Trowbridge’ as this, in reality, is a primarily a development of 
Hilperton Parish, plus a portion of Staverton. 
  
This is in total contradiction to your statement: 
  
“42. The character and function of Hilperton village will be maintained by open green space (as shown on concept plans). In 
particular separation will be maintained alongside the historic core of Hilperton village. A new spine road will direct traffic away 
from the village of Hilperton. This will help to preserve the separate and distinct character and setting of the village and maintain 
Hilperton’s own community facilities and community cohesion.” 
  
Hilperton is not just a village centre, it is thriving Parish. Your plans will remove the character of the parish, leaving the village 
centre surrounded and will destroy the distinct character, setting and community cohesion you pretend to preserve. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Concerning the proposed development of 2600 homes on open farmland from Staverton to Hilperton village on Marsh Farm. 
This is an environmental catastrophe in the making. This land can be seen to absorb huge volumes of water throughout the 
winter. The area between the railway and canal has been flooded all this past winter 2020-21. If this is built upon it will create 
flash run off of rainwater into the Avon river above the Staverton/Cereal Partners bridge and causeway. 
Increasing flooding in that area and downstream. Not because there is more rain but because it will arrive in the river sooner! 
The bridge over the Avon is already overwhelmed with traffic tailbacks at rush hours. These tailbacks can reach Staverton Marina 
at times and also the B3105/B3107 Crossroads and beyond. With 2600 houses will come at least 5200 cars. These cars will not 
be able to exit this new estate during rush hour traffic without significant delays and if the bridge/causeway is flooded some of 
these vehicles are then going to have to go through the already gridlocked Trowbridge town centre. Oh BOA flooded too? 
Placing this estate in this area is a bad idea. Would it not be more sensible to allow the expansion of the Solar Energy installation 
already on the same farm, in so helping the environment, not increasing the flooding risks in the area and allowing the landowner 
[NAME REDACTED] to still make the profits he seeks. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



Most importantly of all to us,  we (my wife and I) also object to the results of your spatial study and the way the maps have been 
drawn. The plan embraces part of our property including the House, Stable, and Barn area but at the same time excludes the 
land which we rely on for the viability of our property. This separates (10 acres) of land from the house and buildings. What are 
we meant to do with 10 acres with absolutely no facilities with which to take care of animals? 
Secondly, for as long we have lived here, It has been virtually impossible to get Planning Permission from Wiltshire Council for 
any type of building (other than Temporary) with one exception that I am aware of. How has this changed overnight? 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
During that time we have seen Whaddon Lane being used by walkers, runners, and cyclists on a regular basis by the residents of 
Hilperton and the further local population. Whaddon Lane is an essential part of Hilperton. Last Sunday (Feb 28th) without 
counting, we saw between 200 and 400 people walking, jogging, or running individually, in pairs and family groups. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

A member of Wiltshire Council Spatial Planning, Toby Sturgis is on record as saying that this county has built more houses in the 
past three years than were needed. Does the Council know it's numbers? Anecdotally, there is one story where your plan 
indicates that one of your proposed roads seems to be running through the middle of a house (which has been built within the 
past three years. How up to date are the maps you are using? 
One could surmise from this that not too much thought has been put into the plan to date. 
We urge you to revisit your plan and come up with something that embraces the above objections.  
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



Regarding the recent notification I have received about the proposed 2,600 houses on open farm land between Hilperton and 
Staverton I would like to register my objection on the grounds of the following. 
1 The massive traffic congestion that will incur especially at Staverton bridge, through 2 villages. 
2. The area opposite New Terrace Staverton is a flood plain and has currently been under water for months. 
3. The likelyhood of greater flooding incidents of the causeway at Staverton is key. 
4. Traffic going back up through Hilperton village and not the nearly new Elizabeth Way. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
This was brought to our attention by a leaflet in front door Objection We object to this proposal  
Reasons 
2,600 houses plus schools etc 
Outside settlement area 
 The bridge at Staverton will not support extra heavy traffic No suitable access Extra traffic through village Flood plains We have 
been informed Wiltshire has already built required quota of housing 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



It is difficult not to react with anything but incredulity at your proposal to build 2600 houses within the boundaries of Hilperton and 
Staverton. We have had Paxcroft Mead , you are allowing building in the Gap and the huge Ashton park development is yet to 
start. 
The development is on fields that have been waterlogged or indeed under water for much of this winter, this land once developed 
will no longer hold water in these quantities and it will instead drain into the Avon and l hope l do not need to remind you of the 
continued threat of flooding in Bradford on Avon . You have also removed yellow lines and created a weight restriction  in 
Hilperton  this has encouraged  on street parking but increased volumes of traffic will mean idling engines and higher emissions.  
These proposals completely  fly in the face of the Hilperton village design statement which only recently so many publicly  spirited 
people worked so hard on . What are these things worth if they are not respected by our councils . 
The government  has asked for us to value our enviroment and committed to planting millions of trees , l suspect this 
development will just mean the grubbing out of existing  hedges and at this very moment redwings and fieldfares are feeding in 
the fields as they head north , they certainly won't  be popping into peoples back gardens. I absolutely despair of what you are 
doing to our countryside. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

Finally and worryingly we only heard of this proposal via a leaflet drop by someone concerned at this proposal , if one person can 
manage to inform us why can't  the council do so or do you wish to push this through on the quiet  ,  you must learn to be more 
transparent. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I do not readily offer up my voice in objection very often, however, I feel I have to make an unprecedented objection to this 
development proposal. 
I am a resident of Hilperton Marsh and enjoy living here in Wiltshire as the area offers me a relaxing and tranquil feeling and easy 
access to the countryside. This proposal is going to remove all of that. 
You want to build 2600 homes, extra schools and nurseries. 
The extra people that such a development will bring may add to your coffers in the long term, but it will be detrimental to the 
countryside to the North East of Hilperton Marsh and will add horrendously to the congestion already experienced (pre-Covid) on 
Marsh Road, Canal Road, Hill Street in Hilperton and the roads leading into the Kings Arms roundabout. 
The Hilperton Relief Road (Elizabeth Way) will no longer serve its primary purpose, as there will be extra traffic going through 
Hilperton Village and along Horse Road. 
It makes no sense to not offer up any extra road infrastructure to serve these issues.  What is the point of a bypass that will no 
longer serve as a bypass? 
Additionally, due to more traffic there will be more pollution.  Is this what Wiltshire needs? 
The housing proposal infers that this is an extension of the Trowbridge settlement area.  At no point does this proposed area 
even come into contact with the Trowbridge settlement area, therefore by the very definition, this is a misnomer.  The boundary of 
Trowbridge ends on the South West side of Elizabeth Way.  This proposed development area is at least 500 yards away from this 
boundary.  If you're going to expand a town, why don't you expand the town?  Don't build what is essentially a completely new 
village in some other random spot that is nowhere near that town. 
I wouldn't even like to know what will happen in the event of prolonged heavy rain in the area.  Staverton and various other areas 
in and around Hilperton Marsh are prone to flooding.  By building on open land you remove the potential for that land to absorb 
the excess moisture in the ground.  If, by allowing this development to be built, you cause the surrounding areas to become more 
flooded than before, then you will receive an uproar from existing residents, who, potentially, may have to pay more for home 
insurance due to the increased risk of flooding.  I hope that if this proposal comes to fruition that you are expecting to receive 
many parties seeking litigation due to negligence by not addressing this issue.  I would start preparing a sizeable fund now to 
cover any compensation claims, if I was being prudent. 
In conclusion, I absolutely object to your proposal and suggest that you take notice of the meaning of what a town settlement 
boundary is actually for.  This proposal is in contradiction with the best interests of the people of Staverton, Hilperton Marsh and 
Hilperton. 
Wiltshire Council seem intent on destroying the very thing that makes Wiltshire attractive. 
I really hope you rethink this proposal. 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The open green spaces around the area offer residents room to breathe and the ability to get away from the hustle bustle of the 
town of Trowbridge.  Your proposal pertains to remove that and means that residents will have to travel further to get that feeling 
back. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

Key concerns 
The whole development is on open farmland ,outside the Village Settlement Boundary, set by the council in February 2020 . 
The Bridge over the canal is already on red alert. 
And a traffic problem  
The impact of extra traffic at the  Staverton bridge . 
The development will lead inevitably to increased incidents of flooding which closes the causeway completely at times. 
The plans include 1 secondary school ,2 primary schools ,2 nurseries each of which will add to even more traffic . 
The proposed access across the land adjacent to the kings arms ,will increase traffic through Staverton over the bridge on red 
alert . 
It will also put traffic  back through Hilperton ,the very thing Elizabeth Way was built to avoid . 
There is a lot of wildlife in the proposed development area .Deer .Badgers .Bats. 
The sound and pollution caused by the development would be massive . 
How would all these issues be addressed ?. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

We are writing to object to the plans to build houses on farmland in Hilperton. The quantity of houses and schools is excessive for 
such a small village and will fundamentally change the nature of the local area. Elizabeth Way was built to take traffic away from 
Hill Street and Marsh Road. This development will mean that all that traffic will return in order to access the houses and schools 
putting an intolerable strain on the village. The three schools and two nurseries will cater for many more children than this 
development will house, causing an increase of traffic from non-residents. 
This development is on open farmland that is outside the Village Settlement Boundary as set by Wiltshire Council as of Feb 2020 
in the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan. This suggests that this development is not required and would exceed the housing 
needs for the local area. 
Part of Hilperton that will be affected by this is a Conservation Area. We do not believe that the development will be built 
sympathetically with the existing village. 
The Staverton area is also subject to frequent flooding, resulting in road closures. The proposed development will almost 
certainly increase these incidents, causing more frequent disruption. 
We feel that this development is wrong for this local area. We see from the map showing the proposed development that it will 
join up to Paxcroft Mead and extend all the way to Staverton. This, along with the proposed development on the Trowbridge side 
of Elizabeth Way will mean that Hilperton will no longer exist in its current form. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The reasoning for over-provision of housing around Trowbridge is the necessity to provide enough pupils to make a secondary 
school viable. A secondary school site was allocated as part of the Ashton Park development, but this site is now recognised to 
be too small. 
A secondary school for somewhere on the eastern side of Trowbridge is overdue and long promised. However, the rationale 
behind the allocation of 2,000+ houses in Hilperton to achieve it is not explained. What other options, if any, have been 
considered? 
Brownfield targets are too easily bypassed by developers and, in the context of this Local Plan, seem to be largely irrelevant. 
Allocating large greenfield sites just makes them even more irrelevant. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 



achieved? 
 

 
i. You refer to housing to meet local needs but you then fail to define ‘local’. The scale of housing proposed exceeds the 
requirements of both Trowbridge and the surrounding villages. Housing to meet genuinely local needs would be supported by 
local communities as shown by the adoption of the Hilperton Neighbourhood Development Plan. 
ii – iv. The suggested benefits to Trowbridge town centre are non-existent. Large-scale building outside the town will not reduce 
traffic congestion but will have exactly the opposite effect. Or are you proposing that the ‘New Hilperton’ development will have a 
shopping centre, employment etc. to reduce car use? 
Priority ii. lists improving and extending local green infrastructure; there is no real evidence of this. Also, by drawing ‘residents 
towards the town centre.’ and ‘regenerating and repurposing the town centre’ you will effectively draw people through Hilperton 
village. The road infrastructure does not have the capacity to cope with the increase in traffic and the previous work to release the 
traffic tension through the village, including Elizabeth Way, will be completely reversed. 
Before developing the residential areas, the town centre infrastructure, job growth, and business investment (sub-para iii.) and 
transport (sub-para iv.) need to be addressed, otherwise the residents will simply go elsewhere. The town centre redevelopment 
of brownfield sites has failed to make best use of the available land that is prime for redevelopment. 
v. - 
vi. The reasoning for over-provision of housing around Trowbridge is that it’s necessary to provide enough pupils to make a 
secondary school viable. A secondary school site was allocated as part of the Ashton Park development, but this site is now 
recognised to be too small. 
vii. The use of phrases such as ‘as far as is reasonably practicable’ is an admission of defeat. The individual identities of the 
villages, which include Hilperton, should be respected without qualification. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. Existing allocations, including brownfield sites, should be built on first. The justification for allowing the built-up area of 
Trowbridge to leap-frog and absorb the village Hilperton is weak. The logic used to suggest environmental and other benefits in 
paras 27 – 31 is very hard to agree with. 
Paragraph 27 references ‘self-contained and sustainable new community’ and ’the need to protect the environment and integrity 
of existing communities’. The new Hilperton development is neither self-contained nor sustainable. Instead, it is purely an 



extension of Hilperton Village. There is insufficient local infrastructure, such as local shops, to support the development, therefore 
forcing residents to go further afield. This will increase the flow of traffic, which, when coupled with the development west of 
Elizabeth Way, will have a massive negative impact on the environment. Ultimately, these developments, bounding Hilperton, will 
cause a complete loss of integrity for Hilperton village. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The B3105 is inadequate for current traffic levels and would be overwhelmed by the proposed developments in Hilperton and 
Staverton. A new road system capable of carrying through traffic, replacing the B3105, would be needed. The bridge over the 
river at Staverton is already classed ‘red’ by WC Highways due to the volume of traffic using it. Para 30 does not take into 
account that the loss of so much greenfield site to the north east of Hilperton / Staverton will further increase the amount of run 
off during heavy rainfall, which will in turn cause even greater risk of flooding along the River Avon in the area north of Staverton. 
There are two main routes to exit the area to Bath; via the B3105 and via the outskirts of Melksham, both crossing the River 
Avon. Both routes are impassable following heavy rain. Insufficient thought has been given to the mobility corridors supporting 
traffic flow through Hilperton and Staverton. The Hill Street / Marsh Road area of Hilperton, supporting most of the main entry 
points to the new development, will be swamped and the B3105 simply will not cope with any further increase in traffic. This will 
increase the use of ‘rat runs’ through the residential areas and through the ‘old village’ areas - completely undermining previous 
initiative to overcome these issues. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Existing allocations, including brownfield sites, should be built on first. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 



n.a 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Housing needs: Your figures should be re-assessed and updated. As it stands, your plan is unsound. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P271 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
No one can deny there is a need for affordable housing, however given the speed at which Trowbridge has grown over the last 
15 years or so further development on the proposed scale runs the risk of overwhelming the town’s infrastructure and ability to 
provide suitable employment.  
Greenfield land is a precious resource from the point of view of biodiversity, but also in terms of our own quality of life - something 
which the last year has served to highlight - and should always be considered a last resort for building. 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



I think these are a good set of priorities.  I have concerns though, about how they will be honoured over the course of any major 
development.  I fear there is a danger that priorities such as improving green infrastructure and protecting the identities of 
individual villages may lose out to more economically driven priorities. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, I have significant concerns about development in particular on areas 4 & 5:   
a. The entire area proposed for development is on open farmland and outside the Village Settlement Boundary as set out as 
recently as Feb 2020 in The Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan. 
b. There is already traffic congestion at Staverton Bridge traffic lights, tailing all the way back onto Marsh Road at peak times. 
The addition of 2000+ homes, a Secondary School, 2 Primary Schools and 2 Nurseries connected to the rest of Trowbridge and 
out towards Bath by this same stretch of road would result in an unbearable traffic situation on all roads adjacent to the Kings 
Arms roundabout. 
c. Development of this area on such a scale will inevitably lead in increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which 
closes the road completely at times.  
d. I have particular personal concerns about drainage from plot 3541:  Our house backs onto this parcel of land and it holds an 
awful lot of water. As I write this there’s a pool of standing water in the field that has been there since January at least!  I’m 
incredibly concerned about the potential for flooding caused by development of this area, not least because there are questions 
about the capacity of local drainage systems. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
a. Sensitive development in relation to the existing community and the individual identity of Hilperton as a village, ensuring it 
isn’t swallowed whole by the addition of a small town. b. Flood prevention and proper drainage needs to be treated incredibly 
seriously, particularly at the Northwestern end of area, i.e HIlperton Marsh. c. Is there enough suitable employment within the 
development to allow some level of self-containment rather than a mass exodus every morning?  d. Traffic and transport.  
Proper consideration needs to be given to how people will move around. It is naive to assume that because there are lots of 



cycleways within the new development that people won’t use their cars. Despite the proposed development’s proximity to the 
railway line, access to Trowbridge station without a vehicle is poor.  Without careful consideration, this development has the very 
real potential to cause massive traffic problems. e. Making the area a pleasant place to live for both new and existing 
residents alike. f. Quality of Architecture. New homes need to be of forward thinking design and built with sustainability and 
environmental considerations as a guiding principal. g. The commitment to green infrastructure needs to be at the core of 
any development and not simply an afterthought. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Employment Land. The plan talks about creating a new community that is largely self sufficient. However, with a very small 
amount of land set aside in site 4 for employment, and the possibility of moving the businesses currently in Marsh Farm to that 
area, I don’t really see how that’s possible. 
Alternative road access to the new development taking traffic away from Hilperton and reducing reliance on the already 
congested and sometimes completely flooded causeway. 
 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Hilperton currently has a green, strongly rural character to it with pastureland and trees defining the setting of the village.  A 
character that the development priorities set out to preserve.  Building the equivalent of a small town on the pastureland setting - 
especially with very little buffer between old and new - doesn’t seem to me in keeping with this priority. 
I would argue that this development would have impacts upon its surroundings that would be difficult to make acceptable: 



a. visual impact that is unlikely to be successfully mitigated 
b. flood risk 
c. generate traffic that causes an unacceptable degree of harm in terms of worsening congestion 
d. represent an unacceptable urban development in a rural environment. 
Reading the site selection document, the process seems to have been somewhat inconsistent, if not flawed. 
In certain areas “There would be an impact on the rear garden views of the surrounding properties, which would need to be 
carefully managed.” (area 2093) whereas other areas, also with expansive countryside views, are given nothing like the same 
courtesy: “The main part of the site is tucked behind existing housing and is therefore not greatly exposed to views along Marsh 
road” (area 3134).  I’m frankly astounded that more attention should be paid to the experience of those passing through the area, 
or viewing it from outside, than to that of people actually living within the community. 
The greatest flaw though seems to be that each parcel is assessed singly for its potential impact on traffic, flood risk etc. and 
taken forward as a low impact option.  However the intention clearly visible throughout the assessment is to “combine this site 
with the surrounding sites”  The combination of multiple sites completely changes the context of the assessment, especially in 
relation to the impact of increased traffic. 
I’d also like to mention the complete lack of communication.  Considering the massive scale of the proposed new development, I 
would expect the council to make at least some effort to contact people in properties most likely to be affected, e.g. those that are 
directly adjoining proposed development sites, asking for comment.  As it was we heard about the consultation by word of mouth 
3 weeks before the closing date.   
The plans made available had annotation that was almost illegible both on screen and in hard copy; repeated requests had to be 
made for PDF plans that were actually possible to read properly.  Without actively engaging with the community or providing 
proper information, I wonder how the council expects to receive constructive comment during the consultation phase? 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
In the presentation titled ‘Consultation to inform the Wiltshire Local Plan Review’ dated January 2021 (presented by Georgina 
Clampitt-Dix), you requested feedback from residents on Wiltshire Development plans. This email provides comments on the 
plans and, in particular, the Sire 4 and Site 5 developments which are adjacent to Hilperton and Staverton. 
You have set out several ‘Place-shaping priorities’ within the presentation, including: 
 To deliver an appropriate mix, tenure and type of housing to meet local needs 
 Regenerating the town centre 
 Respect the individual identities of villages within the landscape setting of Trowbridge 
 To protect, improve and extend local green infrastructure 
I respond to each of these priorities in turn. 
Deliver housing to meet local needs 
In the document titled ‘Wiltshire Council LOCAL PLAN: Looking to the future’ – link below – you mention that 2,600 new homes 
are required to support long-term growth. 
2,100 of these new homes are being planned in Hilperton (site 5), with the remaining 500 being planned for Staverton (site 4). In 
my view, this is a disproportionally high amount of housing to plan in one area. 
I believe it would be more fair to plan different housing projects in different areas (i.e. spread 2,600 new homes over several 
housing projects in different areas). This would: 
 Reduce short and long-term disruption for residents in Hilperton and Staverton 



 Result in housing that is located in closer proximity to four main housing market areas in Wiltshire 
https://www.wiltshire.gov.uk/media/5652/Planning-for-Trowbridge/pdf/WLP_Principal_Settlement_Planning_for_Trowbridge__26-
01-2021_.pdf?m=637472733734070000 
Regenerating the Trowbridge Town Centre 
The centre of Trowbridge is extremely run down in certain areas. I agree that regeneration is necessary. If done correctly, this 
would take advantage of the existing beautiful architecture which is in Trowbridge. 
In the document titled ‘Wiltshire Council LOCAL PLAN: Looking to the future’, the Council suggests a total of 370 homes in 
Trowbridge on brownfield sites. I agree with this sentiment, but is there scope to convert more of Trowbridge for residential 
purposes? Large areas of the existing infrastructure are currently empty/ boarded up. 
This would regenerate the town centre and reduce the need to build on greenfield sites. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Respect the individual identities of villages within the landscape setting of Trowbridge and To protect, improve and extend local 
green infrastructure 
Hilperton is a historic village with a core within a designated conservation area. It has a historic parish church, a war memorial, 
historic stocks, water pump and an 18th century lock-up, several listed buildings and numerous trees with tree protection orders. 
The village includes multiple footpaths, public parks and allotments which the community uses actively. The village has 
agricultural importance with numerous farms located in and around Hilperton. 
As such, I was pleased to read in ‘Wiltshire Council LOCAL PLAN: Looking to the future’, that ‘in particular separation will be 
maintained alongside the historic core of Hilperton village. A new spine road will direct traffic away from the village of Hilperton. 
This will help to preserve the separate and distinct character and setting of the village and maintain Hilperton’s own community 
facilities and community cohesion.’ 
Having reviewed the plans, I can see that several steps have been taken to achieve this. This is encouraging but I believe the 
following suggestions are vital: 
 Commitment that the land between the historical core of Hilperton and the new development border will never receive be 
used of further building: 

 I was very concerned to read the sentence regarding the land on/ south of the allotments: 
o ‘Land currently not included in redline, but masterplan should be flexible to include. Future land use not known’ (see red 
bordered area in Figure A below) 



 This seems to contradict the stated objective of ‘separation will be maintained alongside the historical core of Hilperton 
village.’ 

 If the new development goes ahead, I think it is right for the council to commit to the land between the new development 
and the core of Hilperton village not being used for development in the future (this area is highlighted in the green bordered area 
in Figure A below) 
 Edge of the development area to be used for self-build projects: 

 A section of the perimeter on the new development (in blue bordered area in Figure A below) is planned to be used for 
residential (as indicated on the image by your yellow shading) 

 My suggestion is that the area in blue in the new development would also have self-build projects (as indicated on the 
image by your cross-hatch shading) 

 My suggestion is that this area is used for low density housing with strict conservation planning consents required 
 This would allow the new housing to be in keeping with the historical core of Hilperton 

 Whaddon lane to become a no through road with a cycle lane and bridle way: 
 This would help achieve the objective: ‘To protect, improve and extend local green infrastructure’ 
 Hilperton currently has an active cycling community and the equestrian trade is active in Hilperton and Staverton 
 Hilperton also has a bridal way from the church into its historical core, where horse riders currently continue down 

Whaddon Lane. Extending the bridal way down Whaddon Lane would allow this to continue 
 20 MPH zone extended throughout Hilperton: 

 There is currently a 20 MPH area leading from the Lion and Fiddle pub out of Hilperton (towards Devizes) 
 I would suggest extending this throughout the whole of Hilperton 
 This would lead to a safer environment for families, lower pollution and act as a deterrent against people using Hilperton 

as a ‘cut-through’ 
 This would help achieve the objective: ‘To protect, improve and extend local green infrastructure’ 

Figure A (extract of image on page 12 of ‘Wiltshire Council LOCAL PLAN: Looking to the future’):  
Thanks you for your time considering these suggestions. I am happy to discuss these further if useful. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Scale of growth is excessively high and should be significantly lower overall. Brownfield options should be exhausted before 
greenfield is considered. Proposed housing allocations across Wiltshire are far too high for a predominantly rural county with 
limited infrastructure. The volume of new housing being proposed is based on a flawed and out of date ‘standard’ method of 
calculation. Wiltshire’s housing projections are aligned to the Governments arbitrary and unsustainable target figure of 300,000 
new homes per annum. This level of new housing (300,000) is aspirational and has never been achieved by the Government. In 
fact, housing stock in the UK has only increased by c168, 000 per annum on average since 1996 (Institute for Global change 
2019). Developers will always apply the commercial rules of supply and demand. If fewer houses come onto the market, the 
higher the price and subsequently a higher return on investment. It is simply not in the developer’s financial interest to deliver 
300000 new homes per annum.  
Therefore, using the Government figure as a basis for local planning is a high-risk strategy. For example, Persimmons, who 
made £1b profit during the financial year to April 2018, have an appalling performance record in terms of housing delivery and 
quality. The approved developments at Ashton Park Trowbridge and at Salisbury are classic examples of non-delivery in 



Wiltshire. Both of these failures have impacted Wiltshire’s Five Year’s Housing Land Supply. Without the ability to impose 
penalties and fines for late or non-delivery, Wiltshire Council can expect repeat, repeat, repeat of this behaviour from developers 
going forward. The proposed Local Plan will be at serious risk of failure unless target figures are more realistic and sustainable. 
Southwick Parish Council is therefore concerned that the current housing target set for Wiltshire of 40,840 new homes (2042 
dpa) is far too high. However, we are even more taken aback by Wiltshire’s intention to increase the Governments figure by an 
additional 4790 homes (2281.5 dpa). The reasoning and justification behind increasing the government target figure is far from 
clear. Our assumption is that the move is political in nature. It is certainly not based on housing need in Wiltshire and the figure of 
4790 additional homes should be removed from the total housing figures being proposed. The Plan, as it stands, will have a 
massive impact on Localism and Neighbourhood Planning. As already stated, the real problem is the excessive housing targets 
given to Wiltshire, without considering the geography of the area or the existing level of services and infrastructure available. 
Southwick Council is completely against Wiltshire’s policy of imposing high housing allocations on large villages. Southwick 
Parish will be asked to deliver a net total of 77 new homes. The basis of how this figure has been derived is unclear. But the 
figure is far in excess of the level of new housing needed in Southwick and would not be considered as sustainable development 
under the National Planning Policy Framework.  
Communities across Wiltshire who have worked hard to produce their own Plans will consider their voluntary and public spirited 
efforts to have been a complete waste of time, energy and resource. This approach completely undermines the ethos of Localism 
and Neighbourhood Planning. Wiltshire’s approach may even be in breach of the Localism Act 2011. Sadly though, the proposed 
housing allocations in large villages are not the only threat to Neighbourhood Plans in Wiltshire. Due to Wiltshire Council’s 
inability to demonstrate a five-year land supply, Neighbourhood Plans will become vulnerable to challenge from volume 
developers when they are two years old 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
We would advise that a collective of Parish and Town Council’s have formed an alliance and WALPA is now attracting growing 
support from MP’s across Wiltshire. WALPA also has growing support from significant environmental organisations such as The 
Countryside Charity, CPRE. Southwick Parish Council believes that Wiltshire should be putting its people first and pushes back 
on the failed Government housing strategy. Southwick find it unacceptable that large villages are being asked to deliver a 
quantum of housing that is way in excess of levels determined via Localism and the Neighbourhood Planning process. Rather 
than increasing housing figures to unsustainable levels in areas that simply do not have the infrastructure in place to support it, 



we are respectfully requesting Wiltshire Council to provide assurances that Neighbourhood Plans will be honoured and receive 
full protections, especially as they become embedded into the Local Plan. 
Bringing employment to the area should be the number one priority.  
Sadly, the reports on economic and employment growth are out of date. 
Until current data are made available, showing how employment will be generated in the area, the allocation of addition housing 
should be constrained for at least the next 2-5 years.  
A meaningful appraisal can then be carried out to determine the priorities. 
Reducing the level of vehicle traffic on local roads and the need to commute out are also paramount. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
For the Trowbridge area, Wiltshire Council’s preferred area for volume development (2600 new homes) is on sites at Hilperton 
and Staverton, to the north and east of Trowbridge.  
We feel that this quantum of housing should be revised down, in alignment with a general reduction in the total number of new 
houses being proposed in the Plan. 
On a more positive note, we agree that access from these sites to established road networks (A350 and M4) is much easier from 
the north and east of Trowbridge. In this respect, Southwick Parish Council broadly supports the rationale for proposing these 
sites for future housing. It is just the volumes proposed as part of an excessive total volume of housing that we have an issue 
with. 
Our rationale is that there are very limited employment opportunities in and around Trowbridge, so workers have no option but to 
commute, sometimes significant distances. As stated above, sites to the north and east have easier and more direct access to 
the M4 corridor. 
However, we are concerned that Trowbridge Town Council has gone on record 
(https://www.wiltshiretimes.co.uk/news/18970835.housing-allocation-plan-trowbridge-no-longer-tenable/) to say that their 
preference is for volume housing to be located to the south and west of Trowbridge, in the villages of Southwick and North 
Bradley.  
Southwick Parish Council is totally opposed to Trowbridge Town Council’s proposal to build to the south and west of Trowbridge. 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
a) Infrastructure: The proposed developments to the north and east of Trowbridge are in locations accessible to the M4 and 
significant other vehicle carriageways/bypasses. Alternative, potential sites to the south and west are distanced away from this 
existing road infrastructure.   Villages such as Southwick, North Bradley and West Ashton already see high volumes of vehicle 
traffic, especially HGV’s, passing through their respective centers.   Traffic volumes using local roads in these villages will 
increase significantly when the c3000 new homes at Ashton Park Yarnbrook, come on-stream.   There is no guarantee that 
Persimmons will build a relief road to help support the new housing. Confidence is very low that the road will ever be built. £5m of 
public funding has just been withdrawn from the project as a result.  In a recent vehicle count of the traffic volumes passing 
through Southwick village on the A361, c4000 journeys are made per week by HGV’s alone.   This figure will no doubt increase 
with the advent of HS2 (cement slab works at Westbury), the Northacre Incinerator at Westbury and when the City of Bath Clean 
Air Zone scheme comes into force later this year.  In summary, the existing road infrastructure through the villages to the south 
and west of Trowbridge do not have capacity to cope with additional traffic volumes. Category C roads, not designed for HGV use 
(such as Wynsome Street and Bradley Road) are already being used as a default Trowbridge Town bypass. b) Employment:   
There are very limited local employment opportunities available to communities to the south and east of Trowbridge.   Attempts to 
generally attract large-scale employment to the Trowbridge area have all failed. In fact, Vodafone and Virgin Media have both 
closed their respective offices after a relatively short tenure at White Horse Business Park. The Consortium is also looking to 
move to a new location. The so-called retail regeneration of Trowbridge Town simply has not delivered the projected level of jobs 
promised.  Most employed residents in the Trowbridge area therefore have to commute out to larger cities and towns along the 
M4 corridor, including Bath, Bristol, Swindon Newbury Reading and London. All of which can be accessed by car or train.   This 
gives rise to increase traffic flows in the local area to the south and west, which the tiny roads are simply not equipped to deal 
with.   Traveling by car to the M4 corridor is infinitely easier and quicker from the north and east of Trowbridge, where suitable 
road networks exist. The A350 at Yarnbrook is the main artery to the M4 from Southwick, North Bradley and surrounding areas. 
Sadly, this road is already operating above its intended capacity. c) Flood Risk:         Much of the land around Trowbridge sits in 
the Clay Vale, with the Westbury Hills to the south. The clay substrate to the south and west gives rise to significant surface 
water issues and a plethora of type 2&3 flood zones in the local villages.   In addition, Bradford on Avon and Melksham regularly 
see significant fluvial flooding when the Avon floods, usually mid winter/early spring.   To a lesser degree, but still significant, the 
rivers Lambrook and Biss regularly flood at various points along their respective paths.   In summary, all of the above events are 
occurring with increased regularity, an outcome of Climate Change. This needs to be a factor when choosing new sites for 
volume developments. d) Education:  Even without building any more new homes, there simply are not enough schools in the 



Trowbridge area currently to meet future educational needs.  Existing schools are mostly located to the south and west and are 
full. More schools are planned as part of the c3000 new homes (Ashton Park) at Yarnbrook/West Ashton, but demand for school 
places in the south and west are already out-stripping future supply. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The existing concentration of schools to the south and west of Trowbridge already gives rise to increased traffic flows on local 
roads at peak times. 
e) Ecology and Biodiversity: 
The Trowbridge Bat Mitigation Strategy essentially halves the potential density of housing per hectare of land.  
The net area of Greenfield consumed would be doubled if development were planned to the south and west of Trowbridge. The 
cost of protecting rare and endangered species has become prohibitively expensive. The ongoing issues with the building the 
new road through West Ashton/Yarnbrook provides a classic example of this. Therefore, impact to natural habitat would almost 
certainly be assured, threatening endangered and rare species 
f) Village Settings and Coalescence: 
There is an overriding desire for the villages to the south and west of Trowbridge to retain their independent identities and not be 
consumed by the ambitions of Trowbridge Town. Southwick, North Bradley and West Ashton have already seen the significant 
loss of their respective boundaries, eroded as a result of Trowbridge ‘land grabs’. 
For Southwick, it is unacceptable that the building of 185 new homes on land at Southwick Court is to be allocated to Trowbridge. 
Southwick Parish Council does not support the building of these new homes on a site of historically significant importance.  
But if, as seems likely, this project is to go ahead, then the allocation of housing should be awarded to Southwick, not 
Trowbridge. 
g) Environmental Damage and Climate Change 
All of us are becoming more and more aware of the human footprint being left upon the environment and the adverse impacts 
this is having. 
To put this into context, the effects of Climate Change will dwarf the disastrous impacts of the Covid19 pandemic during future 
decades. 
Sadly, for every new house built, we humans put 50 tonnes of CO2 into the atmosphere (on average). 



If all the new homes in the Local Plan are delivered, Wiltshire Council will be responsible for pumping an additional 2,281,500 
tonnes of CO2 into the atmosphere by 2036.  
Nationally, in the unlikely event that all Government housing targets are met, this figure would increase to 15,000,000 tonnes of 
CO2 into the atmosphere. In reality though, it is more likely to be around 60% of this figure, due to non-delivery by developers. 
Then, in addition, for every new household created, there will be, on average, an additional three cars on the roads, most of 
which will pump carbon emissions into the atmosphere. 
Southwick Parish Council is concerned that the current draft Plan appears to have scant consideration in regard to Climate 
Change.                                        
Protecting the rural environment and taking pro-active measures to reduce Climate Change are justifiable reasons for Wiltshire 
Council to push back on the Governments excessively high and unsustainable housing targets. 
We feel that the best way to mitigate the impact on the environment is to keep house building based on local need. A Plan based 
on need, not aspirational targets, would be more sustainable. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Significant reduction in car usage. Elimination of HGV traffic through local villages 
 

 
Further comments 
 

In alignment with the National Policy Planning Framework, there are a number of good Brownfield sites in Trowbridge. For 
example, the derelict former Bowyers site that could create at least 350 new homes. In addition to this, the number of retail and 
commercial units likely to become vacant will only increase. These could be repurposed for housing. The Brownfield approach 
should be exhausted before consideration is given to building on virgin greenfield. 
Southwick Parish Council is concerned that the approach of this Local Plan is to consume greenfield only. It is not evident that 
consideration has been given to the development of long standing Brownfield sites.  
In this respect we would reference the ex-military site at Hulavington, Chippenham. There is sufficient land available on this 
Brownfield site to create an entirely new conurbation of c3000 homes or more. There are also good road links and established 
infrastructure available.  
This option should be fully explored and independently evaluated before the Local Plan is signed off. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



We are emailing you to register our very strong objections to Wiltshire Council’s Draft Local Plan 2016-36 in which you are 
currently proposing massive scheme/s for housebuilding  as well as school construction in the regions of Hilperton and Staverton.  
Our strongest objections are to the areas demarcated 86 & 87 of your draft proposals, i.e. Hilperton and Staverton.  
1.) Our house and garden backs right on to the areas (currently fields) that you are proposing will be built on. We overlook those 
fields and are therefore horrified that the whole aspect of our home, in its peaceful and rural setting, will be destroyed by what 
you are proposing. We have two disabled people living in our home, who (due to autism and serious mental health problems that 
involve self-harm and suicidal ideation) need peace and quiet and calm. We are not in a financial position to ever move from our 
current house and so your proposals will (due not only to the houses that will be built but the years of construction work noise, 
pollution, mess, damage and traffic that that will entail) cause immense long-term and probably lifelong distress and harm to 
those individuals. 
 2.) Undoubtedly, many other people living in these areas will be adversely affected in not dissimilar ways to what we have said at 
point 1 above. A lot of disabled, vulnerable and elderly people live in these peaceful rural village areas and do so specifically for 
the fact of the small and tranquil nature of the area and the feeling of a small, supportive village community. Indeed, there are a 
good number of care homes here.  
3.) House Prices in Hilperton village will be seriously adversely affected by what you are proposing. 
4.) Your proposals seem to be oblivious to the incredibly beautiful and special nature and aspect of Hilperton Village and its 
environs - cited in the Domesday Book, with beautiful architecture, historical buildings, canals and rivers, etc. We invite you to 
walk through and around Hilperton Village to see how special and beautiful it is and how important it is to preserve it. Most 
Councils would and should regard it and the local waterways as prizes to be protected - not effectively obliterated by a huge 
housebuilding scheme and the inevitable roads, traffic, noise and pollution that such construction would entail. 
5.) Your proposals would cause ecological destruction of insect, animal and bird habitats across a huge swathe of land and 
waterways.  
6.) The area is marshland. There is already flooding. Your proposed development will inevitably lead to increased incidents of 
flooding and stands a good chance of future flooding problems for homes, particularly as climate change increases the chances 
of future flooding in any event. 
7.) You recently went ahead with a bypass road which reduced traffic through the village. Your proposals will simply cause traffic 
(and associated noise and pollution) and severe congestion to the whole area, on a much worse and bigger scale than it ever 
was - ruining the special nature of the village, increasing air pollution and inevitably causing associated health/environmental 
problems for existing residents and wildlife. 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

I am writing to share my concerns about the proposal for 2600 homes to be built on the farm land in Hilperton and Staverton   
As a resident who lives at the end of Wyke Road by the mini roundabout at the kings Arms i am extremely concerned. 
Already the volume of traffic is incredibly high and as the lorries and vehicles go around the mini roundabout the house vibrates -
so the thought of more traffic is horrifying    
The congestion down by the traffic lights and the way it backs up to the Kings Arms roundabout  on a morning outside of 
lockdown is horrendous and I can't imagine how bad it will be if this planning went ahead    
I am unable to enjoy  peace in my garden as it backs right on to the roundabout and if this ends up as the main entrance point to 
an estate of houses I would end up not being able to go outside - the noise would be so much worse and that's not even talking 
about the extra pollution that we would be suffering from    
Our home has suffered flooding a few years ago and the thought of flooding being increased is of great concern to me as an 
elderly resident. 
I therefore am writing to strongly state my objection to this proposal to building on the farm land in this area     
I trust these and many other concerns from others will be taken seriously 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

I am writing to strongly object to the proposed building of 2600 houses on the farmland at Staverton and Hilperton Village 
We live at 81 Wyke Road - the last house on Wyke Road before the road is closed right by Kings Arms roundabout.   Already we 
have noted how there has been an increase of traffic building up from the traffic lights in Staverton up to the roundabout (pre-
lockdown).   Our home vibrates with the lorries and vehicles passing by and the pollution is increasing.  The thought of this then 
having the addition of all the lorries and trades in the building of these homes and schools etc, and then the traffic once it is built 
is horrifying.   
We have our elderly mother living with us and she loves being in the garden, however, this is now getting more challenging due 
to the noise of traffic, and the garden backs right on to the roundabout.   If building work starts it will cause such anxiety and 
trauma for her - and therefore make her and our lives so difficult.   We moved here to be able to give my parents a good level of 
quality of life for their final years.   
We have been aware of so much surface water near the roundabout - and on the fields and can only imagine the building on the 
land will increase the floods.     
We are deeply disturbed at the thought of this development - and trust that you will take seriously the concerns of the residents of 
this area. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I wish to raise strong objections to the Wiltshire Council consultation on Draft local Plan 2016-2036. 
Regarding proposals in respect of -Site selection report for Trowbridge. 
Ref:  Principal settlement planning for Trowbridge 26-01-2021 Fig 1 Stage 33 Sustainability appraisal map with preferred 
development site highlighted , Areas 4 ,5,6. 
1. The village of Hilperton will cease to exist as a separate rural community . Entirely surrounded by housing development & 
become a suburb. 
        I believe the local people of Hilperton & Trowbridge cannot accept this as reasonable proposal. 
        The Town council has previously supported surrounding villages to retain their individual identity. 
2. The Wiltshire council Draft local Plan 2016-2036  
The number of homes proposed seems unbalanced, does the number of Wiltshire people needing homes equate. Or are these 
homes for people wanting to move into this area ? 



        There are very few industrial employers in the local area , Most people commute to jobs away from this area causing huge 
traffic congestion issues. 
         Our area & infrastructure is not set up for a mass commute population. 
         The damage , congestion & pollution  reeked on our wildlife & countryside . As a direct consequence may destroy the very 
thing people seek.   
3. The road system in the area has already reached capacity , with heavy congestion in all directions at peak commute times 
pre Covid. 
        Traffic on the Trowbridge road daily backs up to Elizabeth way roundabout . Causing concern about air quality along this 
route.  
       Traffic on the Staverton road towards Bradford on Avon & Bath daily backs up past Wickes roundabout, causing concern 
about air quality along this route. 
        Flooding regularly closes the Staverton route as the increased building within the Avon Valley up stream, & the effects of 
global warming become more evident. 
        With serious repercussions for Bradford on Avon in the future.    
       Traffic backs up from Semington roundabout to Paxcroft farm roundabout, Causing concern about air quality along this route.     
        Additional traffic in the proposed area will add further congestion & pollution. 
4. Area 5. Is Good productive farmland in open Wiltshire countryside sweeping down to the Kennett & Avon Canal , the last 
remaining  area of extreme natural beauty around Hilperton. 
        It is an assault on common sense to consider changes to the totally natural Wiltshire scenery,.  
       This area is much loved and appreciated for its rural position reasonably  close to existing housing, especially in the recent 
Covid outbreak where walking can be enjoyed. 
        Wild life habitats are abundant in this area.  
        During the Covid epidemic we must better consider our environment & natural resources to support a more balanced 
lifestyle.    
         If this is developed its gone forever destroyed, never to be replaced.  
5. Flooding is already an issue in this area ,There are already many developments approved & proposed that will further 
affect the balance of water passing quickly, into the river Avon system.  
Threatening life & property in Bradford on Avon. 
6. There are many approved developments that have not been started as yet. 
The current headlong rush seem a dangerous splurge plan, Huge areas will change forever .  
Should we take into account the effect of these outstanding developments. 
Before charging blindly into a nightmare scenario where no one in their right mind would want to live anyway . 



Our resources are finite & should be in balance , organic well considered planning is needed to take advantage of future 
environmental advances   
7. As an observation, current planning applications are frighteningly large . Is there some financial gain in massing together 
applications to reduce the workload & cost? 
The idea of all village areas accepting small areas of organic development to retain character is much more acceptable . (But 
possibly more expensive?) 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Trowbridge Civic Society strongly supports the clearly considered views of Trowbridge Town Council, set out in the minutes of its 
Town Development Committee of Tuesday 23rd February 2021.  These can be viewed at210223-Town-Development-Minutes-
unapproved.pdf (trowbridge.gov.uk). 
The Society would add that these consultation documents were clearly compiled before the Covid 19 restrictions were 
introduced.  Few people could have predicted the duration of the restrictions and, even now, we are not certain of the end of the 
pandemic.  The regrettable loss of life that occurred must have affected the distribution and timescale of the country’s housing 
needs and the government should await the analysis of the Census to re-evaluate future housing needs.  The current planning 
activity is just guessing. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

Planning for Trowbridge and Trowbridge Site Selection in particular Areas 4 and 5.  
Whereas I understand the need for new housing to be provided, I do have grave concerns regarding your proposed plans for the 
open farmland between Staverton and Hilperton Village... 
1. The whole of the proposed development is on open farmland that is outside the Village Settlement Boundary that I understand 
was set the Council, themselves, barely a year ago.  
2. TRAFFIC: I don't know if any or how many traffic surveys have been conducted in this area or at what time of the day, but on a 
normal working day, pre Covid, the traffic between 7.30-9.00am is horrendous.  
The backlog from Staverton Bridge traffic lights tails back all the way over the humpback bridge, round the King's Arms 
roundabout, back down Hammond Way and I have seen it as far back as the Consortium.  
I live in Maxcroft Lane, opposite the King's Arms and can testify to almost daily delays. 
Road and traffic surveys need to be taken into account, provisions made and infrastructure put into place before any building is 
considered.  
3. Age of bridges: Both the humpback bridge over the canal and the Staverton River bridge are old and narrow and never 
designed for modern day traffic, let alone the potential increase of thousands of cars and lorries daily. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I agree entirely with Trowbridge Town Council’s assessment that the current proposals made by Wiltshire Council for excessive 
levels of development at Hilperton and Staverton are not in accordance with the Core Strategy, would be unsustainable and 
could damage the integrity of the town. 
We live down the road from the proposed developments, an area that we enjoy walking through. As new-ish residents of the 
area, we are keenly aware that its charms are under threat already by over-build plans, and given the amount of empty lots 
currently in Trowbridge itself—including the VAST plot of land where the former Bowyers Factory was sited—and many houses  
and properties standing empty and neglected, the amount of traffic, the unattractive growth of bland housing estates with no 
centres to them for children and socialising, there can be no justification for filling in any more green spaces. 
This area is attractive because of its transport links AND BECAUSE IT STILL HAS A COUNTRYSIDE FEEL. IF YOU DESTROY 
THAT YOU DESTROY THE TOWN, THE VILLAGE, 
THE AREA.  In other words, you will undermine the financial viability of the area as well as its cultural integrity. As a recent 
resident of the Adcroft ward, I am just getting up to speed with plans for the area. 



I oppose strongly the infilling of green spaces around HIlperton and Trowbridge. This plan and policy lacks vision  
and is less of a plan, and more of a housing allocation document. 
We need a coherent plan for the whole area: for one thing, how can it possibly be justified to fill in the remaining 
green field areas including Hilperton Gap when there are gaping areas within Trowbridge itself, ripe for development, the 
Bowyers site 
being the main example, but there are plenty of others. 
I will be contacting our MP about the urgent need to save the character of this area from thoughtless infill, 
which hand easy sites to lazy developers on a plate. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
We are writing to object strongly to the proposal to develop a new community to the North and East of Hilperton and Staverton 
within the parish boundaries. This scheme pays no attention to the needs of the communities and would unnecessarily damage 
the lives of many of the local residents and destroy the rural environment that surrounds the villages. It is portrayed as a 
development on Greenfield sites, but ignores existing   businesses, houses and environment that have evolved in the area being 
considered. It also poses a threat to the bio diversity and the heritage of this area and would and creates more traffic, congestion 
and pollution. The area proposed for development  is substantial and includes areas of known risk for  flooding and the new 
developments will create run off which will in turn create more flooding and pollute the canal and rivers. It is positioned next to the 
Kennet and Avon Canal and in the north to the River Avon. One thing this pandemic has taught us is that we need to maintain 
some wild areas and open views. 
We have lived in Church St Hilperton for the past 44 years and moved here because we wanted to live in a village setting. We 
have been here during the development of Paxcroft Mead which surrounded the village to the South.  Now the current plans 
would involve the substantial development of housing and other infrastructure to the East and North of the village. Whilst we can 
understand that there may be a requirement for additional housing why does this all have to be   on this side of Trowbridge? If 
there needs to be development over the next 15 years why this cannot be more fairly distributed with more emphasis on building 
on brown field sites in Trowbridge. I have read through the site selection procedure and would like to know why there were 
relatively few sites outside this area for consideration? 



 

 
Further comments 
 

 
When we first moved to Hilperton there were 2 working farms within the village which are now both either redeveloped or 
designated for re development. So, it may seem that the village no longer has a rural heart. But what has happened over the past 
10 or more years is that small farms have been developed on the perimeter of the village; I walk past 4 small farms on Whaddon 
Lane in area 5 and between them there are stables and fields where sheep and horses have been grazing, a local farmer looks 
after sheep from Wales over the winter.  On the perimeter of area 5 where the byway comes up from the A350 there is another 
small holding on the left, where I see doves, chickens, horses etc.  Down near the canal and the river there are frequently 
sighting of rare birds, little and great Egrets, Mediterranean Gull for example. 
 Much emphasis in your selection is made of the need to protect the Bechstein Bat and it is to be applauded that the area of 
Green Lane, Biss, and Clanger wood is protected, but there is the potential for much damage to biodiversity if this development 
goes ahead.  These isolated areas cannot exist without bigger corridors and the protection of feeding grounds for birds and 
mammals and invertebrates throughout the entire area.  There has been reported a rapid and worrying decline of farmland birds 
because of lack of habitat. A much more sensitive criteria is needed for protecting the natural habitat in the area to the East of 
Trowbridge which is just as important as the rural buffers on the West of the Town.  
In Hilperton there is a growing colony of swifts that have been nesting for more than 5 years and as active member s of the swift 
group we are concerned about the impact of these developments on this colony. The swifts in Hilperton have received 
considerable publicity as they were photographed by Nick Upton who won the international bird photographer of the year in 2019. 
We also are concerned about the decline of swallows and house martins with new building practices in the area, if you walk down 
Whaddon Lane in the summer there are many sightings of swallows and house martins benefitting from the pasture land and the 
many barns and outbuildings.  You will also be aware that in addition to these proposals there is a proposed solar farm covering 
8 fields at the end of Whaddon Lane.  So there will no open countryside within 2 miles East of Hilperton. 
I have itemised the concerns we have for each of the proposed developments in the same format as the Site Selection attached 
with some photographs. You ask where could there be further developments and I would suggest that modest small 
developments  infilling or on the edge of the villages would be a way forward, but that the scale of this development is completely 
unacceptable and would damage this area for ever 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I object most strongly to the proposed new development between Staverton and Hilperton without the pre-construction of a new 
link road between Paxcroft on the A361 to the B3107 bypassing the traffic lights at the Nestles Cereal Partners factory with a new 
Flyover the river Avon and B3106.  
I have lived on the south side of Hill Street for 35 years in the only house which does not have and never can have off-street 
parking*!  This street was originally the B3105 but was re-designated a 'C'road after the construction of the relief road. Since then 
Hill Street has been used as a Rat Run and racetrack by vehicles possibly from the recent developments known by yourselves as 
Paxcroft and Castle Mead but ONLY as “Hilperton” by the residents. Nearly all vehicles travel along Hill Street in excess of 30 
mph in order to get past parked vehicles before having way to give way to oncoming traffic.  
Hill Street, Marsh Road, New Terrace and Waddon Lane will be incapable of handling the expected ncreased volume of traffic 
from the proposed new THIRD Hilperton development without severeconsequences  
*[This reminds me as must ask for rate reduction from Band C to B as all the Band B rated houses from No. 56 to Newleaze have 
or can have garages, off road parking and/or side extensions, none of which are possible for me!!!] 
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TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
As a local resident I am appalled by the plans you have for the farmland around where I live.  
We have just had a Gap road built to ease the level of traffic we had going through the area, which with what you have planned 
will now be even heavier than before it was built. 
We have a lot of incidents of flooding, where not only has the road and the bridge at Staverton had to be closed, but homes and 
businesses have been flooded, this will only get worse with the level of building you are planning and the loss of the farmland to 
absorb some of the runoff. 
Due to what has been going on over the past year it has not been possible for us as a community to put our case across as we 
would like, we have been unable to show how strongly we feel about not wanting this building work to go ahead, you seem to 
doing this when we can't get together and oppose your plans. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

We are most concerned to receive a copy of the proposed housing development between Staverton and Hilperton using a vast 
piece of farmland or green belt.  
To build 2600 houses, some schools and nurseries would change the area completely and both villages identity lost for ever. The 
area in question has many public footpaths and the Avon & Kennet canal parts would be lined on both sides with housing and in 
out view lose a wonderful amenity. We are surprised that there is such a need for additional housing in Trowbridge while there 
are such projects in land at Paxcroft, Hilperton, the Hilperton Gap and West Wilts offices. 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

Our main concerns are as follows:  
(a) Traffic on route to Bath and the A46 use Elizabeth Way and peaks at Staverton then backs up to t he railway bridge. The 
proposal will generate more traffic and cause even more congestion.  
(b) Any building development and its associated roads and paths will generate storm waters and this in turn will discharge 
eventually into local water courses. Staverton area is already prone to flooding therefore the proposal will just increase the 
problem.  
(c) 2600 houses could mean a extra population of 15,000 - 10,000. Where are the extra medical, dental and clinic facilities being 
made available  
(d) There was talk many years ago about a new bridge at Staverton, should any developers be made to provide a extra bridge in 
order to facilitate two-way traffic flow and dispense with lights. This route is one of the main roads to access Bath & A46 from the 
Kennet area via Elizabeth Way.  
We therefor object to this proposal.  
When would the council consider Brownsite developments be completed before destroying Greenbelt land e.g. Bowyers  
There are very few public open recreational areas in Trowbridge and we see little merit in taking away more green belt land with 
public rights of way and the serenity of the Avon & Kennet canal. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

Presumably this will also create the need for more public transport to be made available. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 



Further comments 
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Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I here by object to the housing being build at Hilperton it is to close to the canal where there is lots of wildlife and the green belt is 
getting smaller in Hilperton not only that cars, lorries is making he air very bad suffering from Asma. It does not help. Building 
schools is only going to make traffic even heavier in the area as it is. I moved to Hilperton out away from the town filth so if you 
don't mind. Keep the fields green and the air clean.  
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
p.s. plant more trees, not build more houses.  
Why don't you use the old bowyers ground for the new school? instead of superstores. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
This is the second objection letter I have written in so many months.  



I object to the proposed building of 2600 houses on Hilperton farmland.  
Many people use this area as a walk for health and mental health especially at this time, along the canals, it is the only decent 
green space we have around here.  Already, pollution levels in Hilperton are disgusting, the amount of traffic along the new road 
pollutes the area, you cut all the trees down along Wyke road, we are supposed to be looking after the planet and caring about 
people's mental health during this pandemic.  
You are doing no of those things. We don't want this building or the schools in a residential area already heavily polluted and 
roads being built all around us - we could take you to court for causing cancer. This proposal is insane (very angry person). 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
My objections to the local plan of 2600 houses on farmland at Hilperton Marsh. 



1/ It's outside the village settlement boundary as the council themselves said in February 2020  
2/ All the extra traffic will have to pass through Hilperton to et to the shops in Trowbridge  
3/ Where is all the rainwater and sewage going to go as the drainage now is only just adequate 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Based on the evidence in the reports we have commissioned we would argue that this much less housing is needed. 
Housing provision should be tailored to the needs of any particular area. Our view is that the Trowbridge area does not need, nor 
can support, the building of an additional 2600 new homes by 2036. 
We do not agree with the housing number requirement that Wiltshire Council sets out in its overall requirement for the County to 
2036. 
We also object to such a large quantum of housing being allocated to the villages to the south and west of Trowbridge. These 
villages simply lack the basic infrastructure to support the volume of additional housing, being imposed on top of allocations from 
Neighbourhood Plans. 
The Allocations in the LP are: 
Dilton Marsh 85 (less 14 completions) 
North Bradley 65 (less 26 completions). 
Southwick 85 (less 8 completions).  



Steeple Ashton 35 (less 1 completion).  
Therefore, the villages are being asked to build a total of 221 additional homes by 2036. In the case of Southwick, that is an 
additional 50 homes on top of those being delivered via its Neighbourhood Plan. 
We do not see the justification as populations in the area are basically in decline. These homes will not be built on the basis of 
local need and cannot be supported by evidenced employment growth. 
There are a number of good Brownfield sites in Trowbridge, especially the derelict former Bowyers site that could create at least 
350 of the 2600 target houses. In addition, the number of retail and commercial units likely to become vacant will only increase in 
Trowbridge. These could be repurposed for housing. The Brownfield approach should be exhausted before consideration is given 
to building on virgin greenfield. 
 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
The reports on economic and employment growth are out of date.  Until these are updated with new figures showing how there 
will be employment in the area, the allocation of housing should be subject to total constraints for the next 3-5 years.  Then a truly 
representative appraisal can determine the priorities. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
If there is a genuine need to build additional housing on Greenfield, (a position that we seriously doubt) then there are essentially 
two options for Wiltshire Council to follow. 
Volume house building could be achieved either to the north and east of Trowbridge, as per the existing plan, or alternatively to 
the south and west, which is Trowbridge Town Councils preference. 
Both options have their issues. 
1) Firstly, the north and east option. 
a) Infrastructure. 



It is true to say that access to developed road networks (A350 and M4) is much easier from the north and east of Trowbridge. 
However, it is now clear through the out-of-date FEMA and the new post Covid realities on employment growth that the A350 
growth corridor no longer can provide the justification for such house building. 
b) Employment: 
There are very limited employment opportunities in and around Trowbridge, so workers have no option but to commute, 
sometimes significant distances to secure employment. As stated above, sites to the north and east have easier and more direct 
access to the M4 corridor. 
c) Flood Risk: 
Much of the proposed development is on or accessed through flood plain. 
2) Secondly, the south and west option. 
Trowbridge Town Council have gone on record (https://www.wiltshiretimes.co.uk/news/18970835.housing-allocation-plan-
trowbridge-no-longer-tenable/) to say that their preference is for volume housing to be located to the south and west of 
Trowbridge, in the villages of Southwick and North Bradley.  
When Redrow surveyed land in Southwick in 2017, they surveyed a total of 35 hectares of Greenfield “for the purposes of future 
development”. The sites surveyed by Redrow alone would be sufficient for 2600 new homes to be built. That is without the land 
surveyed by Gladman’s for C500 new homes in Southwick. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
a) Infrastructure:         
The proposed developments to the north and east of Trowbridge are in locations accessible to the M4 and significant other 
vehicle carriageways/bypasses. Alternative potential sites to the south and west are distanced away from this existing road 
infrastructure. But either option assumes increased commuting which is contrary to climate change and sustainability objectives 
in other sections of the proposed policies. Villages such as Southwick, North Bradley and West Ashton already see high volumes 
of vehicle traffic, especially HGV’s, passing through their respective centres.  Traffic volumes using local roads in these villages 
will increase significantly when the c3000 new homes at Ashton Park Yarnbrook, come on-stream.  There is no guarantee that 
Persimmons will build a relief road to help support the new housing. Confidence is very low that the road will ever be built. £5m of 
public funding has just been withdrawn from the project as a result. In a recent vehicle count of the traffic volumes passing 
through Southwick village on the A361, c4000 journeys are made per week by HGV’s alone.  This figure will no doubt increase 



with the advent of HS2 (cement slab works at Westbury), the North acre Incinerator at Westbury and when the City of Bath Clean 
Air Zone scheme comes into force later this year. In summary, the existing road infrastructure through the villages to the south 
and west of Trowbridge do not have capacity to cope with additional traffic volumes. Category C roads not designed for HGV use 
(such as Wynsome Street and Bradley Road) are already being used as a default Trowbridge Town bypass.  
b) Employment:   
There are limited employment opportunities available to communities to the south and east of Trowbridge. Wiltshire Council’s 
attempts to generally attract large scale employment to the Trowbridge area have all failed. In fact, most large employers are 
leaving Trowbridge. Vodafone and Virgin Media have both closed their respective offices after a relatively short tenure at White 
Horse Business Park. The Consortium is also looking to move to a new location. The so-called retail regeneration of Trowbridge 
Town simply has not generated the projected level of jobs promised. Most employed residents in the Trowbridge area therefore 
have to commute out to larger cities and towns along the M4 corridor, including Bath, Bristol, Swindon Newbury Reading and 
London. This pattern of travel must move to train use and not rely on the car. Traveling by car to the M4 corridor is the presumed 
mode of commuter travel.  This is no longer acceptable with climate change and questionable given changes to work patterns.  
c) Flood Risk:        Much of the land around Trowbridge sits in the Clay Vale, with the Westbury Hills to the south. The clay 
substrate to the south and west gives rise to significant surface water issues and a plethora of type 2&3 flood zones in the local 
villages.  In addition, Bradford on Avon and Melksham regularly see significant fluvial flooding when the Avon floods, usually mid-
winter/early spring.  To a lesser degree, but still significant, the rivers Lambrook and Biss regularly flood at various points along 
their respective paths.  In summary, all the above events are occurring with increased regularity, an outcome of climate change. 
This needs to be a factor when choosing new sites for volume developments.   
d) Education: 
Without building any more new homes than those already planned, there simply are not enough schools in the Trowbridge area 
to meet future educational needs.  Existing schools are mostly located to the south and west and are full. More schools are 
planned as part of the c3000 new homes (Ashton Park) being planned at Yarnbrook/West Ashton, but demand for school places 
in the south and west are already out-stripping future supply. 
The existing concentration of schools to the south and west of Trowbridge gives rise to increased traffic flows on local roads at 
peak times. 
e) Ecology and Biodiversity: 
The Trowbridge Bat Mitigation Strategy essentially halves the potential density of housing per hectare of land.  
In summary, the net area of Greenfield consumed would be doubled if development was planned to the south and west of 
Trowbridge. Impact to natural habitat would almost certainly be assured, threatening endangered and rare species 
f) Village Settings and Coalescence: 



There is an overriding desire for the villages to the south and west of Trowbridge to retain their independent identities and not be 
consumed by the ambitions of Trowbridge Town. Southwick, North Bradley and West Ashton have already seen the significant 
loss of their respective boundaries, being eroded by Trowbridge ‘land grabs’. 
 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
There are a number of good Brownfield sites in Trowbridge, especially the derelict former Bowyers site that could create at least 
350 of the 2600 target houses. In addition, the number of retail and commercial units likely to become vacant will only increase in 
Trowbridge. These could be repurposed for housing. The Brownfield approach should be exhausted before consideration is given 
to building on greenfield. 
Housing provision should be tailored to the needs of any particular area. We do not believe that the Trowbridge area needs, or 
can support, the building of an additional 2600 new homes by 2036. 
 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The issue of sustainable travel, positive reduction in car use and requirement that all HGVs passing through built up areas are on 
road emission checked. 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
As a resident within Hilperton Marsh, Trowbridge, I was dismayed to hear that land in Hilperton and Staverton has been 
earmarked for about 2,600 new houses as part of the Wiltshire Local Plan Review. Housing that would lie adjacent to historical 
Hilperton village and NOT Trowbridge town. 
Primarily such a large development would inevitably come with a dramatic increase in traffic flow to the Hilperton and Staverton 
area. In particular through the village of Hilperton - Hill Street and Church Street - which the recently built Elizabeth Way across 
the Hilperton Gap was designed to ease. 
I would also be extremely concerned about the impact significant increases in traffic would have on the bottleneck at Staverton 
bridge crossing the river Avon by the CPUK factory. There are often northbound rush hour tailbacks beyond the roundabout 
where the B3105 and B3106 meet by the Kings Arms pub - one of the main access points to the proposed development 
highlighted on the plans. This would Increase further noise, air pollution, and vibration to the listed houses immediately adjacent 
to the B3105 and humpback bridge over the canal. 



Regular flooding of the river Avon at the causeway by the CPUK factory during the winter, would redirect this same traffic either 
across Trowbridge to another bottleneck at the Bradford on Avon river crossing, or back up through Hilperton village via the 
aforementioned Hill street and Church Street, along Devizes road towards Melksham. 
Having mentioned flooding - the increased run off of rainwater associated with building of hundreds of houses on what is 
essentially marshland would likely increase the flood risk to the local area significantly - including a potential increased risk to my 
own home. This winter - standing water in fields adjacent to B3105 in Staverton on proposed building ground has remained for 
several weeks. The same is true for low lying land in open farmland adjacent to the canal on Marsh farm where I saw three 
herons wading one sunny afternoon - also on land earmarked for housing. 
Which brings me to the concern for the local habitat for wildlife on open farmland alongside the canal. From Staverton to 
Whaddon. No fewer than three Herons I see regularly on walking through the fields of Marsh farm, as well as hares, deer, foxes, 
skylarks, great spotted and green woodpeckers, and a pair of buzzards to name but a few. To destroy the natural habitat of such 
a wide variety of species with housing would be criminal!   
I understand, of course, the need for increased housing across Wiltshire. But the existing road structure in Hilperton and 
Staverton is just not up to it. The proposed site to the west of Paxcroft Mead, with its proximity to the A350 and A361 would 
appear to be a more viable option. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P290 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I am not qualified to comment on the scale of growth. However it is important that Brownfield sites are used to accommodate 
need before greenfield sites are considered 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Brownfield sites must be used up first, then areas which are already well served by existing road networks 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
In respect of Hilperton, the greenfield sites proposed are not at all appropriate due to a number of key issues as follows 
o The whole development is on open farmland outside the Village Settlement Boundary (set by the Council themselves as 
recently as Feb 2020 in The Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan) 
o The impact of the extra traffic will add to the already existing congestion at the Staverton bridge traffic lights 
o The plans include 1 Secondary School, 2 Primary Schools and 2 Nurseries each of which will add even more traffic 
o Will lead to severe congestion on all roads adjacent to the King’s Arms roundabout (where the main access to the 
proposed site is planned) 
o An additional access point from Hill Street will also put traffic back through Hilperton Village – the very thing the Gap Road 
was built to ease 
o The development will inevitably lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes the road 
completely at times 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The land outside the village boundary should not be even considered to be built on 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Look for land adjacent to existing highway networks such as Paxcroft and Leapgate 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 



 
It is not feasible to improve the highway infrastructure on roads to the west of Site 5 which is the main route westwards towards 
Bath and Bristol. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
It is regrettable that the Council has conducted this consultation during lockdown which has prevented circulation of this matter to 
local residents. Many are not aware and will not respond. 
 It appears that WC have failed to comply with The Local Government Association “New Conversations- LGA Guide to 
Engagement” which sets out how local communities should be consulted particularly so during this current period of lockdown. 
The Council appear to have ignored every previous study and report which clearly states that the Settlement Boundary of 
Hilperton  Village should be retained. 
By proposing to allocate land outside the Settlement Boundary, the Council is proposing a flagrant abuse of the very principle 
often used to refuse planning applications 
Central Government encourages Local Authorities to engage with Town and Parish Councils in the preparation of Local Plans 
and Neighbourhood Plans should be used wherever they have been developed. Hilperton Parish Council has developed such a 
plan for Hilperton Village which has been adopted in the Autumn of 2018 and has full planning status. 
Hilperton has always been a Village in its own right ( listed in the Doomsday Book) and is NOT part of the Town of Trowbridge 
and should not be considered a location to expand the Town. 
The Council has specifically referred to Hilperton as one of the large Villages surrounding Trowbridge that should have it's 
Settlement Boundary retained. 
Hilperton Marsh is an integral part of Hilperton Village as designated in the Settlement Boundary Plan included in The 
Neighbourhood development Plan and endorsed by Wiltshire Council 
Wiltshire Council Strategic Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment 
Methodology August 2017 
2.5 It is important to note that whilst the SHELAA identifies potential sites, it does not allocate them for development or add 
weight to the site for the purpose of decision making on a planning application. The allocation of future sites for development will 
only take place through statutory plan processes (e.g. Local Plan, neighbourhood plans) which undergo public consultation and 
examination. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



We have been asked to respond to the assessment of the above site (3644) in the Site Selection Report. 
At page 12 the assessment states:  
The site is located to the southeast of the town centre and adjacent to current limits of development, as well as a residential 
caravan park. Development would not lead to harm to designated heritage assets in the local area. The River Biss is situated to 
the south of the site. As a result, fluvial flood risk would need to be assessed in more detail and appropriately mitigated in much 
the same manner as has been the case on the adjacent Castlemead development. That said, the site capacity would likely need 
to be reduced to accommodate a Sustainable Drainage System. The site could form part of a green corridor linking Biss Meadow. 
Table II : Sites Removed at Stage 3 states: 
The site is sustainably located and immediately adjacent to the existing limits of development (the settlement boundary) of the 
town. However, delivering a vehicle access is considered problematic with either third party land ownership constraints or 
engineering constraints associated with flood zones associated with the River Biss. Overcoming engineering constraints may 
prove to be difficult and expensive and possibly lead to a significant reduction in the potential developable area. 
In December 2017 detailed reports were compiled to assess both flooding, drainage and highways by engineering consultants:  
Highways  
Condon Drew Associates prepared an extensive Transport Statement in December 2017, this is attached. The statement dealt 
with all aspects of access and sustainability of the site. This included detailed diagrams of the access, visibility, junction 
configuration and swept path analysis. The report contains a wealth of information on sustainability showing the suitability of the 
site for development being adjacent to the development boundary of Trowbridge. There are no land ownership issues with the 
site which the two attached land registry plans will show. Uplands House and its curtilage is in the same ownership as the land.  
Flood Risk and Drainage 
Flooding constraints were considered by Fairhurst Consulting Engineers in their Flood Risk and Drainage Report also dated 
December 2017, attached. 
This statement investigated the issue of possible flooding on the site access. Sustainable drainage was also extensively 
explored. Flood compensation was recommended and shown on the illustrative site plan as was a safe escape route in event of 
flooding. Flood Zone 2 was established from the Environment Agency flood maps to determine the extent of developable land as 
is shown on the above plan. Both foul and storm drainage are dealt with in the report indicating that neither presents a problem to 
development. 
It is clear from both the above reports that there are NO substantial constraints to the development of the land at Uplands. As the 
Site Selection Report stated even with development the site potentially offers a substantial green corridor linking the Castle Mead 
development to the Biss Meadow Country Park. 
The site can be immediately available for development and should not have been discounted at Stage 3. We would respectfully 
ask that the site be reconsidered and reinstated as a ‘Preferred Option For Development’. 



 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 
 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
See attachment Trowb_P291 for: 
- Flood Risk and Drainage Statement 
- TRANSPORT STATEMENT 
- land regsitry plan 
- land regsitry plan. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
In ref to the proposal of 2600 houses to be built on open farmland. 
I am concerned for the excess traffic on an already congested Staverton bridge and on Hilperton village, this will also lead to 
more flooding across the road which is closed completely at times. Then there is the threat to wildlife which surely we should be 
thinking about in these days of global warming. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
OBJECTION TO THE USE OF GREENFIELD SITES FOR BUILDING  



How about filling in the brown sites first? There is the Bowyers site in Trowbridge town centre. They should do that before 
considering going to greenbelt land, which is objectionable to everybody. I love walking but you don't want to walk through a 
housing estate.  
It's bad enough around where we live. The farmer sold the land for housing.  
We want the authorities to put People before Money! 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I have recently been made aware of plans being proposed regarding open farmland from Staverton village to Hilperton.  



Whilst I agree with the key concerns regarding all the increased traffic my main concern is where are the doctors and dental 
services for all these extra people, not to mention hospital provision. There is also no mention of the type of housing or how many 
social or affordable housing will be built and these are desperately needed. I also wonder how quickly the planned schools& 
nurseries will be built. Will they be in time for use by the occupant of the new housing. I suspect not. Wiltshire Council seems to 
be good at building more houses but not at all good at providing the services needed by the people who live in them.  
I wish to express my strong objections to this planning proposal. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P295 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I wish to register my objection to the inclusion of the area of land between Staverton and Hilperton on the following grounds.  



This is open farm land and would entirely destroy the beauty of the Parish of Hilperton as we know today. 
The existing roads could not cope with the vast amount of extra traffic generated - in particular the road through Hilperton, no 
longer used by through traffic following the construction of Elizabeth Way. The road through Staverton - over the River Bridge - a 
would be completely unsuitable for the additional traffic'  
The proposed site for main access at the junction of Marsh Road and Hammond Way is inadequate.  
The land between the Kennet & Avon Canal is subject to flooding - and water diverted into the Avon would re: flooding of The 
Causeway.  
This can no way be considered as development for Trowbridge. - with Hilperton in between. Any intentions , therefore wrong and 
misleading .. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P296 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

I am writing to protest at the proposal for a huge housing estate to be built on the north eastern boundaries of Hilperton and 
Staverton villages.  



Hilperton has already been enclosed on it's south east to south western sides by the 2000+ houses of Paxcroft Mead estate, 
which stretches from the A361 road to the West Ashton Road.  
The western border of the village is covered by Trowbridge town and it's industrial estate, followed by the Marina development 
which also encloses Staverton.  
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The village road is unsuitable for a large increase in traffic as is the ancient bridge over the river. The road after the bridge can 
suffer impassable flooding, being across water meadows. Much of the proposed land for housing development is also low-lying 
and prone to floods. If both Hilperton and Staverton are totally enclosed (as they would be if this development is allowed) their 
status as individual villages would be completely obliterated. We need some green fields to relieve us from the domination of 
Trowbridge and the resulting pollution that would engulf us. Surely in this time of climate change we need more breathable 
spaces not less! Our villages are important communities, please do not destroy us. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

We have been fighting since before the second world war for a bypass to relieve the unsuitable village roads of heavy traffic - 
now, thanks to our acceptance of Paxcroft Mead, we have been given Elizabeth Way (4 to 5 years ago)! This is already well used 
by both industrial and private transport which takes traffic through Staverton village and crosses the River Avon for links to Bath, 
Bristol and to the M4 at Chippenham. 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P297 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I’m writing to express my objection on the proposed housing development in Hilperton, the whole plan is far too large, will be a 
great shame for our beautiful countryside beside the canal. The impact of the increased traffic and pollution by Staverton bridge 
traffic lights also the village of Hilperton will truly be terrible for the residents day to day, the congestion  on our roads here rather 
than the new gap/ bypass will not serve its purpose. Building on the fields will in turn have an increased probability of more 
flooding in Staverton. 
Please consider the residents thoughts and opinions. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P298 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Dear Councillor Sturgis, 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon Semington 
as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. 
1.     The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2.     So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination for 
any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those developments 
and the canal. 
3.     I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely  rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 



into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it 
coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 
4.     I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 6 
of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying any 
sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
5.     I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge area housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”.  I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA. 
I would be glad to have your response to my concerns, and your help in protecting the village and the wider environs as an 
actively rural community. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P299 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 
1. The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2. So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination 
for any sort of development, I want a very wide, specific, “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those 
developments and the canal, on both sides. No development should be permitted closer than the line of the disused railway, 
north of Semington, to maintain Semington's identity as a village. Therefore options 5&6 in the Melksham proposals, are 
unacceptable. 
3. I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 
into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it 



coming any closer than Whaddon Lane, and even that is far, far too close to our village. I am not sure where would be a good 
point to draw a line beyond which there should be no building, but I would particularly strongly object to any development that 
includes Whaddon Lane. This is a rural area, used by walkers for years, and any development would spoil it completely. 
4. I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 
6 of the Trowbridge options), not least for safety reasons. Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on 
the landscape, destroying any sense of rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring 'Greater 
Trowbridge' to our boundary at Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground 
accessible from our parish without having to cross the busy A350. 
5. The lack of infrastructure, transport, sufficient amenities, doctors, dentists, etc., means that this area simply cannot absorb 
more housing. In any case,  I would question the need for any of this proposed building. What is your data, to back up this huge 
building programme? If this goes ahead it will change this area forever and irretrievably, for the worse, from a rural area to an 
urban one. You will lose the rural character of this area. That is unforgivable. Is that to be your legacy? I was interested to read in 
the Wiltshire Times that Bradford on Avon Town Council has unanimously rejected the Local Plan and condemn the consultation 
process, "house building on purely green sites undervalued Bradford's natural environment and green spaces". The same applies 
here.  
Another important factor is often overlooked - the effects on mental health of excessive building development and dramatic 
changes to our environment. A hugely negative change like this can affect people with mental health conditions, which should not 
be underestimated in their severity. I am all too aware of this within my own family. 
6. I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”. I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P300 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

I have lived here for 7 years and bought the house because of the beautiful views over the open countryside and the promise that 
this green belt is a protected area that will not be constructed upon. To my absolute horror I received notification that the council 
is considering building an entire town that is much larger than the whole of Hilperton in this beautiful countryside. 
I object for the following reasons: 
1. This is supposed to be a protected area that will not be built upon. 
2. The planned development is outside the AGREED village boundary which Hilperton parish paid for private consultation 
over only a year ago. 
3. The plan would more than double the size of Hilperton/Staverton and is unacceptable. 
4. The road by over the river Avon cannot sustain more traffic. 
5. This would ruin the open countryside that is enjoyed by many, many people and their families. 
6. COVID is not a reason to not tell the residents of such a major plan. 
7. Loss of natural habitat and natural diversity, there are many bats that roost in the trees behind my house and they always 
fly in the back garden. 
8. Environmental pollution, noise, air quality. This is unacceptable, we moved here as a safe place to bring up young 
children. 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P301 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about those proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon 
Semington as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. These concerns reflect my previous 
feelings with regard to other ‘large scale’ developments for which previous plans have been outlined, and rejected. 
1. The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our whole village community as a heritage, leisure and 
wildlife asset. It MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local 
economy. 
2. So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination 
for any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those 
developments and the canal. 
3. I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely  rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge developments. The subsequent loss of open green space will make Semington 
much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” into Semington Parish. I am strongly 



opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it coming any closer than Whaddon 
Lane. 
4. I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 
6 of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying 
any sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Littlemarsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
5. I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”. I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P302 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I completely agree with the 'key concerns' listed on the attached leaflet (key concerns details within further comments box).  



Anyone looking at the scale of proposed development would be appalled - the detrimental effect on the villages of Hilperton and 
Staverton would be vast. Traffic congestion at present is bad, partly caused by 'on street' parking.  
The Council need to tell the public what caused the 'u-turn' from the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations plan which was on set in 
February 2020. Has there been any offer of a 'quid pro' quo' from the landowners/developers to the Council to get the plan 
altered? 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

1. The whole development is on open farmland outside the village settlement boundary (set by Wiltshire Council as recently as 
Feb 2020 in The Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan) 
2. The impact of the extra traffic will add to the already existing congestion at the Staverton Bridge traffic lights 
3. The plans include 1 secondary school, 2 primary schools and 2 nurseries each of which will add even more traffic 
4. Will lead to severe congestion on all roads adjacent to the Kings Arm roundabout (where the main access to the proposed site 
is planned) 
5. Will also put traffic back through the Hilperton Village - the very thing the gap road was built to ease 
6. The development will inevitably lead to increased incidents of flooding across the causeway which closes the road completely 
at times 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P303 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Wiltshire Council is currently consulting upon revisions to its Local Plan (2016-2036). 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about those proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon 
Semington as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. 
1. The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2. So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination 
for any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those 
developments and the canal. 
3. I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely  rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 



into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it 
coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 
4. I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 
6 of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying 
any sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
5. I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”. I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P304 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

I am writing to register  [NAMED REDACTED] and myself [NAME REDACTED] objection to the proposed building of 2600 
Houses, on open farmland, from Staverton to Hilperton. It will also take land known as Hilperton MARSH. 
Has anyone considered that this is a natural flood plain. If you intend to drain this land where will the excess water  go.  Staverton 
Bridge will become even more busy and create long delays, stretching through Staverton 
village creating even more congestion. The road to Holt is a notorious flood plane already, and the road to Bradford-on-Avon  
also floods when we have excess rain fall. So we already have a flood problem, we can only see this plan creating more.  
The Hilperton Gap road was built to reduce the amount of traffic going through Hilperton village,  it was a Great success.  But you 
are now proposing to reverse the traffic back to what it was. How dare you play with 
peoples lives and peace of mind. We moved to Hilperton because it gave us the peace of living in the country without having to 
live in the middle of nowhere. 
Are the roads created to a standard that will cope with the increased traffic, or will that have to be another Upset when you have 
to upgrade them. 
From two very worried residents 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P305 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Dear Councillor Sturgis, 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon Semington 
as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. 
1.     The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2.     So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination for 
any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those developments 
and the canal. 
3.     I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely  rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 



into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it 
coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 
4.     I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 6 
of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying any 
sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
5.     I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge area housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”.  I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA. 
I would be glad to have your response to my concerns, and your help in protecting the village and the wider environs as an 
actively rural community. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon Semington 
as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. 
1.     The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2.     So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination for 
any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those developments 
and the canal. 
3.     I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely  rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 
into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it 
coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 



4.     I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 6 
of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying any 
sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
5.     I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge area housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”.  I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The subject site of 0.8ha is located on the northern side of Marsh Road, on the edge of the village of Hilperton. Refer to Appendix 
A for a Site Location Plan in Figure 1 (attached). 
The subject site is broadly rectangular in shape with defensible boundaries including: existing residential development to the east 
and west fronting on to Marsh Road; the house to the rear of the site (north) is accessed via an access track which runs along the 
eastern boundary of the site; and the existing access into the site is in the centre of the southern boundary, which runs adjacent 
and parallel to Marsh Road (B3105). The site is reasonably level with no physical constraints to development. 
Hilperton is a village which lies on the northern edge of the wider Trowbridge conurbation. The subject site is situated in an 
accessible location. There is pedestrian access to the Staverton primary school to the west along Marsh Road, and range of 
community facilities in Hilperton village. There is a wide range of employment and convenience and other retail facilities centered 
on the Canal Road Industrial Estate in Trowbridge to the south, and the Trowbridge town centre further to the south. The site is 
accessible by public transport, and there is a bus stop located directly opposite the site on Marsh Road. Regular buses pass the 
site and others are available within appropriate walking distance. The site is also in close proximity to the Kennet and Avon tow 



path which provides safe cycle access (avoiding main roads) to the Trowbridge town centre and Bradford on Avon to the west, 
and Semington, Seend and Devizes to the east. 
The nearest listed building to the subject site are identified in Figure 2 below – with the list description beneath – See Figure 2. 
Extract from the Historic England map showing listed buildings NB. The yellow start shows the location of the grade II listed 77 
and 79 Marsh Road. 
The Inspector opined that the previous scheme of 30 dwellings, with a proposed density of 38dph, was urban in character, and in 
contrast to what he described as a ‘quasi-rural’ established character the area north of Marsh Road, which is characterised by 
fragmented and narrowly linear existing development. The Inspector did however agree that the location of the site was ‘not 
unsustainable’. 
An alternative lower density scheme of 24 No. units was progressed as a pre-application enquiry (Ref: 14/01887/PREAPP). The 
design feedback indicated that with minor modification the pre-app scheme could have developed to an agreed layout. However, 
the scheme was not progressed because the Council was at that time able to demonstrate a five-year housing land supply. 
Subsequently, the subject site was promoted via the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocation Plan (representations submitted in 2015 
and 2017), and the Hilperton Neighbourhood Plan (2018). 
It is notable that the neither the Inspector’s appeal decision or the subsequent preapplication advice raised listed building setting 
or heritage issues as a determining issue. We discuss this point further in relation to the assessment of the subject site as 
part of the current Local Plan Review process. 
(iii) Existing planning policy context and constraints 
The Development Plan for the site comprises: 
• Wiltshire Core Strategy (adopted January 2015); 
• Hilperton Neighbourhood Plan (made in November 2018); and 
• Wilshire Housing Site Allocation Plan (adopted February 2020) 
Applicable designations from the Wiltshire Core Strategy proposals map are shown in Figure 1 attached. 
The Hilperton Neighbourhood Plan was adopted in 2018. The Hilperton Neighbourhood Plan did not allocate the subject site or 
amend the WCS settlement boundary. The site was however listed in Appendix 4 of the HNP as one of three potential windfall 
site that may come forward over a 10-year period and the representations made by PlanningSphere were explicitly 
acknowledged (see P.44 of the HNP). 
The TBMS SPD (adopted February 2020) is also applicable to the proposals. The subject site is situated in the yellow zone – see 
extract below in Figure 2 for an explanation of the yellow zone. 
An extract from the bat consultation zone map is attached: Fig 3. Extract from Figure 4 of the TBMS. The subject site lies on the 
edge of the bat sensitivity yellow zone for habitat. The location of the subject site is denoted by a yellow star. 
(i) Legal ownership and delivery mechanism 



The subject site is owned by Ashford Homes (SW) Ltd. In the event that an allocation is secured, Ashford Homes would commit 
to deliver the site within the early part of the plan period. 
(ii) Development Potential 
Having regard to the site constraints and opportunities, the following plan was developed as part of the 2014 pre-application 
enquiry. This plan would be further refined in the event the subject site is taken forward either as a standalone site or integrated 
with the proposed strategic allocation for the Hilperton Marsh Area. 
(iii) Further work 
In the event the Council agree to allow the subject site to proceed as part of the pool of sites for further detailed assessment, the 
applicant will agree to commission the following work to build up a shared evidence base: 
• Commission in-season ecology surveys. 
• Commission a detailed heritage assessment to help inform a revised masterplan. 
• Progress a more detailed pre-application enquiry. 
4.0 Response to the Consultation 
(iii) Comment on the subject site (An omission site the Site Selection Report) 
It is understood that the external consultants acting for the Council have assisted in assessing prospective development sites. 
Wiltshire Council’s high-level summary assessment of the subject site (SHEELA 290) is set out in the table attached. 
The high-level ‘traffic light’ assessment of the subject site is not considered to be well founded. We have set out comments below 
in respect of the five criteria in the table 
attached. 
5.0 Conclusions 
In strategic planning terms, we are concerned that the growth distribution strategy set out in the Regulation 18 consultation draft 
is too weighted towards large scale complex sites adjacent to principal settlements. Having regard to societal and technological 
changes that have been accelerated by the covid-pandemic, we advocate a more decentralised strategy to meet the growth 
requirement with more development distributed to market towns and rural areas. Such an approach would enable the SME 
housing building sector to play a greater role in the delivery of the housing requirement, which would ensure a more diverse and 
even supply of new housing over plan period. SME developers, such as Ashford Homes, also tend to deliver housing at a higher 
build and design quality than volume home builders, as has been shown in consumer satisfaction surveys. 
We consider that the ‘red’ categorisation of the heritage criterion in the traffic light assessment in the Site Selection Report is not 
well founded in planning terms for the reasons we have set out in Section 4.0 above. 
In order to meet the test of soundness, we consider that the Council should re-assess and allocate the subject site. This is on the 
basis that the subject site is: (i) available; (ii) technically deliverable; and (iii) is viable for delivery early in the plan period. 
In summary, the allocation of the subject site would deliver the following benefits: 



• A site suitable for delivery of circa 25 homes by an SME home builder and viable to deliver a 30% element of affordable housing 
provision. 
• The landowner would assist the existing business to relocate. 
• A safe and suitable vehicular access solution, previously agreed with the Highway Authority, is available. 
• The ability to mitigate the impact of development on the setting of the adjacent listed buildings. 
• The ability of address ecological constraints and deliver biodiversity net gain on site. 
• A drainage strategy that will mitigate against flood risk as part of an integrated green and blue infrastructure strategy. 
Given we have demonstrated that the subject site is suitable and technically deliverable, we request the Council acts proactively 
to plan for housing need in Trowbridge and allocates site 290 for approximately 25 No. dwellings. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Relevant Background Information 
(i) Site Description and Context 
The subject site of approximately 4.0ha is located on the northern side of Bradford Road, Trowbridge. The site is undeveloped 
scrubland. Access to the site is shared with an access road that also serves the Wessex Water Sewage Treatment Works that is 
located to the north east of the application site. Refer to Appendix A for a Site Location Plan in Figure 1 [see attached 
TROW_308]. 
As the crow flies the site lies 500m to the west of the Trowbridge town centre. The site benefits from good access to bus services 
along Bradford Road and is a 600m walk from Trowbridge railway station. 
(ii) Existing Lawful Use and Planning history 
The undeveloped greenfield site benefits from an unimplemented employment allocation. Relevant planning history is 
summarised in the table attached. The Doric Group propose to partially implement elements of the drainage infrastructure 



pursuant to 19/06541/REM later this year in order to preserve the employment permission. However, because of the cost of the 
road and associated drainage infrastructure, the extant employment permission is  unfortunately unviable. The landowners 
consider that approximately 50% of the available land area will need to be developed for housing. This would enable the balance 
of the site to be brought forward for a scheme of small-scale employment units on a speculative basis. The Doric Group, which is 
part of the landowning team, have track record in delivering small scale employment units for owner-occupiers throughout West 
Wiltshire. 
The proposed nursing home only relates to part of the subject site. The application is being promoted by a third party, Montpelier 
Estates. Irrespective of whether this application is permitted, and is subsequently implemented, the balance of the site remains 
unviable for the residual permitted employment development and would need an element of housing to subsidise the provision of 
speculative employment units.  
(iii) Existing planning policy context and constraints 
The Development Plan for the site comprises: 
• Wiltshire Core Strategy (adopted January 2015); and 
• Wilshire Housing Site Allocation Plan (adopted February 2020) 
Applicable designations from the Wiltshire Core Strategy proposals map are shown in Figure 2 [see attached TROW_308]. 
The TBMS SPD (adopted February 2020) is also applicable to the proposals. The subject site is situated in the yellow zone – see 
extract attached in Figure 2 for an explanation of the yellow zone. 
An extract from the bat consultation zone map is attached. 
Suitability of the Site for a Mixed Tenure Housing Allocation 
(i) Legal ownership and delivery mechanism 
The subject site is owned by the Cabot Trustees, which is part of the Doric Group. Ashford Homes (SW) Ltd is a subsidiary of the 
Doric Group. In the event that a mixeduse allocation is secured, the Doric Group will be implement and deliver a mixed-use 
scheme early in the plan period. 
(ii) Development Potential 
The infrastructure agreed pursuant to the extant outline and reserved matters application would be sufficient to support a mixed-
use housing and employment proposal on the subject site as the developable part of the site lies wholly in Flood Zone 1. 
Following further viability analysis the landowner will formulate a mixed-use parameter plan. This can then be discussed with 
Council as part of the Local Plan Review planmaking process and can also be tested in parallel through the submission of 
preapplication enquiry. 
Response to the Consultation 
i) National Policy Context 



Paragraph 16 of the NPPF requires that plans should be ‘…(a) prepared with the objective of contributing towards sustainable 
development’; and ‘…(b) be prepared positively, in a way that is aspirational but deliverable’. 
In respect of non-strategic policies, Paragraph 28 of the NPPF states that LPAs should allocations to promote sustainable 
development, and Paragraph 29 states that ‘…policies should be underpinned by relevant and up to date evidence’ and ‘…take 
into account relevant market signals’. 
Paragraph 33 sets out a requirement to review existing policies ‘..and should take into account changing circumstances affecting 
the area…’. 
Paragraph 59 requires that as part of the Government’s objective of significantly boosting the supply of new homes, ‘…it is 
important at sufficient amount and variety of land can come forward where it is needed, that the needs of groups with specific 
housing requirements are addressed…’ 
Paragraph 61 states that the ‘…size, type and tenure of housing needed for different groups in the community should be 
assessed and reflected in planning policies… …’ 
Paragraph 68 states that ‘…small and medium sized sites can make an important contribution to meeting the housing 
requirement of an area and are often built out relatively quickly’. 
Paragraph 72 states that ‘…The supply of large numbers of new homes can often be best achieved through planning for larger 
scale development, such as new settlements or significant extensions to existing villages and towns, provided they are well 
located and designed, and supported by the necessary infrastructure and facilities…. b) ensure that their size and location will 
support a sustainable community, with sufficient access to services and employment opportunities within the development itself 
(without expecting an unrealistic level of self-containment), or in larger towns to which there is good access;…’ 
Paragraph 81 states in respect to employment land that planning policies ‘…should…d) be flexible enough to accommodate 
needs not anticipated in the plan,…and enable a rapid response to changes in economic circumstances’. 
Paragraph 120 states ‘…planning policies and decisions need to reflect changes in demand for land. They should be informed by 
regular reviews of …land allocated. Where the LPA considers there to be no reasonable prospect of an application 
coming forward for the use allocated in the plan: a) they should, as part of plan updates, reallocate the land for a more 
deliverable use than can help to address identified needs…’ 
(Our emphasis in bold) 
(ii) Spatial Strategy and distribution of growth in the Trowbridge HMA 
Trowbridge is the principal settlement within the proposed Trowbridge Housing Market Area, which replaces the former North and 
West Housing Market Area. The change from three to four HMAs is broadly supported. However, for the reasons explained 
below, we do not consider that the spatial strategy for delivering the growth is sound on the basis of deliverability, or through 
acknowledgement of societal change that has been accelerated by the covid pandemic. 
The Regulation18 spatial strategy for the HMA is reliant to high degree on the delivery of 



the strategic growth options at Staverton and Hilperton as part of the growth strategy for the Trowbridge HMA. At the other end of 
the settlement hierarchy, it is noted that the Regulation 18 Spatial Strategy is relying upon Neighbourhood Plans to deliver 
housing growth at Large Villages and other rural settlements in the rural hinterland outside principal settlements and market 
towns across the whole county. 
Wiltshire Council has a poor track record in timely delivery of large urban extension strategic sites, such as Ashton Park in 
Trowbridge and the West Warminster Urban Extension, both of which were allocated in the adopted Core Strategy. Ashton Park 
is unlikely to delivery any new homes in the current Core Strategy plan period. 
At the other end of the scale, Neighbourhood Plans have failed to make any real meaningful contribution to housing delivery in 
Wiltshire. For example, the Warminster and Bradford on Avon Neighbourhood Plans are effectively ‘constraint plans’, which did 
not make any provision for additional housing growth. 
Given that the covid-pandemic has accelerated the trend towards flexible home-working and internet shopping, and that there is 
now a clear road map to the decarbonisation of private transport (electric vehicles), with transformation expected to take place 
over the plan period to 2036, we submit that the proposed Regulation 18 spatial growth strategy should include more 
small/medium sized allocations at Principal settlements, Market Towns and Large Villages. This approach would place less 
reliance upon volume home builders to deliver of a small number of complicated strategic sites (for which there is poor delivery 
track record in Wiltshire) and would enable a greater role for SME regional housebuilders, such as Ashford Homes, to deliver the 
housing requirement through a larger number of smaller scale housing developments throughout the county. 
In the context of Wiltshire Council not currently being able to demonstrate a 5-year housing land supply across its whole 
administrative area (NB. 4.56 years in the last published Annual Monitoring Report with a base date of April 2019), combined with 
the NPPF requirements, as summarised above, and the importance of the SME sector in delivering smaller and medium sized 
sites to diversify choice of new housing provision, it is in our view imperative that the Council allocates sufficient smaller/medium 
sized sites. This is particularly important in the Trowbridge HMA where the deliverability of largescale strategic sites is both 
technically and politically challenging. 
Under the proposed growth strategy, the Local Plan Review identified need for Trowbridge is 5,380 homes over the plan period 
2036. Having regard to existing commitments the residual need is estimated at 1,850. The proposal seeks to increase the 
housing requirement at Trowbridge to 2,600 – with an expectation that a proportion of this requirement will be delivered beyond 
the plan period. 
Therefore, for the reasons outlined above, noting the non-viability of employment allocation, and to ensure the delivery of new 
open market and affordable homes in the Trowbridge Housing Market Area, the Council is invited to review and amend the 
employment allocation to a mixed-use allocation in accordance with requirements of NPPF: 120. 
5.0 Conclusions 



In strategic planning terms, we are concerned that the growth distribution strategy set out in the Regulation 18 consultation draft 
is too weighted towards large scale complex sites adjacent to principal settlements. Having regard to societal and technological 
changes that have been accelerated by the covid-pandemic, we advocate a more decentralised strategy to meet the growth 
requirement with more development distributed to market towns and rural areas. Such an approach would enable the SME 
housing building sector to play a greater role in the delivery of the housing requirement, which would ensure a more diverse and 
even supply of new housing over plan period. SME developers, such as Ashford Homes, also tend to deliver housing at a higher 
build and design quality than volume home builders, as has been shown in consumer satisfaction surveys. 
In order to meet the test of soundness, and comply with the requirements of NPPF: 120, we consider that the Council should 
revised the current employment allocation on the basis that it is unviable and allocate the subject site for mixed-use employment 
and housing development. This is on the basis that the subject site is: (i) available; (ii) technically deliverable; and (iii) subject to a 
sufficient quantum of housing being provided to cross subsidise the speculative provision of an element of employment space, 
would be viable for delivery early in the plan period 
In summary, the allocation of the subject site would deliver the following benefits:  
• A site suitable for delivery of circa 60 homes by an SME home builder and viable to deliver a 30% element of affordable housing 
provision.  
• Delivery of an element of flexible employment space on a speculative shell and core basis. 
• Implementation of the agreed access, drainage and strategic landscaping schemes. 
• The ability of address ecological constraints and deliver biodiversity net gain on site. 
Given we have demonstrated that the subject site is suitable and technically deliverable, we request the Council acts proactively 
by revising the existing employment allocation to a mixed-use allocation to enable the delivery of c.60 homes, flexible 
employment space and associated public open space. 
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TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Wiltshire Council is currently consulting upon revisions to its Local Plan (2016-2036). 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about those proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon 
Semington as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. 
1. The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It MUST 
retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2. So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination for 
any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those developments 
and the canal. 
3. I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely rural land to their eastern boundaries, are 
to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 



into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it 
coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 
4. I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 6 of 
the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying any 
sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
5. I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market Area 
to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can expand 
north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it remained in the 
Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone matters”. I want 
Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
PlanningSphere have been instructed to make representations to the Wiltshire Local Plan Review (Regulation 18) on behalf of 
EF Shanley who are the freehold owners of the subject site, land south of Green Lane, Trowbridge.  
Noting that the subject site lies within the red zone of the bat consultation zone, as set out in the Trowbridge Bat Mitigation 
Strategy SPD (TBMS), the representations and associated Parameter Plan (refer to Appendix B), has been informed by specialist 
ecology advice from Engain (refer to Appendix C) and informal dialogue with the Wiltshire Wildlife Trust who manage the Green 
Lane woodland.  
This representation contends that in order to meet the required plan making test of ‘soundness’ and maintain mixed-tenure 
housing delivery in Trowbridge over the plan period to 2036, it will be necessary for the Council to consider the allocation of the 
subject site in the Local Plan Review.  
The representation is supported by technical and delivery evidence. We would welcome an opportunity to discuss the promotion 
of this site through subsequent stages of the Local Plan Review with the Council’s Spatial Planning Team in due course. 



2.0 Relevant Background Information  
(i) Site Description and Context  
The subject site of 8.4ha lies to the south of Green Lane and comprises open land of parkland character which is bounded by 
existing housing to the south and west, Green Lane to the north, and Green Lane woods to the east. The site is flat and is not 
subject to any known constraints. Annotated photographs are shown at Appendix A  [see attached TROW_310].  
The site lies approximately 1km to the east of Trowbridge Town Centre. There are also a number of existing community facilities 
and services proximate to the site, including the Castlemead primary school. The site also benefits from existing cycle and 
pedestrian infrastructure associated with the Castlemead and Paxcroft Mead urban extension.  
There is a direct vehicular access to the subject site from Topcliffe Road in the form of an existing turning head.  
(ii) Existing Lawful Use and Planning history  
The subject site is agricultural land – although not in productive use. There is no recorded planning history on the Council’s public 
access system.  
(iii) Existing planning policy context and constraints  
The Development Plan for the site comprises:  
• • Wiltshire Core Strategy (adopted January 2015);  
• • Wilshire Housing Site Allocation Plan (adopted February 2020)  
Applicable designations from the Wiltshire Core Strategy proposals map are shown in Figure 1 attached. 
Fig 2. Extract from Figure 4 of the TBMS. The subject site lies within the red zone of the Bat sensitivity zones for habitat. The 
subject site is denoted by the yellow star. [see attached TROW_310] 
The description of the red zone in the TBMS is described in the extract below:  
Further analysis of the implication of the red zone constraint is discussed in the Ecology Report at Appendix C [see attached 
TROW_310]. 
3.0 Suitability of the Site for a Mixed Tenure Housing Allocation  
(i) Legal ownership and delivery mechanism  
The subject site is owned by EF Shanley. In the event that an allocation is secured, a housing delivery partner will be sought. The 
size of the subject site would be attractive to a local / regional SME developer.  
(ii) Development potential  
Having regard to the site constraints and opportunities, which have been evaluated in detail by the project team, the project 
architect has formulated a parameter plan, identifies the extent of developable area. This extends to approximately 2.2 ha, which 
yields: a potential site capacity of circa 55 No. residential units; a substantial woodland buffer to the north and east boundaries of 
the site; public open space to reduce recreation pressure on the Green Lane woods; legacy planting of parkland trees; and a 
facility for secure storage and education/interpretation for the Wiltshire Wildlife Trust.  



Fig 3. Extract from the Parameter Plan which is show in full at Appendix B [see attached TROW_310].  
The elements of the indicative Parameter Plan include the following: 
• Vehicular access: is proposed via the existing turning head at Topcliffe Road. There is also an opportunity to create second 
point of vehicular access for Leicester Drive. To maximise permeability there are opportunities to create pedestrian links into the 
adjacent residential development the west and to also create direct pedestrian /cycle link to Green Lane.  
• Ecological mitigation: the Parameter Plan at Appendix B makes provision for native species woodland buffers adjacent to the 
Green Lane wood and Green Lane to the north to provide additional wildlife corridors. Given the size of the landholding it is 
considered that it will be possible to address the 10% biodiversity net gain requirement on site. Further information is set out in 
the accompanying ecological report at Appendix C.  
• Landscape: the proposed woodland buffers will provide screening. The central area of public open space will provide 
opportunity to create a natural play and amenity area to take recreational pressure off the Green Lane Wood. The residential 
area will also include more form public open space and treelined streets. The whole site would be managed by a private 
management company in accordance with an agreed Landscape and Environmental Management Plan (LEMP).  
• Drainage: a drainage strategy will be devised to ensure that surface water discharge from the site would be less than the 
existing greenfield runoff rate with the appropriate climate change allowance applied. Foul drainage connections are available to 
existing mains services.  
(viii) Proposed further work in progress to develop the evidence base  
Following the submission of the Regulation 18 representations, the project team will commission the following further work:  
• Commission a topographical survey and tree survey.  
• Commission a full season of ecological surveys.  
• Undertake a further round of design development.  
A pre-application enquiry will be submitted which can then feed into building up a more detailed evidence base to assist in further 
assessment in subsequent stages of the Local Plan Review plan-making process. 
4.0 Response to the Consultation  
(iii) Comment on the subject site (An omission site the Site Selection Report)  
 It is understood that the external consultants acting for the Council have assisted in assessing prospective development sites. 
Wiltshire Council’s high-level summary assessment of the subject site (SHEELA 256) is set out in the table attached. 
The high-level ‘traffic light’ assessment of the subject site is not considered to be well founded. We have set out comments below 
in respect of the five criteria in the table attached [see attached TROW_310]. 
5.0 Conclusions  
In strategic planning terms, we are concerned that the growth distribution strategy set out in the Regulation 18 consultation draft 
is too weighted towards large scale complex sites adjacent to principal settlements. Having regard to societal and technological 



changes that have been accelerated by the covid-pandemic, we advocate a more decentralised strategy to meet the growth 
requirement with more development distributed to market towns and rural areas. Such an approach would enable the SME 
housing building sector to play a greater role in the delivery of the housing requirement, which would ensure a more diverse and 
even supply of new housing over plan period. SME developers also tend to deliver housing at a higher build and design quality 
than volume home builders, as has been shown in consumer satisfaction surveys.  
Notwithstanding the positive traffic light assessment in the Site Selection Report, the Council have decided to not take forward 
subject site into the pool of sites for further evaluation solely on the basis of the site’s location in the ‘red zone’ of the TBMS. We 
fundamentally disagree with this approach, and consider that on the basis of the proposed landscape and POS strategy, which 
would be underpinned by a LEMP, that the subject site has potential to deliver new housing whilst also providing openly 
accessible land to reduce recreation pressure on the Green Lane woods. Additionally the new perimeter woodland planting would 
provide additional foraging habitat for bats.  
 In order to meet the test of soundness, we consider that the Council should re-assess and allocate the subject site. This is on the 
basis that the subject site is: (i) available; (ii) technically deliverable; and (iii) is viable for delivery early in the plan period.  
 In summary, the allocation of the subject site would deliver the following benefits:  
• A site suitable for delivery of circa 55 homes by an SME home builder and viable to deliver a 30% element of affordable 
housing provision.  
• A safe and suitable vehicular access solution from Topcliffe Road.  
• The ability to mitigate the impact of development on the wider landscape.  
• The ability of address ecological constraints and deliver biodiversity net gain on site.  
• A drainage strategy that will mitigate against flood risk as part of an integrated green and blue infrastructure strategy.  
• Provision of areas of onsite publicly accessible open space to reduce pressure on the adjacent Green Lane Wood.  
Given we have demonstrated that the subject site is suitable and technically deliverable, we request the Council acts proactively 
to plan for housing need in Bradford on Avon and allocates site 256 for approximately 55 No. dwellings and associated public 
open space. 
See attached for Ecological Statement [see attached TROW_310]. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

I am submitting my view on the recent proposed plans for Hilperton marshals surrounding areas.  
I have had the pleasure of living on marsh rd for my whole 44 years of life, my parents live Opposite my house and my father’s 
family have also lived on this road for over 60 years. sadly my grandmother, grandfather and father all died in their homes on this 
road so we as a family have strong connection with this village.  
It saddens me to hear that this village will no longer be a village with a community of a slow village life and Conner shop with 
fields surrounding the area of natural beauty.  
The wildlife we have with in this close village will be strongly effected by any development and noise/ air pollution will be at an all 
time high. I will sadly not be able to hear the train in staverton and the cows and horses in the fields behind marsh rd. foxes and 
badgers are living in the field along with many other species of birds.  
The increase of traffic will be so bad that it will effect the village life and put strain on the already very old bridges in staverton. On 
a good day it will take 25 minutes to get to Bradford on Avon leaving marsh rd at 8 am this will Double if the developers build on 
the land as most people will choose to use marsh road to get to Trowbridge or Bradford on Avon.  
Development on the land on marsh rd would be a very big mistake as the land floods and the shop, cottages and houses on 
marsh rd have been so flooded that it effected the lives of many people who rely on the shop for their daily shopping, electric top 
up and social interaction with the friendly shop workers. This village has a large amount of elderly residents that don’t want a 
large amount of people and housing around them, crime is already at a high level so increasing this small village will only make 
life harder for those who are vulnerable and in need of additional support.  
I hope my views will be submitted and understood. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I am writing with reference to the planning proposals in Hilperton that I have been made aware of via my neighbours and leaflets 
through my door that have come from the local community ( Not from yourselves,  which is pretty disgusting!  )  
I object to these proposals that are outlined behind my house ( Marsh Rd ) the reason I object is because I’m extremely 
disappointed and saddened to think we need more housing built on beautiful farm land where I can see with my own eyes that 
wildlife is thriving, I often see deer, foxes, badgers and bats from my house in the fields behind me, for this to be destroyed is 
absolutely outrageous and pure greed from yourselves, the developers and the landowners, soon the next generation in this 
village will have no green space to walk around, they with be surrounded by Lego land style housing estates - how very sad. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
I would also like to point out a very serious matter of flooding! My garden is often under water at times of torrential rain and when 
the ditches ( that are within our boundary and we have to maintain ) can not take anymore water, building housing on the Marsh 
land would be very foolish.  I would also like to point out that we had a relief road built to avoid traffic coming through the village, 
however the traffic that builds up past the house at peak hours is a joke, they are all heading in the same direction toward the 
Nestles factory, the hump back bridge from Hilperton and Staverton can surely not take anymore traffic.   Hilperton is a village, 
with a small school and a close community, by building more housing it will surely start to lose its village appeal and might as well 
become joined with the town, this is a very sad prospect indeed. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I am in receipt of a plan for the proposed area for a 2600 house development on Marsh farm Hilperton/Staverton and am totally 
against the proposal to build on green pasture land  
I only found out about  these plans yesterday & the objection window closes today. I am concerned that many residents of 
Hilperton & Staverton will not have the opportunity to respond because of lack of knowledge.   
I feel that if this proposal were to go ahead it would have a massive negative  impact on the residents of Hilperton and Staverton.  
Already there has been a huge development of housing & schools at this end of town over the last 20 years, substantially  
reducing the green spaces for residents and negatively impacting natural habitats. 
It smacks of hypocracy and bad planning as he development is outside the Village Settlement Boundary which was set by the 
council themselves only last year. 
Please do not allow this proposal to proceed 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The gap road was built to ease traffic through Hilperton. This development will inevitably put traffic back through the village  The 
addition of 3 schools & 2 nurseries will add even more traffic to the area. 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
The area at Staverton already floods regularly and the proposed development will reduce drainage area meaning more flooding 
and  more traffic directed through Hilperton & town centre 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



Please accept this email as objections to the above proposal to build up to 2600 homes on open farmland from Staverton to 
Hilperton village. 
Some of my concerns are.. 
Extra traffic at Staverton bridge. What happens when this bridge is closed due to flooding? 
Severe traffic congestion at the Kings Arms roundabout which will no doubt put more traffic back through Hilperton village, which 
seems to defeat the object of building Elizabeth Way. 
A new secondary school was planned and should have been built on land at Castle Mead! Did this get forgotten once developers 
started building? 
We must make sure we develop brown field sites/ Bowyers to name one and continue to re develop disused buildings in the 
town. 
Most of all, this goes against Wiltshire’s Green Infrastructure plan along with the area at Lambrook/ Southwick!! This is open 
farmland, a beautiful area full of open green space, a river, a canal and abundant wildlife (bats, that have already seen their flight 
path destroyed by developers at the Tithecote Manor site on the Holt Road in Bradford on Avon) hedgerows and trees. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market Area to 
another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can expand north 
and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it remained in the 
Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone matters”. I want 
Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about those proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon 
Semington as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. 
1. The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retail its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2. So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination 
for any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those 
developments and the canal. 
3. I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely  rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 
into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops it 
coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 
4. I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 
6 of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying 
any sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 



 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I would be glad to have your response to my concerns, and your help in protecting the village and the wider environs as an 
actively rural community. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

Wiltshire Council is currently consulting upon revisions to its Local Plan (2016-2036). 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about those proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon 
Semington as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. 
1. The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. My daily 
exercise is to walk along the canal and surround fields and I regularly see kingfishers, bats and barn owls hunting along the 
canal. In fields adjacent to the canal I have often seen deer and occasionally hares. I am EXTREMELY concerned about the 
effect the proposed developments will have on this leisure amenity and on the local wildlife, many of which are protected species. 
2. In reference to point 1, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected 
in any combination for any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established 
between those developments and the canal, in order to protect this established wildlife corridor. 
3. I am horrified by the proposal in site 5 to develop all around Giles Wood and am extremely concerned about the impact 
this will have on local wildlife, and Giles Wood as a local leisure and recreational facility. Should site 5 in the Melksham plans be 
selected, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between any development and Giles Wood. 
4. Sites 6 and 7 of the Melksham plans appear to extend beyond the current bus gate on High Street. I am deeply concerned 
about the effect this may have on increased traffic through our village and oppose any development south of the bus gate. 



5. I am very surprised that Melksham has been considered at all for further major housing development, when there is 
currently a lack of infrastructure for the existing developments. There is already a shortage of doctors’ surgeries and limited 
employment opportunities within Melksham town itself, so the proposed further housing development seems ill-thought. As there 
is no doctor’s surgery in Semington itself, I have to use the health care facilities within Melksham and am extremely concerned 
about the pressures the proposed developments to Melksham will cause to the existing infrastructure. Therefore I am strongly 
opposed to ANY further housing development in Melksham, but especially to sites 5, 6 and 7, and I want a fixed boundary to the 
south of Melksham that stops it coming any closer than Berryfields and Bowerhill, or encroaching on Giles Woods (reference 
points 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5). 
6. I am also very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely rural land to their eastern 
boundaries, are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The 
subsequent loss of open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of 
“Greater Trowbridge” into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of 
Trowbridge that stops it coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 
7. I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 
6 of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, destroying 
any sense of rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at 
Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our parish 
without having to cross the busy A350. 
8. The link between good mental health and spending time in green spaces or experiencing nature has long been 
recognised. However, during the current pandemic this has become even more apparent. I am extremely concerned about my 
own mental health and that of my fellow villagers, should any of the developments in sites 4, 5 and 6 in the Trowbridge Plans, or 
sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination, due to the consequential loss of local green space and 
nature. I want Semington to remain a rural village surrounded by large areas of green space and nature. 
9. I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”. I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA.  
I would be glad to have your response to my concerns, and your help in protecting the village and the wider environs as an 
actively rural community. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I object to the proposed plans to build 2600 homes on open farmland "outside the village Settement Boundary" set by the council 
themselves as recent as Feb 2020? 
The impact of extra traffic on already congested Staverton bridge traffic lights. Some 30 years ago you build a bridge over the 
K&A canal to bypass the old bridge and go up to formal council & then you allowed developers to build houses over the proposed 
routing? Your proposal plans include 3 schools and 2 nurseries each of which will add even more traffic through Hilperton village 
the very thing the Gap Road was built to ease? The development will also increase incidents of flooding at Staverton. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

Whilst I appreciate the need for more housing in the area and indeed the positive impact this could have on the community, I 
would like to raise a few points which I believe are of parament importance to this settlement being welcomed in the village of 
Hilperton: 
• Although steps have been taken to minimise the incremental traffic through Hilperton, there will inevitably be a 
considerable impact. I would suggest the 20mph Zone which is currently in place on part of the Devizes Road is extended 
throughout the historic part of the village (and for much of Hill Street) to prevent people using this as a cut through and reducing 
the impact of increased traffic on the houses lining the road.  
• Given the emphasis put on the regeneration of Trowbridge which it is certainly in need of, why is the number of houses 
planned for Hilperton so large - why not use buildings in the town or brownfield sites nearer to the town centre? 
• Given the importance of protecting the historical part of the village the lower density housing set out in your plans for near 
the sport ground is extended to around the full border of the sports field (joining the 2 cross hatched areas on your maps) and 
therefore providing an assurance that houses visible where there once was a view over open farmland are at least sympathetic to 
the surroundings. 
I appreciate your consideration of my concerns.  
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



Having only just moved within the village to what was supposed to be our forever home, we were dismayed to learn of the plans 
for 2600 homes especially when the local searches just a few months ago showed absolutely nothing thereby enabling us to 
invest in our home in comfort that it should hold its value as well as providing everything we hoped for from village life into the 
future. Clearly we will await to hear more but we do of course have some very clear objections especially around the density of 
the housing in such a small area when so much other land is available across the county. 
Our key objections are:-   
1. Where is the demand for such a huge number of houses in a small village? The Government requirement for such numbers 
seems wildly out of date now and doesn’t sit at all well with the reduction in migrant numbers due to Brexit, the impact to 
businesses and jobs due to COVID-19 and of course to wildlife diversity objectives let alone that the target has been set at 
county level but the planning seems to have focussed quite unnecessarily on one single village. 
2. Hilperton is not well served for infrastructure. It is a village set on the edge of countryside that needs to be preserved, not 
destroyed. The roads are already inadequate just for serving local traffic let alone in allowing for such a huge number of 
additional houses and their occupants. We’ve already seen the expansion of the Paxcroft development which has insufficient 
schooling and suffered from delayed road linkages. The other side of Hilperton is less well served and such a massive housing 
development would bring significant negative impacts on traffic, pollution, wildlife and of course completely cause the 
disappearance of Hilperton as a village. Waste Management is already struggling with only a small public Recycling Centre 
especially when compared to other county sites such as Melksham and Warminster. The plan only seems to meet one target, 
and that is for a large volume of housing. We need to ensure that other Government targets set for mandates such as 
environmental and social are given equal measure. This seems to be a bulldozer approach to achieving one (questionable and 
outdated) mandate. 
3. Building 3 new schools in such close proximity will add to traffic congestion and pollution at peak times as well as being 
dangerous. 
4. There has been frequent flooding in Hilperton Marsh. When the roads are flooded at Staverton, the bridge has to be closed 
and even when they are open, the traffic is already dense especially at peak hours – with so many extra houses, the volume of 
traffic as well as the pollution and noise it will cause will be significant. 
5. Outside of motor vehicles, Hilperton is not well served by public transport, lacking in significant rail links that other areas do 
have for instance to London and Bristol. 
6. If you can prove demand for 2600 more homes, it makes absolutely no sense to put them all in one village. Developments of 
this size should be spread around the county as the target for housing is driven by county e.g. Devizes, Salisbury, Marlborough, 
Chippenham etc should all be taking a significant share. 



7. It is already well publicised that Wiltshire are ahead of their housing target; a target that seems without thought other than to 
secure Government funding. Surely there are less destructive methods of raising funds than by meeting outdated and 
unnecessary targets imposed. 
8. The outline plans show little infrastructure development (a small shopping hub and some schools), ill served by the outlying 
roads but carrying significant environment damage especially around the canal and river with undoubted wildlife and pollution 
impacts from the waste and carbon footprint from such a large number of households. We fully recognise that further housing will 
probably be needed but this could be done in a responsible manner by spreading the load through towns, villages and 
countryside with a lean towards selfbuild and environmentally conscious building methods. 
9. We understand that Hilperton Parish Council has been kept in the dark about this proposed development and only learned 
about it a couple of weeks ago. We would suggest that far better public consultation is needed into the future and that any future 
discussions are deferred until such time as the economy opens up further and that this allows for the usual public meetings to be 
held openly. 
10. Finally, it was extremely distressing having only bought our property in October 2020 to see our private land (field and even 
garden!) being earmarked for such a development without any consultation prior to it going public. We are personally worried 
about the detrimental effect it will have on property prices having just invested our life savings into buying the house as well as to 
the outlook and surroundings of the house being spoiled when it is a listed property which reflects its historical value in where it is 
and what it is.  
Please keep us more informed and we do thoroughly hope that village life in Hilperton will not be made sole significant target in 
such a wide county. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 



TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I don’t think this land should be used for housing as Hilperton Marsh is a flood plain. The large area earmarked for development 
would have a detrimental effect on the character of Staverton and Hilperton villages and would become a sprawling suburb of 
Trowbridge. 
Green fields should not be built on until all brown field sites within the town have been developed. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
We have lived in Hilperton for 32 years, moving here for  its  village community, rural setting and  easy  access to surrounding 
towns. Over the years  we have  fought hard as a community to  maintain  and  protect  the  surrounding  countryside. It has  
been  a constant  battle and while we appreciate  the  need for new housing and  infrastructure we also feel  that Hilperton  
Parish has  relinquished  its fair share of farmland compared  to other areas surrounding  Trowbridge.  
Volunteers in the  community have worked ceaselessly on various documents over  the  years initially the Village Design  
Statement then the Hilperton Neighborhood Plan. Opinions  and  guidance have been voiced but who is listening? Agreements  
and  plans have been formed as in the  Wiltshire Housing  Site Allocation  Plan Feb 2020. This  proposed whole new 
development  plan is on open farmland outside the Village Settlement  Boundary.  
During  this pandemic it has been  repeatedly  reported how important it is  for both our physical and  mental wellbeing to  be able 
to access open countryside. This proposed  development  together  with the  proposed  solar array at Whaddon  would leave the 
Parish devoid  of its  agricultural  landscape. I believe much more emphasis should be placed on joined up wildlife corridors, 
meadowland and enhancement of existing habitats. 



Matthew Oates is an Ecologist and advisor  for  the  National Trust on its Spirit of Place programme.  For many the farmland at 
Marsh Farm has this specific quality. The far reaching  views across the  county from the footpath running  along the  northern 
edge of the  copse, North of Knoll Farm at the standing Oak is an iconic spot for walkers. The  proposed  development  would 
destroy  this. 
The marshland  that lies within  the floodplain adjacent  to the  River Avon, bordered by  the  bridleway  is of prime interest for 
overwintering  Snipe, Jack snipe, Reed Buntings, Stonechats and in the  summer breeding Warblers. This area would be put 
under increasing pressure from a growth in population  and  dogs. Also wintering  flocks of Fieldfare and  Redwings  that have 
been  recorded in their hundreds this year on open farmland and in mature hedgerows plus summer breeding Skylarks will loose 
their habitat and  become yet another  statistic in the downward spiral of farmland  birds. 
Whaddon  Lane in summer acts as a bat corridor. There would be increased pressure  from human activity here too. 
The inevitable increased traffic generated by the  proposed  development will add to the current congestion  at Staverton  Bridge 
and  increasing  queues at The Kings Arms roundabout.  Traffic  would also increase dramatically through Hilperton  Village, the  
very thing that  The  Gap road was  built to ease. 
The water table would be altered by the  urban development and consequently a subsequent  rise in the  flooding  of the 
causeway. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am sure that we all accept (reluctantly) of the need for additional housing to meet the current and future needs of a rising 
population in the County. 
I live in Hilperton and am dismayed to see that the Council proposes to concrete over a significant part of the countryside where I 
live. 
There are several issues (in no particular order) that concern me with regard to the concreting over of Wiltshire’s countryside with 
apparently unnecessary housing - according to CPRE. 
a) I was under the impression that after the Hilperton Gap Road was ‘pushed’ through that there might a respite from 
overdevelopment of the Hilperton/Staverton Area because it was accepted that the land to the east of the Gap Road was 
separate from Trowbridge and was to remain so as part of a large village. 
b) Looking at the portion of the map that shows the proposed development (in light blue) it looks to me that the size and 
population of Hilperton and Staverton could well be doubled overnight! 



c) Looking at the centre of Trowbridge there is undeveloped former industrial land (ie Bowyers) that is still not being 
developed – what are the plans for that and other sites? 
d) Surely undeveloped former industrial land must be developed before making any of our villages even larger and becoming 
Small Towns that will eventually be swallowed up in a land grab by their larger Market Town neighbours that think they are 
running out of space. 
e) If we accept the need for more and more housing what thought has been given to the development of ‘New Towns’ like 
that that took place after the 2nd World War? While this would mean fairly substantial areas of countryside are used for more 
housing, it would mean that many of our villages would stay as villages and not be absorbed into the nearest local town. 
f) Where are all the people who are going to live in these houses going to work?  
a. They will not be going to work in High Street Retail because the high streets have been decimated over the past few 
years, let alone the irreversible damage caused by the current pandemic. 
b. What other employment opportunities are there?  
c. What new businesses are likely to be attracted to the Trowbridge area? 
g) What about the road infrastructure that will be required to service the local transport needs of the new and existing 
residents? Speaking from personal experience, and as someone who has lived in the Trowbridge area for the past 50 years, I 
can honestly say that the capacity of the road network (apart from a few short stretches of straightening) there has been little or 
no investment (particularly North/South routes - A350, A360 and A36) whatsoever in the county. Even the A350 Semington 
bypass was recently built with the capacity for a dual carriageway although only a single carriageway was constructed.  
a. An important consideration when considering road capacity must surely be safety. The County does not (in my view) have 
an enviable reputation as having safe roads. In the past when I travelled extensively by motor car (in Wiltshire and much further 
afield) I always felt that the lack of ‘safe overtaking’ stretches of road was a serious contributor to the fatalities that keep 
occurring. (A nice new dual carriage way from the M4 (Bath of Chippenham junctions) to the South Coast ports - Poole & 
Southampton - would be wonderful!) 
b. If safety was ever under consideration, at any time, then the roads that I have mentioned would have been upgraded with 
stretches of safe overtaking dual carriageway. 
I feel sure that the residents of Wiltshire would like to know where the Elected Members and Salaried Officers of the Council live 
and what housing development is being proposed in their neighbourhoods.  
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
We also support the principle of directing a higher proportion of Wiltshire’s growth to the Trowbridge HMA and agree that 
Trowbridge is a Principal Settlement that should be a focus for growth and to meet the identified needs. 
However, there is no evidence published which supports the preferred option set out to direct a “lower level [of growth] at 
Trowbridge compared to past expectations… and a significantly higher level of growth at Westbury” (para 3.84), when tested 
against alternative options”. 
There is a suggestion that this is owing to the constraints which exist, including the Bradford on Avon SAC. However, we can find 
no robust, up-to-date evidence to demonstrate why the identified potential constraints could not be overcome with appropriate 
mitigation and therefore why they preclude a greater level of growth. We therefore do not believe this is a justified approach. 
This needs to be considered further, with the full evidence base published to demonstrate how the options identified have been 
assessed and decisions have been made. This should be made available for consultation. 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 



achieved? 
 

 
We support the overarching Place Shaping Principles on pages 4 and 5 of the consultation document. 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
We do agree, however, with the conclusion that the north and east of Trowbridge is the least constrained and represents the 
most suitable location for a strategic level of growth. We support the allocation identified at North East Trowbridge but believe 
that it should be expanded to include the Land at Church Street / Whaddon Lane as an allocation for an additional c. 175 homes 
together with open spaces and recreational/community uses. We note that the plan on Page 12 makes clear that the masterplan 
should be sufficiently flexible to allow for the inclusion of this site as part of that allocation. As we explain below, this is a 
deliverable site that can be delivered without reliance upon the larger identified allocation, whilst still being masterplanned to 
ensure a comprehensive approach is taken. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The reasoning for over-provision of housing around Trowbridge is that it’s necessary to provide enough pupils to make a 
secondary school viable.  A secondary school site was allocated as part of the Ashton Park development, but this site is now 
recognised to be too small. 
A secondary school for the eastern side of Trowbridge is long overdue and is supported.  However the rationale behind the 
allocation of 2,600 houses in Staverton and Hilperton to achieve it is not fully explained.  It’s not clear what other options, if any, 
have been considered.  
If the allocations do go ahead it’s essential to make sure previous mistakes are not repeated, and a clear timetable and funding 
stream for the secondary school needs to be provided before the allocation is confirmed. 
Brownfield targets are easily bypassed by developers and in the context of this plan review are largely irrelevant.  Allocating large 
greenfield sites just makes them even more irrelevant. 
Statements in this response about mitigation must not be taken to indicate support for the proposals. 
 



 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
i  You refer to housing to meet local needs but you don’t define ‘local’.  The scale of housing proposed exceeds the requirements 
of Trowbridge and surrounding villages.  Housing to meet genuinely local needs would probably be supported by local 
communities.  
ii  – iv  The suggested benefits to Trowbridge town centre are doubtful.  In particular large-scale building on the edge of the town 
will not reduce traffic congestion, but will have the opposite effect. 
vi.  The reasoning for over-provision of housing around Trowbridge is that it’s necessary to provide enough pupils to make a 
secondary school viable.  A secondary school site was allocated as part of the Ashton Park development, but this site is now 
recognised to be too small. 
A secondary school for the eastern side of Trowbridge is long overdue and is supported.  However the rationale behind the 
allocation of 2,600 houses in Staverton and Hilperton to achieve it is not fully explained.  It’s not clear what other options, if any, 
have been considered.  
If the allocations do go ahead it’s essential to make sure previous mistakes are not repeated, and a clear timetable and funding 
stream for the secondary school needs to be provided before the allocation is confirmed. 
vii  The use of phrases such as ‘as far as is reasonably practicable’ is an admission of defeat.  The individual identities of the 
villages, which should include Staverton, should be respected without qualification. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No.  Existing allocations, including brownfield sites, should be built out first.  The justification for allowing the built-up area of 
Trowbridge to leap-frog and absorb the villages of Staverton and Hilperton is weak.  The logic used to suggest environmental and 
other benefits in paras 27 – 31 is very twisted. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 



 
The B3105 is inadequate for current traffic levels and would be overwhelmed by the proposed developments in Staverton and 
Hilperton. A new road system capable of carrying through traffic, replacing the B3105, would be needed.  Usable footpath and 
cycle routes should be provided instead of the inadequate ones suggested on the concept plan.  This should include links to Holt.  
A bus service from Trowbridge to Bradford on Avon via Staverton should be introduced.  Statements in this response about 
mitigation must not be taken to indicate support for the proposals. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Existing allocations, including brownfield sites, should be built out first. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Green and blue infrastructure:  Include Holt as a nearby settlement to be connected by foot and cycle ways.  Discount the canal 
towpath as a cycle route as it’s too narrow for large numbers of pedestrians and cyclists. 
Health:  the impact of poor air quality on residents near the B3105 in Staverton should be considered 
Housing needs:  figures should be re-assessed and updated. 
Transport:  constraints are covered accurately, in contrast to other parts of the document.  More consideration could be given to 
bus services between Staverton and Trowbridge and Bradford on Avon. 
Statements in this response about mitigation must not be taken to indicate support for the proposals. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Under the Wiltshire Core Strategy Staverton Marina is within the Trowbridge Town Policy Limit.  The old part of the village along 
the B3105 is classed as open countryside where development is not normally permitted.  



Based on this policy recent applications for new dwellings in Old Staverton have been refused, with refusal supported on appeal.  
17/06040/FUL: Land at Staverton: Change of use and extension of existing agricultural building to a dwelling house with 
residential curtilage and a new access: 06/07/2017 – refused.  Appeal dismissed. 
15/10668/FUL: 39 Staverton: 04/11/2015: Demolition of single storey former piggery building and erection of single storey 
dwelling (retirement home) and alterations to vehicular access – refused. 
‘Site 4 North Trowbridge’ (sic) is in Staverton parish.  Proposed allocation ‘Site 5 North-east Trowbridge’ is in Hilperton parish. 
The reasoning for over-provision of housing around Trowbridge is that it’s necessary to provide enough pupils to make a 
secondary school viable.  A secondary school site was allocated as part of the Ashton Park development, but this site is now 
recognised to be too small. 
A secondary school for the eastern side of Trowbridge is long overdue and is supported.  However the rationale behind the 
allocation of 2,600 houses in Staverton and Hilperton to achieve it is not fully explained.  It’s not clear what other options, if any, 
have been considered.  
If the allocations do go ahead it’s essential to make sure previous mistakes are not repeated, and a clear timetable and funding 
stream for the secondary school needs to be provided before the allocation is confirmed 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale of development objectives is significant, and the impact on the environment should be carefully considered.A top 
priority Brownfield target should be set as it utilises previously developed but now waste land in preference to utilising virgin 
pastures.  
Utilisation of brownfield land ahead of virgin land would also ensure that development was undertaken in areas where 
infrastructure already exists.Attractive vertical development in preference to horizontal land development should be encouraged 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 



Housing development should be carefully planned, and not simply squeezing as many as possible drab, unimaginative “little 
boxes” into the space available. Regardless of market segment (whether that be social, affordable, or aspirational housing) 
planners should only allow dwellings that are “desirable” to be constructed.  
The provision of green (and blue) space, tree lined avenues, cycle ways should be mandatory, as too should the inclusion of car 
charging capabilities for each parking space and all roof structures should include solar power collection installed as part of the 
roof structure. 
Development within small villages must be limited to sensitive infill that respects the nature of conservation areas and listed 
curtilages (not just the building). Parish Councils should be empowered to object against further infill where this would harm the 
environment. Space between villages should be protected so they remain visually separated. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Site 6 as described is limited to the area south of the A361 and West of the A350, but the maps show a different area, extending 
to the east of the A350.  This is inappropriate for 3 reasons: 
a) It crosses the rubicon formed by the A350  and encourages future urban sprawl into the countryside, directly threatening 
the settlements of Cold Harbour, Great Hinton, and Ashton Common; 
b) Once development has crossed, the A350 will become constrained, resulting in no ability to further improve the A350 and 
leading to a new road being required. 
c) Development to the east of the A350 will cause harm to the small settlements / villages to the east, and in particular to the 
wildlife, listed properties, and to the vista. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Careful consideration to the use of the land footprint is essential. Bath has developed properties where the roadways and 
associated car parking are below ground level, creating a virtually vehicle-free area above. Thus function is provided but is not “in 
your face”.  There is no justification for using the scarce resource of land in order to provide car parking. 
 

 



TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Build accommodation on top of car parking & roadways. Build imaginatively in ecologically friendly and carbon neutral ways. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The mental health of residents is important. Preservation of green space and the countryside should be a high priority, with land 
use optimised towards this end. 
Local areas should incorporate community halls and “corner shops” to form community hubs. 
Wiltshire Council should be brave and include the intended route of the upgraded A350 through the county 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
TB6: Commercial space ( including but not limited to retail, industrial, support services  - schools, health centres, etc)  should line 
the major roads, producing a noise insulation layer for residential housing. 
TB9: Solar on every building; wind turbines within commercial areas; consideration for hydro in rivers. 
Residential properties should utilise ground or air source heat pumps, with no hydrocarbon consumption (natural gas or heating 
oil). All should be insulated to achieve EPC A, and use MHR systems to extract energy from waste. 
I have responded late to this consultation ( albeit within the time constraints given) because publicity and clarity was not good. 
The Council should really be looking to work on a plan that is current, and not one that is already 5 years old (this consultation 
being for the plan 2016-2036).  Why not call it the 2021 plan, going from 2021 to 2041? 
Greater clarity over the number of properties being planned would also be helpful, especially when it comes to the local level and 
small villages. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Please see below my comments regarding plans for Site 4 and Site 5 developments which are adjacent to Hilperton and 
Staverton. 
  
Firstly I find it quite ironic that I requested a single dwelling surrounded on all 4 sides by other properties in Hilperton that you 
rejected, and it cost me £10,000 to get this overturned at high court.    
Maybe if this gets approved I should be asking for Wilthire planning for my money back. 
  
Regarding the plans 
  
You mention that 2,600 new homes are required to support long-term growth. 
Why does this part of Trowbridge have to support all 2,600 creating congestion and extra costs for developers for relief roads. 
Surely this makes sense to spread the development on all sides of Trowbridge. 



Regenerating the Trowbridge Town Centre 
The centre of Trowbridge is extremely run down in certain areas. I agree that regeneration is necessary. If done correctly, this 
would take advantage of the existing beautiful architecture which is in Trowbridge. 
If you look at neighbouring towns Frome, Devizes they have managed to keep their town centres alive during these difficult times 
what learning have Trowbridge and Wiltshire planning done to use their ideas.  
  
The Council suggests a total of 370 homes in Trowbridge on brownfield sites could this be increased. 
  
This would regenerate the town centre and reduce the need to build on greenfield sites. 
  
Hilperton is a historic village with a core within a designated conservation area. It has a historic parish church, a war memorial, 
historic stocks, water pump and an 18th century lock-up, several listed buildings and numerous trees with tree protection orders. 
The village includes multiple footpaths, public parks and allotments which the community uses actively. The village has 
agricultural importance with numerous farms located in and around Hilperton. 
  
I believe the following suggestions are vital: 
• Commitment that the land between the historical core of Hilperton and the new development border will never receive be 
used of further building: 

 I was very concerned to read the sentence regarding the land on/ south of the allotments: 
o ‘Land currently not included in redline, but masterplan should be flexible to include. Future land use not known’ (see red 
bordered area in Figure A below) 

 This seems to contradict the stated objective of ‘separation will be maintained alongside the historical core of Hilperton 
village.’ 

 If the new development goes ahead, I think it is right for the council to commit to the land between the new development 
and the core of Hilperton village not being used for development in the future (this area is highlighted in the green bordered area 
in Figure A below) 
• Edge of the development area to be used for self-build projects: 

 A section of the perimeter on the new development (in blue bordered area in Figure A below) is planned to be used for 
residential (as indicated on the image by your yellow shading) 

 My suggestion is that the area in blue in the new development would also have self-build projects (as indicated on the 
image by your cross-hatch shading) 

 My suggestion is that this area is used for low density housing with strict conservation planning consents required 



 This would allow the new housing to be in keeping with the historical core of Hilperton 
• Whaddon lane to become a no through road with a cycle lane and bridle way: 

 This would help achieve the objective: ‘To protect, improve and extend local green infrastructure’ 
 Hilperton currently has an active cycling community and the equestrian trade is active in Hilperton and Staverton 
 Hilperton also has a bridal way from the church into its historical core, where horse riders currently continue down 

Whaddon Lane. Extending the bridal way down Whaddon Lane would allow this to continue 
• 20 MPH zone extended throughout Hilperton: 

 There is currently a 20 MPH area leading from the Lion and Fiddle pub out of Hilperton (towards Devizes) 
 I would suggest extending this throughout the whole of Hilperton 
 This would lead to a safer environment for families, lower pollution and act as a deterrent against people using Hilperton 

as a ‘cut-through’ 
 This would help achieve the objective: ‘To protect, improve and extend local green infrastructure’ 

  
Thanks you for your time considering these suggestions. I am happy to discuss these further if useful. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P328 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Scale of growth likely to be self fulfilling if these houses are built. Of the 1805 houses required by2035 90% should be built on 
brownfield sites or relocated elsewhere in the county on greenfield site. The the remaining houses for the 2600 figure to only be 
built after 2035 IF necessary. Use should be made of the unused Bowyers site which the council could compulsory purchase ( for 
£0,01 if it so wished) without further delay. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
1 The mix of housing should encourage upward aspiration of decent housing not estate hutches  
2 Addresses the deterioration of the town due to excessive business rates and rents for commercial premises.  



3 Encourage quality employment and business investment by beginning with educational linkage ( as per Dyson / IT trainging / 
other skill requiring employers with a vision for the future rather than low skill insecure employers.  
4 Remove the traffic lights at the Longbridge roundabout to improve traffic flow immediately. Relocate the McDonalds drive 
through such that it nolonger blocks the road by the Spitfire Retail Park to reduce traffic congestion. Remove parking charges in 
council carparks for electric and small petrol cars (less than 1.2L) to enhance use and town centre trade  
5 Promote environmental considerations above all others  
7 Agree  
8 This should also include informal ( spontaneous) recreational activities, to which children are prone! 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No. A far greater requirement to use all available brownfield sites - including those relating to one or two potential dwellings 
should be pursued with green field site only used as an absolute last resort. Compulsary purchase of banked land being held 
back by developers for a nominal fee would redress the balance between rapacious developers and a needy council. There is 
land available elsewhere in the county such as that being freed up by the MOD - not all development has to be in Trowbridge.  
There is an urgent need to to avoid the possibility of flooding from inappropriate use of flood plains, consider the governments 
declared intension of zero carbon emissions and unacceptable impacts on the environment 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Constaints to be imposed on developers to include:  High speed internet connections to allow home working MUST be installed in 
all newbuilds by developers.  Construction should be of zero carbon properties only with no gas or oil boilers and the maximum 
possible use of solar panels and renewable heating from air pumps and ground source systems.  Charging points for electric 
vehicles at each dwelling with power supply to match 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 



 

 
Begin encouraging zero population growth  
Make the holding of unused brownfield sites untenable { perhaps through a regime of aggressive compulsary purchase for 
nominal sums) so that they are rapidly brought back into housing or useful commercial use .  
Begin a culture of preserving greenfields and farmland at all reasonable cost with a need to publicly justify any other use. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The sites selected are simply wrong for the following reasons:  
The danger of flooding due to building on the flood plain should be regarded as unacceptable .  
The traffic implications of such massive development in the area will have unacceptable impacts on Marsh road , Hilperton and 
the surrounding areas not only during construction but for ever after- 2600 house will have a lot of cars what ever the final 
position is regarding transport. My grandchildren are already talking about the question of legal action against a council that 
deliberately allows the degradation of the air they have to breathe and I could see that getting a lot of support and crowd funding  
There are brownfield sites available that developers should be made to use first 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P329 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Trowbridge has already lost so much green space, surely we have more than done our bit for new housing?  



 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
One again traffic will be going through HIlperton village, the very thing the GAP ROAD was built to ease. The traffic, in normal 
times, can back up from Staverton traffic lights as far as the Kings Arms and beyond. This will be exacerbated.  Can the old canal 
bridge sustain further traffic? 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
These fields absorb an awful lot of water. Where is all the excess water going to go when the area is covered in concrete?  
The open spaces are so important to peoples health and mental wellbeing, not to mention another blow to all of nature that 
inhabit these fields and hedgerows. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P330 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I would like to express my very strong objection to the plan to develop on open fields between Staverton and Hilperton. The 
proposed plan to build 2600 homes will destroy the identity of both villages and cause major congestion on roads that are already 
very busy. I was born in Hilperton and have lived here most of my life so I am very angry and upset at the plan to build as many 
houses tat will damage our village. It is or this reason that I object to the proposed plan and options 4 and 5. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P331 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Wiltshire Council is currently consulting upon revisions to its Local Plan (2016-2036). 
We are writing to you to express our concerns about those proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon 
Semington as a rural parish and as a village community. Our concerns are set out below. 
1.      The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2.      So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination 
for any sort of development, I want a very wide “no further development” buffer zone to be established between those 
developments and the canal. Furthermore, with the recent construction of the air ambulance, we are surprised that the immediate 
area would be deemed suitable for housing.  
3.      We are very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 



into Semington Parish. We are strongly opposed to this and want a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge that stops 
it coming any closer than Whaddon Lane – at the maximum extent. 
4.      We oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton 
(site 6 of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on this high ground would place a monumental blot on the landscape, 
destroying any sense or rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring Greater Trowbridge to our 
boundary at Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high ground accessible from our 
parish without having to cross the busy A350. 
5.      We strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. We can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”. We demand that Semington be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA.  
We would be glad to have your response to our concerns and the concerns of our community along with your help in protecting 
the village and the wider environs as an actively rural community. These proposals are unsustainable and alarming.  
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P332 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
There should be a brownfield target to ensure the unused pockets of land across the town continue to be progressed 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Green infrastrucutre network should not only be for recreation but for commuting purposes too.  Access to public transport should 
be prioritised as a specific item – particulaly access to the railway station.  People are going to out commute out of Trowbridge 
and so it needs to be made possible and sustinable to get to the station as Trowbridge develops and grows.  Otherwise the 
nature of the growth will push people to using cars.   



Individual village identities and characters should be respeccted and actively promoted.soul dbe a priroty for ensuring that the 
developments proposed are of a high character and ahigh standard, and that the developmens propote sustainable communities, 
not just houses.  Too many of the newer estates don’t promote communities and  places to live, just houses.  Multigenerational 
communities, shared spaces, and accessible spaces and routes are very important and should be set out as a specific priority to 
makes ure that the quality of what is bult meets what trowbridge needs.  
The density of the site should be scaled down – recent building spaces in Trowbrdge are cold, urbanised places and people are 
being forced in to their cars to get to the ‘real outdoors’    
 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
The land beyond Broadmead towards the A36 has not been thoroughly considered. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
Hilperton village feel bring hasn’t been considered at all.  The itegration between the village amenities and the new provision are 
not being considered but are competitive with existing facilities.  How will the village hall be supported and enhanced by the new 
development?    The scale of the site proposed is going to swap Hilperton.  How can the identity of Hilperton be supported and 
respected, but not made abselete by new facilities?    How the sites look and feel – high quality, visually appealing houses and 
community spaces should be developed to prioritise green transport access, not have this added as an afterthought or 
squaeezed in around the backs of the houses.  The three storey houses and high density levels are very high and will force the 
site to feel cold and barren.  This is not the waterfront in Bristol or the town centre by amenities like the cinema  so high level 
housing and flats  will be out of keeping with the commuity spaces.    The site should not be proposed as a throughfare – the 
relief road has taken traffic away from Hilperton and restored its character.  The site having a large and high speed road core 
accessed from Hilperton will undo this.    A genuine community being developed and shaped.  Not just in how the local grass is 
cut, but how multi generations live and interact together – from how and where the public transport nodes are accessed to the 
design and location of street furniture, to the types and styles of houses, all needs to think about whole communities, not just 
families with children who drive to factory or office jobs. 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Access from the sites throught to Trowbridge town centre and particuarly to the train station needs significant improvement, 
otherwise the ability to access green infrastructure within the site will be pointless. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Hilperton village identity is key and its relationship to the new centre needs to be thoroughly worked through with local people e.g. 
how will the village hall benefit from the new development, how will the parish council develop to incorporate the new residents 
and their needs etc 
Some form of local governance should be integral to the development of the site and its local ownership and integration in to 
trowbridge – this should be throughout the masterplanning work and not just created at the time the grass cutting contract is let 
out.   
Other development sites in Trowbridge have different characteristics and learning should be taken from all of these in the 
masterplanning of the new site.  e.g. the local centre at Paxcrot is well used but promotes car access rather than sustainable 
transport.  Broadmead has good access to local footpaths but the distance from the pub to the other local centre shops etc 
disperses what could be a really well functioning centre   
Integration of the school and nursery provision in to the community is key and this needs to be well planned during the 
masterplanning and include community access to school facilites and spaces outside of the school day 



Health screening services should be intergal to the planning of the local centre e.g. space with power and other requirements for 
the blood donation van, the portable MRI scanner van, the breast cancer screening van should all be considered very early on 
and not an afterthought.   
The recreation spaces are the most important aspect of the site and their style and links between the houses, the schools and the 
businesses at the local centre are fundametlal to creating a successful community, not just the next big slug of houses for people 
to drive in and out of each day.   
Thorough and detailed masterplanning is essential and should be really creative and flexible in engaging with all communities 
and residents.  Town hall meetings aren’t going to be enough – college/sixth form students creating mixed media works, young 
people talking to each other about what is important and what they want to see and feel in the recreation space, dog walkers, 
runners, children who use LEAPs, parents who will be doing school drop off and picks up – all have important views that can 
really improve on recent new building at Castle Gate/ Ashton Gate.   



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P333 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I am writing to you to express my concerns about those proposals in the Local Plan that will have an adverse impact upon 
Semington as a rural parish and as a village community. My concerns are set out below. 
1. The Kennet and Avon Canal is hugely important and is valued by our village as a heritage, leisure and wildlife asset. It 
MUST retain its rural character if we are to continue to attract visitors and tourists who contribute to the local economy. 
2. So, should sites 4 and 5 in the Trowbridge Plans, or sites 5, 6 or 7 in the Melksham Plans be selected in any combination 
for any sort of development, a very wide “no further development” buffer zone should be established between those 
developments and the canal, to protect its rural feel and character. 
3. I am very surprised that Staverton and Hilperton Parishes, which have some lovely  rural land to their eastern boundaries, 
are to be urbanised and swallowed up by a huge (2600 homes) development, equivalent to a small town. The subsequent loss of 
open green space will make Semington much less rural than it currently is, and foreshadows the march of “Greater Trowbridge” 
into Semington Parish. I am strongly opposed to this and would wish to see a fixed boundary to the north and east of Trowbridge 
that stops it coming any closer than Whaddon Lane. 



4. I oppose any proposal to build houses on Hag Hill and to extend development across the A350 towards Great Hinton (site 
6 of the Trowbridge options). Building homes on an isolated site such as this, on this high ground, would create a monumental 
blot on the landscape, destroying any sense of rurality for miles around. It is also very close to Little Marsh and would bring 
Greater Trowbridge to our boundary at Corestreet Lane. The hill, with wonderful long views across to the downs, is the only high 
ground accessible from our parish without having to cross the busy A350. 
5. I strongly agree with Semington Parish Council’s dismay and sense of betrayal at being moved from one Housing Market 
Area to another without being explicitly consulted. I can’t avoid concluding that this has been done so that Trowbridge can 
expand north and east, especially as site 6 (Hag Hill) could never count towards the Trowbridge housing requirement if it 
remained in the Chippenham HMA. This is undemocratic and unworthy of a local authority that once boasted “where everyone 
matters”. I want Semington to be moved immediately back into the Chippenham HMA.  
I would be glad to have your response to my concerns, and your help in protecting the village and the wider environs as an 
actively rural community. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P334 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): This is a petition signed by 
350 people 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I wish to raise objections on the following grounds: 



- inadequate investment in road infrastructure to cross the River Avon, bypassing Staverton Village, as was originally planned 
when Persimmon was given planning permission to build the new estate in Staverton 
- significant increase in traffic congestion in Staverton and before the small, single lane bridge where the B3105 crosses the River 
Avon at morning and evening rush hours, increasing standing traffic and air pollution 
- monitoring of current traffic flow in Staverton has taken place at 11am and does not account for the chronic congestion that 
occurs earlier in the morning with commuter and school traffic 
- significant increase in traffic will reduce air quality and increase pollution which will affect the health of local residents 
- lack of traffic control that prevents Cottles Barton being used as a "rat run" at rush hour 
- significant congestion caused by flooding on the causeway of the B3105 after the Staverton Bridge which is set to increase 
further with the effects of climate change 
- thorough impact assessment on the area following the introduction of the Bath Clean Air Zone which potentially will divert more 
traffic away from Bath along with the weight restrictions on the A36 Cleveland Bridge, and push more traffic through Staverton. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P335 
 

 
Consultee code: Developer/Agent 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): D2 Planning Limited 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? Yes 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable): Vistry Group 
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
yes 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
Trowb_P335 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Vistry Group fully support the continued identification of Trowbridge as a principal settlement which should be the focus of 
significant additional growth in the Local Plan period (which should be extended). As you are aware, Vistry control land at Manor 
Court Farm, 
Trowbridge which they have previously submitted in the Council’s Call for Sites. The land is capable of accommodating up to 670 
dwellings (see Vision Document). Furthermore, Vistry have had discussions with BDW Homes who control adjacent land at 
Arnolds Hill Farm, Trowbridge which they are also promoting for residential development. Vistry believe that either their land 
independently or combined with that controlled by BDW would represent a sustainable urban extension for over 1,000+ dwellings 
(if combined) and additional facilities (see combined masterplan). 
The identification of this land shows that this is a sustainable location and the Council has identified and encouraged 
development to come forward. 



The Local Plan review proposes a requirement of 5,870 dwellings in the Plan period. However, the Trowbridge Site Allocations 
Paper states that this level of housing should be seen as a minimum. When constraints are taken into account this leaves a 
residual 
requirement of 1,805 dwellings but a further 800 dwellings are identified to support the long term growth of the town. Vistry agree 
that this figure should be treated as a minimum and that the additional level of development should be identified now to provide 
certainty rather than the next Plan period. 
Vistry does not believe that any additional housing development (over and above his provision) should be assigned to 
Neighbourhood Plans as there is no certainty that they will be prepared. Vistry believes that the Local Plan Review should have 
its end date extended (2040) and that the overall housing provision should be increased if local housing needs are to be met. 
With regards the level of brownfield sites, concern is expressed at the quantum of brownfield sites (370 dwellings) and their 
deliverability. There is nothing in the evidence base that provides confidence that brownfield sites will come forward at the 
anticipated rates, for a variety of issues e.g. land ownership. These issues are extremely common with brownfield sites and it is 
important that robust evidence is available to demonstrate that the quantum of brownfield sites is deliverable. At present there is 
no sufficient evidence available to support the Council’s ambition in delivering the anticipated quantum of brownfield 
development. 
Recommendation 
The end date of the Plan should be extended until at least 2040. The level of housing provision for Trowbridge should accordingly 
be increased. 
Further evidence is required on the deliverability of the quantum of brownfield sites  identified. At present it is unclear whether 
these sites are truly available and deliverable. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Vistry agrees that an important priority is to deliver an appropriate mix, tenure and type of housing to meet local needs. However, 
in answer to SB1, Vistry believe that this priority will not be met because the level of housing provision is too low to help meet 
local needs. The overall level of housing needs must be significantly increased and the end date of the Plan period needs to be 
extended to 2040. 
Vistry has control of the land at Manor Court Farm, to the west of Trowbridge which could assist in meeting local housing needs 
both open market and affordable. The site is capable of accommodating up to 670 dwellings. A Vision Document which 



demonstrates how their land can come forward for development has been submitted in support of these representations. Equally, 
the site could be brought forward in collaboration with the site at Arnolds Hill Farm, controlled by BDW Homes. A joint masterplan 
is attached which shows how both sites can be delivered. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No, we believe that the quantum of development is too low and that further sites for housing development should be identified. As 
stated in response to Q. SB1, Vistry control land at Manor Court Farm, Trowbridge which they consider is eminently suitable for 
up to 670 dwellings on its own. Furthermore, Vistry have been in discussions with BDW Homes who control land to the south of 
Manor Court Farm, known as Arnolds Hill Farm, which is also being promoted for residential development. Both sites could 
accommodate 1,000+ dwellings. 
Vistry note the intention to allocate land to the northeast of Trowbridge for some 2,100 dwellings etc and some 500 dwellings to 
the north of Trowbridge. Vistry understand that there is local concern with regards to these draft proposals and consider that their 
site offers an alternative location to deliver the quantum of development Trowbridge needs, either individually or combined with 
Arnolds Hill Farm. The benefits of the site are set out in the Vision Document and can provide a new defensible Green Belt 
boundary to the west of Trowbridge. 
What is the amount of development proposed? 
Vistry consider that the land they control can accommodate up to 670 dwellings whilst considering climate change, Biodiversity 
Net Gain, traffic and environmental issues. The site is relatively free from constraints and the development can be 
accommodated without particular issues prohibiting the delivery of the site, see Vision Document. Vistry welcome further detailed 
discussions with the Planning Authority and other interested parties. 
What is the likely impact of the proposed development on the following factors and do any of these indicate that the site should 
not be allocated? 
The site has been intensely farmed for many years. A range of biodiversity surveys have been undertaken over the last few years 
by retained consultants. No part of the site is covered by any statutory or non statutory designations. Whilst surveys have 
indicated a number of species on the site, the site can provide sufficient ecological mitigation and habitat creation/enhancement 
within areas of open space to ensure that a significant net gain to biodiversity is achieved. Furthermore, development would not 
infringe on the Bradford on Avon Special Areas of Conservation (SAC). Green infrastructure and agricultural land There will be a 
loss of agricultural land as a result of the allocation. However, the Council requires green field land to meet their housing 



requirements. The proposed development will have significant green infrastructure provided as part of the proposals including a 
central space of open space. This includes amongst other things a LEAP together with areas of informal open space. 
Landscape quality and character 
The site is not identified within any statutory landscape designation nor is it considered to be a ‘valued’ landscape. The urban 
area as a prominent feature to the east of the site. The site has good landscape credentials to mitigate development and 
assimilate it into the landscape context of the area. 
Heritage assets 
There are no designated heritage assets within the site. 
Strategic and local infrastructure including transport 
Access can be achieved to the requisite highway standards off Westwood Road. With regards utilities, there are no issues 
subject to the usual upgrades that all of the required utilities are available for the site at no significant cost. The efficient operation 
of the transport network, highway safety The development can be accommodated within the highway network without detrimental 
impact on highway safety subject to suitable mitigation. 
Air and water quality, noise pollution, odours, land stability, groundwater and flood risk There would be no detrimental impact on 
any of the above issues. There is no issue regarding land stability. The proposals would not impact on groundwater and the site 
lies within Flood Zone 1. Drainage proposals would be designed to meet the EA’s requirements including an element of climate 
change. There are no noise receptors which would be detrimental to the development and the site does not lie in an Air Quality 
Management Area. 
Open space, recreational facilities and public rights of way 
Open space and recreation facilities could be provided which more than meet the Council’s requisite standards. A range of open 
space would be provided throughout the development. There would be no requirement to divert any public rights of way. 
The site is in an accessible location with good access to everyday facilities by a range of 
means of transport? 
The site is well located within proximity to a range of existing facilities within the adjoining 
urban area of Trowbridge (see Hydrock’s report). 
Availability 
Yes within the next 5 year period 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 



Vistry believe additional housing land should be identified as stated in our response to SB3. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
The development of land at Manor Court Farm, West Trowbridge does not require significant additional infrastructure and it can 
be provided as part of the proposed development. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Vistry Group has commissioned the preparation of this document to support the promotion of its Land between Westwood Road 
and the A366 (Wingfield Road), Trowbridge, Wiltshire for a residential led development through the preparation of the Wiltshire 
Local Plan Review.  
As is demonstrated within this document, the site represents an opportunity to sustainably deliver a distinct, well-connected new 
neighbourhood reflecting the logical direction of growth west of Trowbridge. Preliminary environmental and design analysis 
suggests the site is capable of delivering:  
 Up to 670 new homes comprising a range of house types, sizes and tenures to cater for people with different incomes and 
at different stages of their lives;  
 A new community facility to serve both the existing and proposed new community;  
 An expansive landscape network to include formal play areas, sports pitches, linear parks and informal parkland areas;  
 Vehicular access points off Westwood Road and Wingfield Road together with opportunities for improved east - west 
pedestrian and cycle connectivity; and  
 A suite of on-site mitigation proposals that address potential heritage, drainage, transport and environmental concerns.  



The Site  
The site, as shown in Figure 1 above extends to approximately 74.7 hectares (ha) and is currently in agricultural use. It is located 
at the western edge of Trowbridge, and the south east edge of the site lies approx. 1.2km from the town centre. The existing 
urban edge of Trowbridge abuts the eastern edge of the site and offers opportunities to connect into the existing pedestrian and 
cycle network via existing green routes. The Lambrok Stream crosses the site in the south east corner and continues in a 
southerly direction. To the north, west and south of the site lies further agricultural land. At present there is no planning history 
associated with the site. 
The primary constraints and opportunities in relation to the site are highlighted in Figure 2 with further information provided over 
the following pages. These are based on the findings of preliminary desk-based studies and a site walkover by the EDP 
environmental team. [See attached for Figure 2}. 
Landscape  
The site does not contain or fall within any designated landscape, and there are no such landscapes within 2km of the site. 
Cotswold AONB falls over 2km to the north-west but there is no apparent intervisibility between the site and the AONB. The site 
does, however, lie within the Western Wiltshire Green Belt, which is protected by Section 13 of the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) with reference to Planning Practice Guidance – Green Belt (22 July 2019).  
The West Wiltshire Landscape Character Assessment (1:25,000) (2007) places the site within the ‘E1: Wingfield Rolling Clay 
Lowland’ Landscape Area. This area is described as gently rolling farmland with a largely rural character with extensive views. 
The description notes some deterioration in the condition of the landscape fabric together with detractors including: busy roads, 
plentiful pylons, and large-scale industrial buildings on the outskirts of Trowbridge.  
EDP’s field assessment found that the site is generally consistent with this broader description with gently undulating pasture and 
arable land falling across the top and south-east facing slopes of a local watershed. The medium sized fields are defined by a 
mixture of mature hedgerows, cut hedges and a semi mature tree belt located on the highest land. There are some mature trees 
scattered across the north-western site field; several ponds, most of which are surrounded by trees and shrubs; and Lambrok 
Stream runs along the south-eastern boundary.  
However, at the site level the adjacent settlement edge and roads, and the crossing pylons and overhead cables, detract from the 
rural character. The urban area is a prominent feature to the east, which provides a recent unsympathetic edge to the town that 
exerts an urbanising influence over the eastern site area.  
Development on the site would be visible from a small number of locations from the surrounding landscape, notably the historic 
settlement and landscape setting of Wingfield, to the south-west, and the masterplanning exercise has taken account of this by 
limiting visibility to the proposals, whilst also being mindful of integrating the development into its landscape and visual context.  
Greenbelt Assessment  



The Green Belt (GB) assessment formed part of the environmental appraisal insofar as it attempted to test whether bringing 
forward sustainable development on this site would allow the key purposes of the GB, in the context of the wider settlement of 
Trowbridge, to be maintained, or possibly even enhanced. The assessment considered the extent to which a continued sense of 
openness could be maintained within the tract of land between Trowbridge and settlements within the wider landscape to the 
north, north-west, and south-west particularly Bradford-on-Avon, Westwood, and Wingfield.  
The GB assessment concludes that development can occur in this location without compromising the NPPF essential functions of 
the GB at this western edge of Trowbridge: preventing merging of settlements, encroachment, and unrestricted sprawl; or the 
relevant principal purposes of the GB as stated in the Wiltshire Core Strategy Local Adopted Plan (2015).  
This conclusion is due, primarily, to the relatively limited proportion of the existing gap between settlements that the site 
represents; the limited intervisibility between the site and closest settlements across the GB; and the comparatively effective 
defensible edge that the site would provide. The Concept Masterplan shows development limited to the eastern site area so 
further reducing the proportion of the GB represented by these proposals and utilising topography and existing vegetation to limit 
visibility to the settlement from the Green Belt.  
It is considered that the site could reasonably be removed from the GB and, developed in accordance with the principles of the 
Concept Masterplan, without harm to the integrity of the GB overall and with potential benefits in terms of creation of a defensible 
GB boundary. 
Transport & Access  
The scheme will be served by primary access points from Westwood Road to the north and from the A366 Wingfield Road to the 
south. A secondary access point onto the A366 or Brook Road could also be provided.  
There is the potential to provide a link road through the development site that would connect the A366 in the south to Westwood 
Road in the north. This could alleviate traffic at the A363 Bradford Road junction to the east of the site. This would be subject to 
detailed capacity assessments in due course.  
Within the vicinity of the site Westwood Road is subject to a 60mph speed limit, which reduces to 40mph around 20 metres east 
of the site boundary. The A366 Wingfield Road is also subject to a 60mph speed limit. It is anticipated that a gateway feature or 
sequence of features will be provided on Westwood Road and the A366 to provide an element of traffic calming and 
management and that the existing 60mph speed limits could be reduced to 40mph or 30mph past the site.  
There are currently no footways provided on Westwood Road or the A366 in the vicinity of the site. As such, pedestrian and cycle 
links are proposed to be provided with the Meadway cul-de-sac and Brook Road on the eastern boundary of the site to facilitate 
access to existing pedestrian networks in the adjacent residential area and local services and amenities located in Trowbridge 
town centre.  



Footways with dropped kerbs are provided throughout the residential roads located adjacent to the site. These footways provide 
access to the local bus stops and also link to routes towards Trowbridge Railway Station and the town centre. Consideration will 
be given to making improvements as appropriate.  
Public Rights of Way crossing the site will be retained within the development and the possibility of improvements and links to the 
site will be explored.  
The intention is to work collaboratively with Wiltshire Council and other relevant stakeholders to develop a detailed Transport 
Strategy with consideration given to the wider planning and transport infrastructure proposals in the local area in due course. 
Focus will be given to any need for off-site mitigation to address the potential increase in traffic on nearby roads and also the 
potential for improved public transport links in the vicinity of the site.  
Ecology  
The site is not covered by any statutory designations. There are two internationally important designated sites within 15km of the 
site boundary: the Bath and Bradford-on-Avon SAC, 4.6 km north-west and Salisbury Plain SAC/SPA 9km south-east. In terms of 
nationally and locally important statutory designations, there no designations within 2km of the site boundary.  
Approximately half of the area within the site comprises agriculturally improved, species-poor grassland. The other half of the site 
comprises arable land.  
The site is supported by a strong hedgerow network, comprising predominantly mature, species-rich hedgerows and a number of 
mature trees.  
Habitats of ecological value present on site relate primarily to the Lambrok stream, ponds, mature trees within and adjacent to the 
site and the hedgerow network. It is considered that appropriate habitat retention, enhancement and creation measures can be 
sufficiently incorporated within any future, proposed residential development of the site.  
Any forthcoming planning application for the site will be informed by a robust suite of protected species surveys, the findings of 
which will be utilised to inform mitigation and enhancement strategies for the site to ensure no net loss to biodiversity.  
There are significant opportunities on site to deliver a net gain in biodiversity through the creation of diverse new habitats and 
enhancing the existing green infrastructure network. Extensive tree planting, meadow landscapes and sustainable drainage 
features designed for nature will provide a resilient landscape safeguarding against future climate change.  
Archaeology and Heritage Matters  
The site does not contain any designated heritage assets where there would be a presumption in favour of preservation in situ. 
There are no scheduled monuments, registered parks and gardens, registered battlefields or world heritage sites within 2km of 
the proposed development. Designated heritage assets within 2km of the site comprise 326 listed buildings and Trowbridge 
Conservation Area.  



The majority of the listed buildings within the study area are contained within the Trowbridge Conservation Area, which is situated 
c.600m to the east of the site. The conservation area is separated from the site by a substantial buffer of modern housing. 
Therefore, it is unlikely that development within the site will have a substantial effect on the setting of these assets. 
See map attached. 
Concept Masterplan  
After considering the primary constraints and opportunities for the site, a concept masterplan (Figure 4) [see attached for Figure 
4] was prepared demonstrating how the site could be brought forward. The concept masterplan illustrates a residential 
developable area of 19.1 hectares which could deliver approximately 475 - 670 units @ 25-35 dwellings per hectare.  
Key features of the concept masterplan (opposite) are as follows:  
1. Primary vehicular access from Westwood Road - subject to Highway Engineers design.  
2. Primary vehicular access from A366 - subject to Highway Engineers design.  
3. Potential secondary vehicular access points off Westwood Road and A366- subject to Highway Engineers design.  
4. Opportunity for pedestrian/cycle connection into site from Brook Road.  
5. Existing Public Right of Way retained within generous green corridor.  
6. Opportunity for range of formal play areas to be located within green corridors.  
7. Opportunity to extend existing green corridors westwards into the site providing multiple opportunities for pedestrian and 
cycle connectivity and provide wildlife corridors for species dispersal accross the site.  
8. Opportunity for community/retail use at entrance to site to serve existing and proposed community.  
9. Attenuation ponds located in south east corner at lowest part of site - size and location to be confirmed by Drainage 
Engineer. Potential for new wildlife ponds to be integrated with SuDS provision.  
10. Development pulled back from southern boundary to help retain views to Holy Trinity Church and help to retain rural 
character of A366 when entering Trowbridge from the west.  
11. Potential area for sports pitches on flattest part of site - subject to Local Authority requirements.  
12. Opportunity for western portion of site to become natural parkland area with a range of new habitats created to the benefit 
of local biodiversity and for enjoyment by the local community  
13. Native woodland planting belt along western extent of developable area to help screen development of site when viewed 
from west. This to comprise enhanced existing hedge, to north and new planting, to south.  
14. Opportunity for range of pedestrian/cycle loop routes across the site  
1. Conclusion  
The preparation of the Wiltshire Local Plan Review necessitates the release of greenfield sites around Trowbridge to 
accommodate future housing needs. In order to identify the most sustainable locations for future housing development around 
Trowbridge, a review of the Green Belt around Trowbridge has been undertaken. That concludes that land south of Westwood 



Road, Trowbridge represents a sustainable location for additional development either individually or combined with land to the 
south at Arnold Hill Farm.  
The site offers a unique opportunity to provide a high quality residential development at a scale that is appropriate to its 
surroundings. The site has limited physical constraints and is able to accommodate development that reflects the prevailing 
settlement pattern, protects key views and introduces a range of landscape enhancements, which would greatly increase the 
ecological and community functions of the land. The release of the land will provide a new defensible boundary to the Green Belt 
to the west of Trowbridge.  
Available, Suitable and Developable  
In NPPF terms, the site is available, suitable and developable and therefore should be considered as an appropriate allocation to 
meet future housing requirements.  
The site represents a logical development opportunity that is contiguous with existing settlement boundaries, close to existing 
services and employment opportunities, and has the potential to be well served by public transport and the surrounding road 
networks.  
In addition to the general over-arching sustainability of the site, this document demonstrates a site-specific approach to 
sustainable development and an enhanced development framework resulting from a landscape-led design evolution process.  
This document sets out the site-specific approach to creating a sustainable and deliverable residential led development, working 
with the grain of the existing landscape and taking account of site features and context. It proposes a development that would 
form a logical extension to the local community, is outward-looking and forms a strong and logical edge to the town.  
Vistry Group trust the content of this document provides a useful overview of the development potential of its land at Trowbridge, 
Wiltshire. This statement represents an indicative guide and Vistry Group would welcome an opportunity to discuss the site and 
its potential development in more detail with Wiltshire County Council. 
See attachment Trowb_P335 for: 
Access and Connectivity Appraisal  
Preliminary Landscape and Visual Appraisal and Green Belt Assessment 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
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TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Planning for Trowbridge 
It is recognised within the Planning for Trowbridge Paper that the scale of growth at Trowbridge is ‘so substantial’ that significant 
greenfield sites will need to be identified. In this context. the proposals for development at Trowbridge are concentrated at two 
growth locations, North East Trowbridge (2,100 dwellings, of which 500 post-2036) and North Trowbridge (500 dwellings). 
 As explained within the NPPF (paragraph 72), the supply of large numbers of new homes can often be best achieved through 
planning for larger scale development, such as new settlements or significant extensions to exiting settlements. Therefore, the 
identified areas as preferred development locations to the north/northeast of Trowbridge are consistent with this recognised 
approach set out in national policy. 
However, it is considered necessary for the Local Plan to ensure that there is a wide portfolio of sites in terms of size and 
locations, in order to give greater resilience to housing delivery throughout the plan period. The focus of development to the 



north/northeast of Trowbridge places a considerable reliance on a single direction of growth at the town to meet the identified 
needs. 
The strategy for growth at Trowbridge should, in our view, maximise opportunities for growth from a range of site options, 
including land which benefits from being allocated for alternative uses, but which has not come forward as envisaged. 
The Trowbridge Site Selection Report (Figure 2) identifies those sites that were originally considered. This highlights Principal 
Employment Areas at the Town and this includes land at Biss Farm. There is no assessment as to the suitability of Principal 
Employment Sites within the Site Selection Report and for reasons set out below, specifically in the context of land at Biss Farm, 
it is considered that the failure to do so is a significant omission. 
Set within the wider context of the provisions of paragraph 120 of the NPPF, through this Local Plan Review process it is 
incumbent upon Wiltshire Council to base emerging policies on an appropriate review of land which is allocated in the 
development plan. This is necessary in order to consider whether there is a reasonable prospect of development coming forward 
on such sites in accordance with the use allocated in the plan. 
As previously explained, the Wiltshire ELR sets the fit between employment demand and supply. When un-allocated sites and 
high delivery risk sites are included then the total supply equates to 273ha which is significantly in excess of the level of demand.  
In terms of employment provision in the Trowbridge HMA, the ADSs explains that the ELR data informed the baseline analysis 
and has been used to derive the HMA based employment land planned for the next 20 years in this HMA when compared to 
2011-2026. 
As noted at paragraph 19 of the ADSs, the WCS strategy deliberately allocated a large amount of land for employment in excess 
of assessed need, in order to provide businesses with greater choice and flexibility and to provide a positive context for local 
economic growth. 
The proposed strategy of no additional employment land at Trowbridge is considered in the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) where it 
states that the supply of outstanding and existing commitments is likely to be sufficient to balance the housing growth proposed 
at this Principal Settlement. However, the SA also acknowledges that this will depend on existing commitments being retained 
and delivered. 
The interim SA states that: “Outstanding commitments in the Trowbridge HMA are capable of meeting a significant proportion of 
the need for additional employment land to 2036.1 This includes land at Biss Farm, which is identified in the current WCS (Core 
Policy 29) as ‘West Ashton Road’ and is a saved West Wiltshire District Plan allocation of 10ha. In addition to West Ashton Road, 
the WCS also allocates 15ha of employment land at the Ashton Park Urban Extension. 
The SA concludes that: ‘Retention of existing and allocated employment land is often challenging to manage. Consider inclusions 
of policies that safeguard against incompatible uses or unnecessary loss of employment sites but also set out criteria against 
which, in exceptional cases, an existing site or allocation is clearly and demonstrably no longer suitable for employment 
development and can be de-allocated or developed for an alternative use.”2 



Such policy protections are already provided by way of WCS Core Policy 35 (Existing employment sites). As explained, land at 
West Ashton Road (Biss Farm) is currently categorised in the WCS as a ‘Principal Employment Area’ and is therefore subject to 
the policy provisions set out at Core Policy 35. Core Policy 35 seeks to protect such sites/locations from alternative uses, on the 
basis the Principal Employment Areas are critical to the economic role of these settlements and Wiltshire as whole. 
It should be recognised that not all identified Principal Employment Areas contribute to the economic strategy to the same extent, 
particularly where such areas have not been developed. This is the case for the Biss Farm site which was an allocation in the 
2004 West Wiltshire District Local Plan (Policy E1A), as a saved policy, rather than a specific allocation in the adopted WCS. 
Prior to the 2004 West Wiltshire District Local Plan, this site was also identified in the West Wiltshire Local Plan (adopted 1996). 
Core Policy 35 states that: ‘Wiltshire’s Principal Employment Areas (as listed in the Area Strategies) should be retained for 
employment purposes within use classes B1, B2 and B8 to safeguard their contribution to the Wiltshire economy and the role and 
function of individual towns.” (Our emphasis) 
Land at Biss Farm has remained undeveloped and it is a matter of fact that this site has never delivered or provided for any 
employment provision, whether this be in terms of physical units and/or jobs. Therefore, it is self-evident that this site has not 
made any ‘contribution’ to the local and wider economy. It is therefore questionable whether the objectives and provisions of Core 
Policy 35 are capable of being applied to this site. 
Furthermore, Core Policy 35 goes on to explain that: ‘Within Principal Settlements, Market Towns and Local Service Centres and 
Principal Employment Areas proposals for the redevelopment of land or buildings currently or last used for activities falling within 
use classes B1, B2 and B8 must demonstrate that they meet, and will be assessed against the following criteria.” (Our 
emphasis). Given that this site has remained undeveloped and has not, at any point, provided for employment uses, the criteria 
set out at Core Policy 35 is also unlikely to be directly applicable to the Biss Farm site. 
The 2018 ELR (section 5.4) includes a ‘detailed review’ of a small number of selected sites, in order to understand any barriers to 
delivery and to consider how these might be overcome. It is explained within the ELR that these sites, which includes West 
Ashton Road (South Trowbridge Business Park), have been selected as sites which can make a significant contribution to the 
future delivery of employment land.  
The review presented within the 2018 ELR makes no reference to the significant period of time for which this site has been 
allocated as land for employment but has remained undeveloped, i.e. since the 1996 West Wiltshire Local Plan. 
The ELR does not consider the extensive planning history of the site. Rather it simply states that: “Wiltshire Council should 
consider the policy and development management levels that it has to encourage the delivery of this employment site.” 
In omitting any reference to, or consideration of, the period of time for which this site has been allocated but remained 
undeveloped, this is considered to be a significant error. 
As a consequence, it does not provide an accurate or robust review as to the suitability and deliverability of this site to continue to 
be allocated for employment use. 



This site has an extensive planning history as set out in the table below. 
[See attachment Trowb_336 for table] 
The NPPF continues to explain that where the local planning authority considers there to be ‘no reasonable prospect’ of an 
application coming forward for the use allocated in the plan. 
a. They should, as part of plan updates, reallocate the land for a more deliverable use that can help to address identified needs 
(or, if appropriate, deallocate a site which is undeveloped); and 
b. In the interim, prior to updating the plan, applications for alternative uses on the land should be supported, where the proposed 
use would contribute to meeting an unmet need for development in the area. 
The 2018 Wiltshire ELR does not fulfil, to any great extent, the obligations set out at paragraph 120 of the NPPF. Whilst the ELR 
explains that a ‘detailed review’ of specific sites has been undertaken, which includes land at Biss Farm, the extent of this review 
is extremely limited and does not consider to a sufficient degree, the particular circumstances of this site. 
The most recent application at this site, (17/09961/OUT) included information on marketing and the promotion of the Biss Farm 
for its allocated employment use. This is not repeated within these representations, but when considered alongside the planning 
history of this site, it is self-evident that the site has not made any contribution to the economic strategy at Trowbridge and the 
wider Wiltshire area. 
As an undeveloped site, we do not support the continued allocation of Biss Farm as a Principal Employment Area. In doing so, 
this is not consistent with the premise behind the protections afforded by WCS Core Policy 35. It does not perform any economic 
role as part of the wider economic strategy and therefore the basis for its continued protection falls away owing to the fact that 
this site has always remained undeveloped. 
In addition, the criteria set out at Core Policy 35 which may allow for the redevelopment of Principal Employment Areas, includes 
circumstances where the site is not appropriate for the continuation of its present or any employment use due to a significant 
detriment to the environment or amenity of the area. 
Since land at Biss Farm was originally allocated in previous West Wiltshire District Local Plans the context of the site has 
changed. The WCS allocation at Ashton Park, which is to provide for 2,600 dwellings and 15ha of employment land means that 
the Biss Farm is no longer an edge of settlement location. The consequence of the Ashton Park allocation, once constructed, will 
mean that Biss Farm is enclosed on all sides by residential development, significantly altering the context from when the site was 
first allocated. 
As previously explained, the Ashton Park allocation also includes 15ha of employment land and it should be noted that this will 
form part of the early phases of development. 
There is no specific analysis of this changing context within the Wiltshire ELR or consideration as to the suitability of the 
proposed employment use at this location when considered against the substantial residential-led development (2,600 dwellings) 
at Ashton Park. 



Accordingly, it is considered necessary and appropriate for land at Biss Farm to be considered within the site selection process 
as a genuine opportunity to meeting the housing requirements of Trowbridge. 
The fact that the site is a Principal Employment Area does not accurately reflect the particular circumstances of the site, both in 
terms of its undeveloped nature and lack of any contribution to the economic strategy for Trowbridge and the wider Wiltshire 
area. 
Moreover, the physical context of the site is subject to considerable change owing to the Ashton Park urban extension, meaning 
that it is no longer an edge of settlement employment site, and once Ashton Park is delivered, it will enclose the Biss Farm site on 
all sides with residential development. 
Trowbridge is a highly constrained settlement and therefore the approach of the Local Plan should be to maximise opportunities 
to meet the identified requirements for new homes, particularly given the fact that a considerable number of new homes are not 
expected until post-2036. 
Excluding specific sites, such as Biss Farm, on the basis of their status as a Principal Employment Area, it not supported. The 
approach of the site selection methodology is to apply such designations as an automatic exclusionary criteria without any 
specific assessment as to the extent to which such sites actually support their planning status as Principal Employment Areas. 
This should be addressed by including land at Biss Farm in the site selection process and taking it forward for further detailed 
assessment. 
We do not consider that the evidence base produced in support of the Local Plan Review, specifically the ELR, provides a 
sufficiently detailed assessment as to the justification for the retention of this land for employment. 
Since the launch of this current consultation, the Council has published responses to Q&A sessions hosted as part of the virtual 
consultation meetings. In respect of the approach to Trowbridge, the specific question was raised regarding the re-use of land 
such as Biss Farm. In response, the Council has stated: 
“An opportunity to review the Place-shaping Priorities in the plan making process may very well include the opportunity to review 
long-standing employment allocations that remain to be built out. If you consider that alternative options should be reviewed, 
please put them forward in your consultation response.”3 
We welcome the apparent willingness of the Council to consider such sites following this round of consultation and we trust that 
our representations will be considered along these lines. 
It is not clear why any such review is referenced in the context of ‘place-shaping principles’, given the requirement of paragraph 
120 of the NPPF. Notwithstanding this, given the location of this site, and surrounding uses, bringing forward this area for 
residential development would be entirely consistent with adjoining uses and support the expansion of Trowbridge in this area. 
It is difficult to envisage how the development of this site for residential use could have any adverse impacts on the wider 
objectives set out within the proposed place-making principles. 
Summary and Recommendations 



On behalf of our client, Persimmon Homes (Wessex) Ltd, we welcome the opportunity to submit representations in response to 
the Wiltshire Council Local Plan Review. Our representations are concerned with the proposed strategy for Trowbridge. 
Our representations are focused on the approach to the selection of sites at Trowbridge and specifically the exclusion of land at 
Biss Farm from consideration as a potential development location as part of the strategy to deliver the housing requirements for 
Trowbridge. 
It is recognised within the consultation documentation that Trowbridge is a highly constrained settlement, resulting from the 
Green Belt to the west, the potential effects on the Bath and Bradford on Avon Bats Special Area for Conservation and the need 
to preserve the setting to several outlying settlements. Such constraints impact on the availability of land and sites and requires 
the future growth strategy for Trowbridge to balance such constraints against the need to provide for sufficient levels of 
development to support Trowbridge’s role as a principal settlement and in providing for local needs. 
Set within this context, and the provisions of national policy (i.e. paragraph 120 of the NPPF), in preparation of the development 
strategy, including the consideration of site options, it is incumbent upon Wiltshire Council to fulfil its obligations under paragraph 
120 of the NPPF. This should include a review of the extent to which land allocated for development in an existing plan, has any 
reasonable prospect of coming forward for the use identified. This should include sites classified as Principal Employment Areas, 
which includes land at Biss Farm. 
However, there is no reference within any of the consultation documentation to the approach the Council has taken to such sites, 
but it is evident that the status of a site as a Principal Employment Area is used as an exclusionary criteria, meaning that 
development opportunities at such locations are automatically excluded from any consideration in the site selection process. 
Therefore, wider opportunities for growth, such as that presented at Biss Farm, at a settlement which is highly constrained, have 
not been considered through the planmaking process to date and are excluded without any specific assessment as to their 
suitability for either their existing (allocated) use or alternative uses, where such uses could contribute to meeting identified 
needs. 
We comment within our representation on the ‘detailed review’ of the 2018 ELR and for reasons explained, it is not considered 
that the assessment of Biss Farm is sufficiently robust to support the decision to reject it from assessment as a potential site for 
housing. There is no regard to the fact that this site has remained undeveloped since first allocated in 1996. Moreover, there is no 
recognition within the evidence base that acknowledges the fact that in terms of the current economic strategy, this site has made 
no contribution, either in terms of employment units and/or job growth. 
Furthermore, there is also no regard to the changing context of land at Biss Farm and the fact that with the delivery of the Ashton 
Park urban extension, the site is no longer an edge of settlement location, with the resulting Ashton Park development meaning 
that the site will eventually be enclosed on all sides by residential development.  
In order to build in resilience to housing delivery at Trowbridge over the plan period, it is considered essential that there is a 
sufficient portfolio of site options, in order to reduce the reliance on single development locations. 



In this context land at Biss Farm is considered to offer a genuine development opportunity to provide for residential development. 
Given the fact that this site has remained undeveloped since its original allocation for employment use (1996), it is selfevident 
that the site has not contributed to the economic strategy for a significant period of time. 
The continued allocation for employment use at Biss Farm fails to correctly understand the specific circumstances of this site. 
The status of the site as a Principal Employment Area does not accurately reflect the realities of this site and its undeveloped 
nature. 
For reasons we have set out within our representations, land at Biss Farm, should be taken forward for considerations in the 
Trowbridge site selection process as a genuine development opportunity to provide for residential growth. 
On behalf of our client, Persimmon Homes (Wessex) Ltd, Blue Fox Planning Ltd is instructed to submit representations in 
response to the March 2021 Wiltshire Council Local Plan Review Consultation. 
The representations set out herein are focused on the land controlled by Persimmon Homes at ‘Land at Biss Farm’, Trowbridge. 
This 14ha site is identified within the most recent Wiltshire Strategic Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment 
(SHELAA), site reference 3247 (Land at Biss Farm). 
APPENDIX 1: SHELAA SITE 3247  
Alongside the specific land interests at Biss Farm, Persimmon Homes are also active in Trowbridge in terms of the delivery of 
other development locations, specifically land at Ashton Park and Elizabeth Way. 
Ashton Park 
Land at Ashton Park is allocated in the Wiltshire Core Strategy to provide for 2,600 homes and 15ha of employment. A planning 
application was submitted to Wiltshire Council in 2015 (LPA ref: 15/04763/OUT) comprising the following description of 
development: 
‘Outline planning application for mixed use development comprising: residential (up to 2,500 dwellings – Classes C3 & C2); 
employment (Class B1, B2 and B8); two local centres (Classes A1-A5, D1, C2 and C3); two primary schools, one secondary 
school, ecological visitor facility, public open space, landscaping and associated highway works including for the ‘Yarnbrook / 
West Ashton Relief Road’ and the access junctions.’ 
This complex site forms as a major component of the current strategy for growth at Trowbridge. Working collaboratively with 
Wiltshire Council, Persimmon Homes are advancing towards a positive determination of this application. It is anticipated that the 
S106 Agreement will be concluded within the next 3 months.  
Elizabeth Way 
Following the adoption of the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan on 25 February 2020, land to the south of Elizabeth Way 
has been allocated for development (Policy H2.3) to provide approximately 355 dwellings. 



Pursuant to this allocation, a planning application for 71 dwellings was submitted by Persimmon Homes to Wiltshire Council in 
September 2020 (LPA Ref: 20/07751/FUL). In submitting this application, alongside the wider allocated area, the objectives of 
the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan are being realised  
Our representations in respect of Biss Farm are provided without prejudice to Persimmon Homes’ wider interests at Trowbridge 
and the commitment to bring forward development at these locations, working collaboratively with Wiltshire Council.  
Biss Farm 
Land at Biss Farm is currently categorised in the Wiltshire Core Strategy (WCS) as a ‘Principal Employment Area’ and is 
therefore subject to the policy provisions set out at Core Policy 35 of the WCS (Existing employment sites). Core Policy 35 seeks 
to protect such sites/locations from alternative uses, on the basis that Principal Employment Areas are considered to be critical to 
the economic role of these settlements and Wiltshire as whole. 
It should be recognised that not all identified Principal Employment Areas contribute to the economic strategy to the same extent, 
particularly where such areas have not been developed. 
This is the case for land at the Biss Farm which was an allocation in the 2004 West Wiltshire District Local Plan (Policy E1A), as 
a saved policy, rather than a specific allocation in the adopted WCS. Prior to the 2004 West Wiltshire District Local Plan, this site 
was also identified in the West Wiltshire Local Plan (adopted 1996). 
Paragraph 120 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) confirms that planning policies and decisions need to reflect 
changes in the demand for land. They should be informed by regular reviews of both the land allocated for development in plans, 
and of land availability. 
For reasons set out within our representations, it is considered that the exclusion of land at Biss Farm from assessment as a 
potential location for housing growth at Trowbridge, premised on the current status of this site as a Principal Employment Area, is 
not adequately justified. 
Trowbridge is a highly constrained settlement, as such it is our view that in order to provide resilience to housing delivery over the 
plan period, the Spatial Strategy should include a mix of sites in order to reduce the reliance on a very limited number of locations 
to deliver significant levels of growth. 
The evidence base published in support of this current consultation, specifically the 2018 Employment Land Review, does not 
provide a sufficiently robust justification for the continued allocation of Biss Farm as a Principal Employment Area.  
Our representations consider that given the specific circumstances of this site, it is entirely appropriate and necessary for this 
location to be taken forward for assessment as a potential housing site. 
[See attachment Trowb_336 for site plan] 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
We write on behalf of our client, Castlewood Property Ventures Ltd (‘Castlewood’) to submit representations to the Wiltshire Local 
Plan Review which has been published for consultation. 
These representations relate to the Trowbridge area in particular given that Castlewood are promoting land south of the A363 
which is allocated in the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan under Policy H2.2 and which is identified in the consultation 
material as an existing Development Plan Allocation (for example as shown on Figure 1 of the ‘Planning for Trowbridge’ 
document). 
We note that the current consultation is largely concerned with potential new allocations to meet revised growth requirements. 
However it appears as though the Plan is expected to comprise a wide Local Plan review. 
It is well established that the Council is unable to demonstrate a five year supply of deliverable housing sites. In our view it would 
be prudent for the Local Plan Review to consider ways in which restrictions which might have served to delay the delivery of 
existing allocations could be eased, or clarified. 
We reserve the opportunity to comment on the Local Plan Review in greater detail as the policies evolve and evidence emerges. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



Following receipt of the councils proposals to have a development of 500 houses constructed in Staverton I wish to lodge my 
objections for the following reasons 
Traffic and the Environment 
Interesting Traffic Information and future statistics for the rush hours in Trowbridge 
[See attached for table]. 
Whilst studying the report made a couple of years ago Staverton Bridge Signals had a junction performance capacity over 70%.  
That figure did not include the increased traffic volumes being diverted through the Staverton Bridge Signals following a number 
of new developments and the fact that Bath is now diverting HGV traffic through Staverton Village.  The junction performance will 
further deteriorate should additional pressure be applied by the introduction of in excess of 1000 housing units being built in 
Staverton on the B3105 and Elizabeth way 
It appears that in studies Staverton Bridge Signals is only one of a number of signal sites in Trowbridge expected to exceed 70% 
capacity which represents a failure of the junction to assist with traffic flow.  This failure is only as a result of traffic volume and 
road capacity.  This 70% figure does not however represent the projections in studies and of the one study completed for 
Wiltshire Council it was projected that the Staverton Bridge Signals would be operating at 123% in the mornings and 124%in the 
evenings in the future with planned developments not including the recent one raised in the consultation looking at capacity 
towards 2026.  Add to this the new proposed developments and you are condemning Staverton Village to a future of congestion 
and ill health with all the associated risks to the children attending the schools and clubs in the area 
Using conservative estimates with the average household car ownership now being 1.7 vehicles this would add a further potential 
1700 (resdiental owner only) vehicles using the road on a daily basis and this volume only represents the occupiers.  Further 
additional traffic volume would increase exponentially as a result of delivery vehicles, guests, families etc and coupled with the 
huge increase in internet purchasing (Delivery Vehicles for internet shopping deliveries) could increase the number of vehicles 
substantially resulting in a huge congestion problem resulting in health and wellbeing problems. The traffic could actually 
increase by a number exceeding 5000 should this development proceed 
The failure of any plans to improve the road network surrounding Staverton and the B3105 New Terrace at Staverton Bridge 
Signals will result in considerable increases in Traffic Volumes and congestion will increase.  The current single road will not 
withstand the increase in volumes and repairs etc will cause further disruption resulting in more congestion and poorer air quality 
for the homes and residents in the village 
In addition to the above traffic volume issues there is a serious road network infrastructure failure in Staverton with the only route 
being currently sat on a flood plain with regular serious flooding taking place resulting in the closure of the only road out of the 
local area.  The B3105 at Staverton Bridge is not fit for purpose and in its current state will fail to manage the projected traffic 
volumes.  During the periods when the Causeway floods traffic is diverted via Bradford On Avon (Currently using a new one way 
system to prevent and manage congestion in addition to the BAN on HGVs) and Holt (Small village with very congested road) 



leading to the A350 at Melksham.  The area proposed for development is called Hilperton Marsh for a reason and the council 
planning officers should be mindful of that  
These two routes are completely inadequate and experience congestion most days in the peak periods.  This congestion will only 
increase with the increase in local housing developments as the new residents attempt to make their way to work etc 
A bypass was previously planned for the area and this is the only viable option to provide the road network solution for the area.  
None of the housing development plans include any provision for traffic management and the dire effects on Staverton has 
simply been ignored 
Any increase in traffic volumes and thus congestion volumes will further affect the local population.  The village already struggles 
with the disruption caused by BANES Council diverting all of its HGV traffic through the village and, coupled with the Staverton 
Bridge Signals (One way Signal System) the problems for health and well being will only increase.  The B3105 (New Terrace) is 
the only route for many people in Trowbridge to gain access to towns such as Bath and Bristol and is regularly congested.  When 
the road isn’t congested and flowing the locals are subjected to HGV traffic accessing the A350 and regularly speeding motorists 
using New Terrace.  Both of these factors cause anxiety and danger to the young children living in the area especially as they 
need to walk along New Terrace to access the local primary school.  The road only has one pavement on the opposite side to the 
housing and, as a result locals and children are put at risk. 
New Terrace spans both the Kennet Canal and the River Avon and the bridges spanning those stretches of water were initially 
built hundreds of years ago.  The bridges require constant maintenance and repair and were never designed or built to withstand 
the pressures of managing heavy goods vehicles up to 44 tons.  In addition any failure of either of the bridges where 
maintenance is required results is serious and unwanted problems for the residents of Staverton wishing to go about their daily 
business. 
Flooding & Environmental Issues 
The proposed are is sandwiched between a flood area (Serious flood area) and a canal.  In recent years the water level have 
risen and the entire area is slowing being saturated.  The water and run off needs to go somewhere and a new development of 
500 units on New Terrace will simply result in an increase in the water table thus resulting is an increased flood risk.  I have 
measured the level in New Terrace following a 4 day rain period and the run off drain ditch next to the B3105 had in excess of 30 
inches flowing through which meant the level was almost to the level of the B3105 potentially putting houses on that road at risk. 
The photos are attached and show the run off and flooding issues following only a minor number of rain days 
  
The area is regularly flooded sits between the River Avon and The Kennet & Avon Canal.  There is no provision for flood 
defences in the area and a large development will only increase the flood risk in addition to representing a real flood hazard for 
the new occupants of any such development as proposed 
Population and Services Infrastructure 



Staverton School is already over capacity and this is reflected in the standards and the fact the school is falling woefully behind in 
standards.  The school is attended by children from all areas in Trowbridge with many of those outside the area driving their 
children to the school which also causes additional pressure on the road network without adding to it. 
  
The proposed 500 plus units on New Terrace will apply additional pressure to local services and, with the average family size of 2 
adults and 1.89 children the potential requirement could be up to 945 children in the area requiring education and healthcare 
services.  Coupled with the fact that people in the area commonly exceed that national child estimate the current education 
facilities will simply fail to be in a position to provide any service.  The local plan suggests that schools will be built with additional 
allocation for more children spaces in 2026.  The suggested school allocation is not adequate for the proposed developments.  
Are Wiltshire council using the correct formula for calculating child numbers? 
If we adopt a crude estimate of population increase for the development it will result in 500 homes x 2 adults and 1.89 children.  
This would mean an estimated increase in population of 1945.   The village census in 2011 shows a population number of 1868 
which will no doubt have increased since then (The 2021 Census will provide an accurate number)   
In essence the village will double in population and will require the following: 
Education Capacity Increased – This will be in the form of schools being built and those schools must be adequate and fit for 
purpose in respect of education needs and the numbers of children in the area both at the time of construction and adequate to 
manage any increase in the future 
Healthcare Capacity Increased  - A doctors surgery will be required to cope with the increase in healthcare needs – Doctors 
Surgeries in the area are over subscribed and completely inadequate for the current population.  In addition to the need for 
additional clinical premises there seems to be no factoring of the reliance on getting healthcare professionals to relocate to the 
area in order to manage these facilities 
Social Welfare Capacity Increased – This will fall within the healthcare requirements and, as the current provision falls woefully 
short and completely inadequate then what propositions are there to resolve the chronic failure of the current council to assist 
and manage this crisis.  Adding pressure to the current failing system will only result in further delays and peoples health 
suffering  
Local Amenities Capacity Increased – A requirement for services such as shops, parking etc – Where are the plans for adequate 
provision of amenities.  The population increase wont be able to survive on the proposition of country walks and cycle paths.  
Real amenities and services are required 
The current proposals talk about being “shaped by a range of key consideration, including potential effects on landscape, 
heritage assets, ecology as well as the need to address climate change through positive adaptation and mitigation measures”   
Indeed Wiltshire Council once again adopt a process of climate buzz words and suggestions but the problem is we are not in a 
position to have any impact of changing the current climate problems and, if you actually believed the words they are printing the 



effect of the proposed site causes more damage to the area than it prevents.  I cannot believe that the person writing the local 
plan actually thinks that mass development in this area will somehow be managed with mitigated environmental consequences 
especially bearing in mind the reality of the damage caused by any large housing development in a countryside area. 
If Wiltshire council genuinely believe the words they spout in the plan then they are literally contradicting themselves – Lets 
protect the land and climate but build huge housing estates of concrete and brick !   The justification seems to lie in the 
suggestion that a couple of cycle paths, and orchard and some playing areas will offset all the damage that the development will 
cause 
On the flipside and putting the environmental factors to one side should the development be viable Wiltshire council seem to think 
that the current and completely inadequate New Terrace road (The only road servicing this proposed development) should not 
really be mentioned and quietly resigned to footnotes.   As with the comments above the B3105 has no capacity to manage the 
potential increase in traffic caused by 2 new developments and there are a number of arguments that I will put forward despite 
what the Wiltshire Plan states 
• The cycling utopia that the plan states will never happen.  The only mass cycling that will take place should cycle paths be 
constructed will be limited to recreation cycling during good weather with the minority of people cycling to work in the close area.  
The writers of the plan who thought it acceptable to push this ridiculous notion of a cycling heartland have omitted to consider a 
number of factors:  
o We live in an area and country of seasons and for two of those seasons (6 months) the area suffers with poor weather and 
rain.  Hardly the type of environment where mum, dad and the children all cycle to school and work 
o In order for cycling to be a real alternative to the car a number of services are required in close proximity.  Those services 
are employment.  Trowbridge does not currently have a high employment rate and the town, despite the dreams of the council 
regarding the bowyers site etc is not awash with large employers looking to relocate to the area.  People simply will not cycle to 
work 
o Food/Provisions.  The proposed development site is situated in the north of the town which means that any major food or 
provision requirement will result in the need to travel some distance in order to satisfy that requirement.  Families will not choose 
to take a bicycle to county way for the weekly shop or cycle to Currys on Bradley Road to collect a TV or fridge freezer.  This 
notion that we are living in a temperate climate with everything we need to buy just yards away from our houses is a nonsense.  
The ownership of a car is a necessity for work and life and a development of this size will put even more cars on the already 
congested trowbridge roads 
o Wiltshire Council state that the proposed locations are largely adjacent to Trowbridge Town and will be able to provide 
walking and cycling links to and from the town centre.  The current routes are poor and considered dangerous in respect of safety 
and the crime level on the current cycle routes have yet to be addressed without the potential for additional routes being added.  



There seems to be no mention of the requirement for security considerations in order to reduce crime potential for both the 
proposed routes and the effect of the inevitable increase in criminal activity whilst the potential site is developed.    
o Many of the people who may move into this proposed development will have employment outside of the area which will 
require transportation of some method (The family Car)  We have a poor local transport network and an even poorer road 
network provision in the B3105.  These residents will need to get to those places of employment and this will require a major 
upheaval of the current road provision.  No matter how far Wiltshire Council hide the problems residents in Staverton Village  
suffer as a result of the inadequacy of the single road present they cannot ignore it.  The village was promised a by pass many 
years ago and that solution has been quietly ignored.  It can no longer be ignored in the face of the current pressure to develop 
land in the area.  Now turning to the statement regarding environmental factors this again contradicts everything mentioned about 
the climate change protections.  In other works the development should not go ahead because none of the arguments can be 
satisfied 
o Electric Car Charging Points on Houses and the plan.  I see that the Plan includes the suggestion that the move to electric 
vehicles will protect the environment and this should be embraced.  This is completely false.  The construction of such vehicles 
causes more harm and the affect on the environment is drastic bearing in mind the damage to the planet 
• Wiltshire Council state that they want development planned “in a manner that focuses on providing land to enhance bio 
diversity and protect habitat to thereby help communities adapt to and mitigate for the affects of climate change”   What exactly is 
that supposed to mean ?  Wiltshire Council want to develop fields that provide a home and food for wildlife including badgers and 
roe deer.  The area floods as a result of the land and its proximity to the Avon and Kennet and the council want to construct a 
huge housing estate that will push the water elsewhere thus affecting the wildlife and the rivers immediately next to it.  They 
suggest providing land to enhance bio diversity but are already suggesting taking that land in the first place to build houses !!  
The continued use of strap lines and method statements does nothing to convince the reader that this is solving the climate and 
environmental problems.  The use of these meaningless phrases simply serves to confuse and divert the readers attention from 
the fundamental desire of Wiltshire Council to build on this site/sites 
• The council talk about “the need to maintain undeveloped land to help maintain the setting of the town, important views 
across the countryside as well as setting separate identity of surrounding villages” yet have seen fit to ignore the identity of 
Staverton and Hilperton and simply include them as “Trowbridge”  In addition the current housing targets have already been 
exceeded for the area so there is not actually a requirement to build further homes 
• The area on the B3105 New Terrace is completely unsuitable for further development.  Wiltshire Council themselves state 
that a substantial amount of green space should be undeveloped yet seem committed to developing that exact land.  There are 
already other more suitable areas in Trowbridge that have been put forward for planning and the rules clearly state that those 
sites should be used before the council attempt to develop on countryside areas 
This is a poorly designed and planned proposal and should be dismissed for the reasons stated above. 



Here are some examples of the flooding after limited rainfall.  Where is this water supposed to go with 500 houses on the field ?  
[See attached for photos]. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
CHECK 
Brownfield Land  
The assumption that Trowbridge will deliver 370 dwellings from brownfield sites over the period 2021-2031 appears to be an 
over-estimate. Supply from at least the first five years of this period would most likely be on sites which are already permitted. 
The 2019 Housing Trajectory identifies 118 dwellings with permission on ‘small sites’ (Footnote: Assumedly including some 
greenfield, but this is likely to be limited, and as such, no reduction is made) 
with 102 of these anticipated to be completed by 2026. If the same figure was assumed over the second half of the ten year 
period; then the brownfield site allowance would reduce by 252 dwellings (Footnote: 370 – assumed none in first five years 
(accounted for in committed supply), minus 118 dwellings (anticipated supply for years 6-10 based upon current supply).   
  
Housing Supply and Delivery  



In regard to Trowbridge, we note that the Paper indicates that there is a current supply of 3,627 dwellings. This is significant, and 
it is not immediately clear from the evidence base or the 2019 Housing Trajectory, where these numbers are from.  
We assume a large proportion of this, at 2,500 dwellings, pertains to Ashton Park – the allocation from the Core Strategy. This 
site has still yet to achieve planning consent, with a planning application submitted in 2015. Given the significant length of this 
delay and the recognised complexities with the site, it is crucial that the Authority provide evidence that this extant allocation, and 
the associated pending planning application, remain deliverable in accordance the PPG (3-018-20190722).  
If the site is still considered deliverable, then a robust housing trajectory is required. The site is scheduled to commence and first 
allocations anticipated in 2024/25; however, with outline consent still pending, and the requirement for reserved matters and 
discharge of conditions alongside site preparatory works, we do not consider this a likely date for first completions. It will then be 
necessary to identify a robust delivery rate for the site – recognising that it is for the most part under the control of a single 
developer. 
The Preferred Strategy relies entirely on a new suburb to the north of Trowbridge – with this anticipated to deliver 2,100 dwellings 
by 2036. This isn’t considered realistic; as per NPPF paragraph 72.  
As a result, the housing trajectory for Trowbridge is not considered to be robust, and will fall short of the proposed housing 
requirement for the town. We have analysed this below and provided our alternative delivery assumptions: (See attached for 
table). 
Year  Ashton Park – 2,500  NE Trowbridge  
LPA - 2019  Savills  LPA - 2021  Savills13  
2024/25  170  
2025/26  225  5014  
2026/27  ?  10015  
2027/28  ?  12016  
2028/29  ?  120  50  
2029/30  ?  120  100  
2030/31  ?  120  15017  
2031/32  120  150  
2032/33  120  150  
2033/34  120  150  
2034/35  120  150  
2035/36  120  150  
Total  2,500  1,230  2,100  1,050  



This removes 2,320 dwellings from the Authority’s anticipated supply over the period up to 2036; and alongside the reduction of 
252 dwellings from brownfield supply; results in a deficit of 2,572 dwellings.  
Additional housing allocations are required in the town to meet the residual requirement, and to ensure a robust housing supply.  
Employment Needs  
The Paper indicates that there is no further requirement for employment land in Trowbridge, and makes no allocations. The 
Employment Land Review (2018) and underlying Swindon and Wiltshire Functional Economic Market Area Assessment (2016) 
are out of date, and an update is required in light of the time elapsed, but also the changing regional economy and wider growth 
plans. For example, we note that the Emerging Swindon and Wiltshire Local Industrial Strategy (2006-2036) identifies Trowbridge 
as a key employment area within the ‘A350 Growth Zone’ – with a particular emphasis placed on the number of rail stations 
within this area (and thus the opportunities to access wider employment); alongside the opportunity to seek inward investment 
and the allocation of employment land in those areas with the highest potential for significant economic benefit.  
In moving to the next stage, it will be necessary to fully review the extant allocations – and whether the delivery of employment is 
a realistic prospect. In particular, we note that the Ashton Park scheme has reduced its employment area from the policy 
requirement of 15ha to 13.6ha; and that this does not need to be delivered until occupation of the 1,250 home. This trigger will 
not be reached until after the end of the plan period – in 2037. It is therefore not available for the purposes of this LPR.  
We note that in the 2018 assessment; there was potential expansion of 19.2ha across three further sites – and it will need to be 
demonstrated that this remains available and suitable.  
4.13 This is important given the chosen Preferred Site Options are seeking to deliver a ‘self-contained and sustainable new 
community’ (paragraph 27, Trowbridge Paper). The evidence would appear to indicate that the new suburb should include a 
strategic employment allocation, and/or that housing will need to be well located to maximise opportunities for sustainable travel 
(with the emphasis on the rail station as per the Local Industrial Strategy) – discussed further below. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
Place Shaping Priorities  
We broadly support the Place Shaping Priorities set out in the consultation document, however, for reasons set out within this 
representation, it doesn’t appear that these have necessarily informed the Preferred Strategy. For example, the reference to 
delivering job growth and increased self-containment does not appear to be supported by the emerging approach to employment 



land, and there is no indication as to how the selection of sites has been informed by the need to deliver a change in the transport 
strategy for the town – achieving modal shift. We comment on these further below as required.  
The Paper indicates that the decision to allocate a single large scale suburb has focused on the need to plan for the long term 
education needs of the town – with the suburb proposed to deliver the equivalent of 4FE primary school places, and an 8FE 
secondary school. No evidence is provided to support this assertion, with the last Wiltshire School Places Strategy dated 2017-
2022.  
This Strategy was based upon birth rates up to 2016 – from which there has been a considerable and sustained fall. This isn’t 
unique to Wiltshire; and the requirement for new primary schools is dropping across the South West. In terms of the current roll, 
there is the equivalent of 1.2FE of spare primary school places across Trowbridge; with the largest number of spare places within 
the Reception year reflecting the falling birth rates.  
Birth Rates within Wiltshire. 
The Ashton Park development is scheduled to open two new primary schools; which will provide for places surplus to the pupils 
the development will itself generate. Notwithstanding whether there is a need for new primary school provision within Trowbridge, 
we note that there are multiple opportunities to deliver new primary schools on alternative locations around the town; and there is 
no requirement for provision to only be delivered through a new suburb to the town. In itself, this is not a justification for the 
selection of the Preferred Strategy. 
In regard to secondary school provision, we note that the drop in birth rates will come through to these age categories over the 
plan period; and there is currently capacity of 16-24% across the Y7-Y11 age groups in the town, which will increase to 510 
surplus places by 2025-26. The Ashton Park scheme includes a 5.3ha secondary school site (eqv. 750 places); and would also 
create a surplus of secondary school places against its own projected pupil generation. Thus it is necessary to understand if, in 
light of falling pupil numbers, and the likely housing trajectory for the two major sites (Footnote Aston Park and the new suburb  ), 
another new secondary school (for 1,200 pupils) would be required. This would equate to 5,454 dwellings against the Authorities 
current pupil projections (at 22 per 100 dwellings).  
We do not consider that the evidence base currently indicates a need to deliver a new secondary school within the town; given 
the committed school at Ashton Park, and the falling pupil roll over the plan period; or indeed whether any need may be more 
appropriately met through an extension to the existing (and committed) secondary schools in the town. The need for a new 
secondary school, as the justification for a large scale new suburb, will need to be fully evidenced based upon realistic 
assumptions on housing delivery against projected pupil numbers. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 



 
Exceptional Circumstances  
In Section 2 of these representations we outlined the background to ‘exceptional circumstances’ and the helpful staged process 
that was outlined in the Calverton judgement. Aside of also addressing the ‘exceptional circumstances’ test, this provides a useful 
framework within which to assess the planning strategy and site options for Trowbridge. We have used this staged framework 
below.  
Green Belt – Stage 1  
In accordance with Calverton, we undertake the first two stages exceptional circumstances ‘test’: The acuteness/intensity of the 
objectively assessed need  
There is a clear and demonstrable housing need within Wiltshire; and Trowbridge, as one of the three Principal Settlements, has 
a key role in meeting this need. The scale of the housing need and the current level of shortfall clearly indicates that a large 
proportion of growth must be directed to Trowbridge.  
The inherent constraints on supply/availability of land prima facie suitable for sustainable development  
The Sustainability Appraisal expressly references the shortage of available sites around the town that would not lead to a 
significant adverse environmental effect (p36).  
There are no other suitable locations identified within the evidence base to meet the deficit of the housing needs of Trowbridge, 
and as such, a Green Belt Review is required. This is demonstrated with or without the retention of the entire Preferred Sites 
options; given the inability of these to deliver sufficient housing within the plan period.  
Potential Development Sites at North East Trowbridge  
In regard to the Site Selection Report, and associated Sustainability Appraisal assessment of the site options (Annex II – 
Principal Settlements: Site Assessments), we have the following comments to make.  
Availability  
As a matter of course, it is necessary to confirm that all of the land is available for development. We identify above that at least 
two of the landowners have previously (and recently) indicated that their land was not available for development.  
Deliverability  
We also note that the number of individual SHLAA submissions, and land registry titles (16 on Site 5) require the Authority to 
demonstrate that the delivery of a coordinated new suburb at the scale envisaged is achievable, and in the timeframe required. 
Or alternatively, to identify the scale of development which is deliverable on the Sites.  
The next stage of the LPR must be accompanied by a viability assessment demonstrating that these Sites are viable. Noting the 
identified requirement for a £24m Staverton bypass in the Wiltshire Local Plan Transport Review (2021).  
Suitability  
We have the following detailed comments to make on the Sites:  



Landscape   
The Main Sustainability Report explicitly states that from a landscape perspective, there are limited opportunities to the north and 
north east of the town. This is supported by a number of the site specific assessments, notably that development would affect 
wider views of the River Avon Valley (723) and that development would create an expanse of urban development in a rural 
setting (736). The detailed Site Assessment within the Sustainability Appraisal for Site 5 explicitly states that development should 
be avoided in the north of the Site on landscape grounds (p216).  
However, the Concept Plans fail to reflect this conclusion – with a significant and protruding area of development within the 
northern corner of Site 5 into the open countryside, and with no clear development edge created.  
The evidence base provides no landscape evidence that the Sites are suitable for the scale of development proposed.  
Heritage   
The Sustainability Appraisal explicitly states that future development should ensure a separation from the WWII defensive stop 
line to the north of the town; and that this would limit development to the north (p259). However, the subsequent detailed 
assessment merely indicates that this requires further assessment.  
Accessibility   
Neither sites offer a full range of sustainable travel options, and are not able to due to their location. Whilst the southern part of 
the sites may be considered accessible; the northern parts of Site 5 and all of Site 4 are identified as either below average or 
poor in terms of accessibility in the Site Selection Report.  
The Sustainability Appraisal goes on to confirm that the Town Centre and Rail Station are “too far to be walkable”; and that the 
Sites have a poor level of accessibility through sustainable modes. On p206, it questions whether bus services to the Sites would 
be commercially viable; indeed the proposed allocations are not located on either of the Bus Corridors proposed in the Local Plan 
Transport Review (2021). The Local Plan Transport Review (2021) indicates that bus patronage is low (para 4.2.2), and that 
public transport improvements would have a limited impact on car use; and thus no assumptions were made on how bus use 
would reduce congestion.  
The Sustainability Appraisal concludes that mitigation measures are likely to be achievable but problematic. The selected Sites 
therefore appear to be reliant on private car use to access the services and facilities across Trowbridge.  
Employment   
The Sites score positively in the Sustainability Appraisal (Objectives 11 and 12) because it is specifically referenced that they will 
also deliver employment land – noting that the main employment centres and rail station within Trowbridge are beyond walkable 
distances. The decision not to include employment within the Sites must be reflected in the Sustainability Appraisal; and in the 
Stage 4 Selection of Sites which indicates that the Sites meet PSP3 (Employment).  
Green Belt – Stage 2 The consequent difficulties in achieving sustainable development without impinging on the Green Belt;  



Notwithstanding the de facto need for additional housing within the Green Belt, the identification of Preferred Sites that, when 
considered as a whole, raise significant adverse effects in regard to biodiversity, environmental pollution, climate change, 
heritage, landscape and transport cannot be considered sustainable.  
In this regard, we note the dNPPF, which explicitly includes the requirement that all plans promote a sustainable pattern of 
development (paragraph 11). Whilst we recognise that there will be parts of the Preferred Sites which will be within acceptable 
walking distances of the Town’s key services and facilities, it is clear that the northern parts of these sites are not.  
Land at Arnolds Hill Farm  
Barratt Homes are promoting 38ha of land adjacent to the western edge of Trowbridge (Site Location Plan attached in Appendix 
1) [See Trowb_339]. This directly borders the existing built up area to the east, and borders land being promoted by Vistry 
Homes to the north. Barratt Homes and Vistry are working together to show how a comprehensive scheme to the west of the 
town would represent a sustainable opportunity for the growth of Trowbridge.  
The site has not been assessed within the evidence base, and as such, we provide a summary below. 
Accessibility   
The site is well located to access a range of services and facilities within Trowbridge by walking, cycle and public transport – this 
includes the Town Centre and Rail Station that both fall within acceptable walking distances.  
An Access and Connectivity Appraisal (Appendix 2) has been undertaken jointly with Vistry to demonstrate the significant 
sustainability benefits of this general location for development. This demonstrates that the full range of services and facilities of 
Trowbridge are within acceptable walking and cycling distances, and further that the rail station is within walking and cycling 
distances.  
A public transport isochrones plan has been produced which demonstrates that the sites are able to access significant wider 
employment destinations within a 60min journey – including Bath, Bristol, Chippenham and Swindon.  
Landscape   
The site is not within any designated landscapes – with no inter visibility with the AONB (over 2km to the northwest). There are 
no local landscape designations relevant to the Site.  
A Preliminary Landscape and Visual Appraisal and Green Belt Assessment (March 2021) is enclosed at Appendix 3. [See 
Trowb_339] 
The site abuts the settlement edge of Trowbridge; and the existing urban area is a prominent feature and contains peri-urban 
features such as overhead cabling, the loss of hedgerows etc; which reduce the landscape sensitivity. The site topography 
reflects the gently rolling nature of the wider landscape area; with a high point on the western side of the site; with land then 
falling east towards the settlement.  
The assessment concludes that the Sites are well screened, and that any impacts would be localised. It concludes with 
masterplanning recommendations; which have been accounted for in the emerging concept plan.  



Heritage   
The Grade II listed Arnolds Hill Farm sits c200m to the west of the site; and is well screened by modern agricultural buildings 
from the site. Any future development would be located c500m from the listed building, and with intervening agricultural buildings 
in between.  
There are a number of listed structures to the west in Wingfield – the closest, the Church of St Mary (Grade II*) at c650m. 
Development within the site would be c720m from the church. In accordance with landscape analysis, development would be set 
down the hill, at the height where existing development from Trowbridge is already visible, and an enhanced landscape buffer 
would be provided.  
There are considered to be no heritage considerations which would preclude the development of the site.  
Flood Risk   
An area of flood zone 2 and 3 borders the eastern edge of the site associated with the Lambrok Stream. Any development on the 
site would deliver a multi-functional sustainable drainage system which provides a reduction in peak greenfield run off rates to 
create a betterment.  
Traffic   
The highly accessible nature of the Site, and the opportunities for sustainable travel, enable a scheme which seeks to maximise 
modal shift. This can be achieved through various interventions capable of being delivered through future planning applications. 
These interventions include assisting in the delivery of the new cycle route along the A366, delivering pedestrian/cycle 
improvements in the immediate vicinity and the implementation of a Travel Plan which encourages active travel into the town 
centre, maximising the substantial benefits of the train station being within walking and cycling distance.  
Ecology   
The Site’s location to the west of Trowbridge means that it is not within immediate proximity to the woodlands associated with the 
Bath and Bradford on Avon Bat SAC. Indeed, the Site falls outside of the yellow medium risk zone which surrounds all other 
sides of Trowbridge, and is outside of the recreational impact zones established in the SPD. Whilst any key bat habitat would be 
required to be protected, and new habitat provided in accordance with the principles of delivering net biodiversity gain, the Site 
raise no significant issues in regard to the designation.  
The opportunity presented by delivering a comprehensive scheme between Arnolds Farm, and the Vistry site to the north, has 
been recognised. A combined Concept Masterplan has been created (Appendix 4) which combines the more detailed work which 
has been undertaken by both parties on their respective sites.  
Barratt Homes and Vistry have committed to working together to bring forward a comprehensive scheme for the town, and would 
seek to work with the Authority and the Town Council in progressing proposals for the Sites. This would include discussions on a 
range of matters, including for example, the provision of education facilities, a coordinated approach to the delivery of open 
space, and the opportunities to deliver pedestrian and cycle improvements to the wider network.  



Green Belt – Stage 3 the nature and extent of the harm to this Green Belt (or those parts of it which would be lost if the 
boundaries were reviewed); and the extent to which the consequent impacts on the purposes of the Green Belt may be 
ameliorated or reduced to the lowest reasonably practicable extent.”  
These two steps from Calverton, are most appropriately considered together. We therefore consider the five purposes of the 
Green Belt to consider the potential for, and extent of, any harm. Opportunities to reduce harm are noted where relevant.  
The Preliminary Landscape and Visual Appraisal and Green Belt Assessment (March 2021) considers these aspects from an 
openness perspective alone. The below provides the overview commentary on the purposes.  
To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas  
This purpose is to ensure that development into the Green Belt is managed, and effectively to restrict it to planned development. 
The Assessment concluded that the Site make only a limited contribution to this objective, and that an allocation, with an 
appropriate requirement to comprehensively plan the development, would effectively overcome this purpose. The delivery of a 
new defensible boundary would ameliorate the development.  
To prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another  
The Assessment confirms that the Site makes a limited contribution in this regard, with no potential merger of Trowbridge with 
surrounding towns as a result of development on the Site.  
To assist in safeguarding the countryside from encroachment  
At its broadest interpretation, all greenfield land within the Green Belt outside of existing urban areas contributes to this purpose 
of the Green Belt and there would be little value in a comparative assessment of the merits of this Green Belt purpose in 
determining the appropriate locations to release. Recognising this  
this shortcoming, the LGA and PAS19 guidance explains one possible approach to assessing this purpose:  
“The most useful approach is to look at the difference between urban fringe – land under the influence of the urban area - and 
open countryside, and to favour the latter in determining which land to try and keep open, taking into account the types of edges 
and boundaries that can be achieved.”  
Defining and preserving the more highly valued open countryside ahead of the urban fringe land makes eminent sense and is 
consistent with broad planning objectives.  
The Assessment concludes that the Site makes a moderate contribution to this objective, but that it is clearly an urban fringe – 
with Trowbridge immediately adjoining the site. The delivery of a defensive, robust Green Belt boundary will be key in 
ameliorating any impacts.  
To preserve the setting and special character of historic towns  
This purpose is not relevant to this site.  
To assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the recycling of derelict and other urban land  



Any development on Green Belt would ‘harm’ this objective. However, there is a clear need for additional development within the 
town; notwithstanding any development which may come forward on brownfield sites.  
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P340 
 

 
Consultee code: Developer/Agent 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Barton Willmore 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? Yes 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable): Gallagher Developments 
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Brownfield supported in principle but robust evidence will be required to support a brownfield target e.g. urban capacity study. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



Support for Site 5 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
Preferred Development Site – Site 5 North East Trowbridge 
We support the allocation but query the extent of open space on Site 644 as part of this allocation – see covering letter. 
Please see further representations on concpet plan comments. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P341 
 

 
Consultee code: Developer/Agent 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Turley 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? Yes 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable): L&Q Estates Ltd 
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
yes 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
Trowb_P341 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
We support the scale of growth for Trowbridge as a minimum, but encourage the Council to aspire to deliver more in this 
sustainable location.  
We support the identification of a brownfield ‘target’ as an approach which encourages the use of brownfield land but does not 
‘require’ it, in this regard we suggest the brownfield target should be considered a windfall allowance (being based on past 
delivery rates), with suitable, available and deliverable brownfield sites being allocated through the Development Plan. 
It is essential that expectations of delivery from brownfield land are realistic and thoroughly evidenced to be both viable and 
deliverable. We would urge caution in over reliance and over optimism in the lead in times to delivery of housing on brownfield 
sites in some of the Wiltshire settlements, which from our experience often take significantly longer to deliver than greenfield 
housing options due to complications including, but by no means limited to, complex site assembly, remediation, development 
viability matters, and more challenging planning considerations. This is why we prefer an availability/allocation led approach.  



Whilst the supply of housing on brownfield sites will be a relevant and important component, the capacity available from this 
source of supply within the plan period and in accordance with a required delivery trajectory, should be very carefully and 
cautiously considered, to ensure that any planned supply is robustly justified. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
We support the priorities identified for Trowbridge. The L&Q land can contribute to the delivery of the relevant priorities including 
specifically in relation to bat mitigation through adopting the principles of the Trowbridge Bat Mitigation Strategy in the masterplan 
for the proposed ‘Site 4’ masterplan. 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
We agree that Site 4 is one of the most appropriate sites to build on to meet the identified housing need in the Trowbridge HMA. 
This is principally due to the reasons the Council have acknowledged and set out in the Trowbridge ‘Site Selection Report’, but 
primarily include: 
• Developable – as we will demonstrate in the latter sections, significant technical work has been undertaken on the site which 
supports the feasibility and deliverability of the site; 
• The site is free from restrictive planning designations; and 
• Sustainability – the Council’s own Sustainability Appraisal works supports the selection of the site as one of the most 
sustainable options for meeting housing need in the HMA by virtue of the it being free from significant constraints, proximity to the 
town and accessibility of services and supporting infrastructure. 
The Council have found that ‘Accessibility to local facilities is average’ whilst traffic would ‘be unlikely to present any significant 
harmful effects on the local highway network’. We agree that the site can be developed within the capacity and constraints of the 
local highway network and that the development can be positive in reducing effects by facilitating active travel given its access to 
local facilities, which can be enhanced through on-site facilities and enhanced linkages. This is discussed in greater detail in the 
accompanying Access and Movement Technical Note prepared by Neil Brant Consulting. 



A key aspect of accessibility is that to both employment and education. The ONS data presented in the technical note establishes 
that the Census MSOA containing the Canal Road and Town Centre areas of employment is the single greatest local trip end, at 
16.4% of all commute travel and thereby it is suggested that Site 4 is located above average in terms of accessibility to the most 
significant employment destination in the town. 
In terms of education, the Plan Review has identified a need for the provision of a new primary school in Site 4 and two new 
primaries and a new secondary school within the adjacent Site 5. As education travel makes up for approximately a third of travel 
in the morning peak, having schools contained within easy walking distance will place Site 4 with accessibility to them above 
average. 
In summary, we believe that the location of Site 4, and its accessibility to key trip destinations, places it above ‘Average’ and into 
‘Good’. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
The most important aspects for the site are outlined through the discussion of technical work discussed throughout these 
representations and the accompanying technical notes, and summarised as follows: 
• Accounting for the site opportunities and constraints in the design process, particularly the surface water drainage strategy, 
ecology and biodiversity interests, access and movement strategy and connections to the town; 
• Ensuring the quantum and mix of uses is appropriate to the site and the wider settlement, striving for a balance between 
creating a viable development and meeting the infrastructure needs arising from the development; 
• Achieving a successful design outcome noting the Council’s emphasis on placemaking and the desire to create a rich and 
diverse community; 
• Incorporating suitable strategies and technologies to meet carbon reduction targets and to encourage sustainable and active 
travel patterns for residents and visitors to the site. 
In addition to the above, one of the most important aspects to consider in allocating the site for development is to ensure that the 
assumptions for development on the site do not undermine delivery by creating viability challenges. This requires close and 
collaborative working between the proponents for developing the site and the Council. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 



 

 
Maximise deliverable density at chosen sites and ensure efficient use of the allocated land, and bring forward a policy framework 
that allows suitably viable schemes to assist deliverability. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P342 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I appreciate that the government requires Trowbridge to increase the numbers of new homes within its boundaries but it is also 
needs to be mindful that it does not “spill” into the local countryside otherwise those same people will no longer have open 
spaces to walk around, cycle through etc. The countryside will become an urbanised mass. 
Sites 4 and 6 are a spread of Trowbridge’s existing boundaries, which creates acceptable development areas, as they are 
attached to the current Trowbridge boundaries, some of the other areas but I am really concerned about Site 6 which contains 
the SHELAA references 733 and 734 Paxcroft Farm.  
It is inappropriate for the following reasons: 
• This site is not attached to current built up areas of Trowbridge, and will just encourage uncontrolled urban spread into 
recreational countryside currently used for walking; cycling etc. Countryside and space is also important for good mental health.  
• It crosses over the A350 which could cause a problem with any A350 dualling that maybe wanted in the future.  
• Currently the A350 is a natural boundary to urbanization, once breached with a small area of housing, it will increase 
further urbanisation in the future into farmland / countryside which also has recreational uses walking; cycling etc. 
The Trowbridge Town Council needs to work out a way how to encourage all brown fill sites to be built on before the Town 
overspills into Grade 1 farm land. With the exit from Europe, the UK should be looking to ways of utilising farm land for food 
rather than importing food. Again space and countryside is important for good mental health.  
What is happening with the land on the old Bowyers site? Innox have owned it since 2016. To date I cannot see any application 
for development. Innox were originally keen to have offices, shops and restaurants as well as 350 houses on this site. Since 
Covid Wiltshire council will need to be very mindful that they do not agree to more shops, restaurants and offices therefore 
creating an unneeded excess within Trowbridge. If I remember correctly there was also a site adjacent to the Bowyers site which 
was also empty. If it is still empty maybe Trowbridge / Wiltshire Council for the good of the community, could become partners in 
developments like other councils have done, and compulsory purchase derelict "brown fill” land and develop these areas and 
similar areas, rather than build on green belt land. 
I would comment on the other sites, but I am having difficulties accessing the other sites. As discussed at the beginning of this 
email, my main criteria for further development of Trowbridge is keeping to enlargement of current “housing" curtilages of 
Trowbridge AND NOT development of sites which are not adjacent to any housing, are farm sites away from any current 
Trowbridge housing. This is why I am against site 6.  
But also with Site 6 it could compromise any “dualling" of the A350.  
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 



 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P343 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I wish to register strong opposition to these plans which have been insufficiently explained or justified  



In the current climate there should not  be any further development of greenfield areas. We need to start prioritising saving these 
areas from development. I can see no justification for moving the villages from Melksham area to Trowbridge other than 
facilitating further development without any reference to the wishes of the members of the public involved. The whole matter 
seems to be completely unacceptable 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P344 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Scale of Growth:  I feel this scale of growth is too high.  All new residential development should be on Brownfield land, as 
Trowbridge has many many vacant ex-industrial sites and pockets of land close to the town centre which can accommodate 
housing near existing services. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
TB2: Priorities:  These should be  
1 - Climate Change & Carbon Reduction 



2 – Protection of Biodiversity & green spaces (hence non-allowance of building on ANY green spaces as these are in 
themselves, CO2 absorbers). 
3 – Access and inclusion – this means having predominantly smaller, low-maintenance, zero-carbon dwellings within a 10 minute 
walk of the town centre – so level access to essential services in town. 
4 – 20-minute Neighbourhood:  i.e. all services & facilities should be within a 10 minute walk of any dwelling 
5 – Active sustainability measures – e.g. allotment provision on any ‘left over’ spaces too small for buildings to be erected – and 
on other spaces such as rooftops.  This is feasible in apartment buildings. 
6- Active travel given priority over car travel – this means mandatory provision of cycle routes, but no extra roads, since if you 
plan only for brownfield sites, extra roads should not be needed. 
 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
No I don’t agree that these sites are appropriate, as they are edge-of-town, greenfield sites.   
The average density proposed is 35 dwellings/hectare. This could be much higher if brownfield sites (especially the old factory 
sites, which have a context of high-level roofscapes) are used.   A complete overhaul of the town centre would realise the ‘vision’ 
more sustainably than the edge-of-town suburbia proposed.  At present a huge site in the town centre is occupied by a low-level 
hypermarket (Asda), and sprawling 2-storey carpark, and a largely vacant shopping centre (the Shires).  This out-of-place, largely 
redundant shopping precinct obscures the historic mill buildings which are still there.  The mills could be revealed, the old street 
network restored, and dense mixed retail and residential be put in place.  The residential could be 4 or 5 storeys – to fit in with the 
mills.  This would offer attractive, in-town, accessible accommodation, very close to existing services & amenities, with public 
transport networks on the doorstep.     
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
These sites should NOT be built on.  They need to be retained as wild areas or as farms or fields. 
 



 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
As described above:  A vision and plan for the town centre (which has many vacant units, and is a hotch-potch of modern low-
rise struggling retail (Poundland etc) which has been built over or in front of higher-storey historic mills (which you cannot see for 
the low-rise modern buildings).   The town centre could be revitalised with some good architecture (apartments, studios etc). 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
yes – Climate Change, biodiversity  & public health should be completely embedded into the Local Plan.  At present they appear 
as aspirational  ‘add-ons’ – (housing estates with added allotments, orchards).  However there appears to be no mandate for 
these to actually happen, and a genuinely high risk of these being conveniently neglected at later stages of plan development.  
Sustainability & inclusion should be at the heart of the Local Plan and as presented, it is not. 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The consultation process for the whole plan has been dreadful.   I would be surprised if you had more than 100 comments on the 
Local Plan from Trowbridge – it’s the county town with over 35,000 people.  Hardly anyone knew about the consultation, the 
webinar was inaccessible to many (and many Trowbridge people do not have good IT resources at home), the documentation is 
complex and difficult to understand, it is confusing (many separate consultations running simultaneously) and the timing is 
inappropriate (during lockdown when people cannot gather to view plans and discuss face-to-face).    The consultation itself is a 
complete sham.  This sentiment has been expressed by many people – and that is from those who knew about (and responded 
to) the Local Plan.  You will hear silence from Trowbridge – simply because you didn’t offer alternative, accessible ways of 
informing the local people. 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P345 
 

 
Consultee code: Developer/Agent 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable): Lightwood Strategic 

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
no 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The scale growth for Trowbridge within the Trowbridge HMA is set out to 2036 in line with the Wiltshire wide proposed Local Plan 
horizon. The implication of our comments on the emerging spatial stagy paper is that additional contingency supply for the HMA 
and Trowbridge within it may be required when the plan period is extended to 2038, as it must be. 
We have set out our comments on the overall spatial strategy for the Trowbridge HMA in Section 1. We maintain that argument 
whilst commenting on the emerging Plan for Trowbridge as written. 
The emerging Local Plan proposes 5,830 homes for Trowbridge (2016-2036). On the supply side the Council identifies that 4,025 
homes have either been built, have planning permission, a resolution to grant or are allocated for development. This leaves a 
residual of 1,805. 
Appendix 1 of the Emerging Spatial Strategy Paper identifies that of the 370-unit brownfield target (2021-2031), that 149 homes 
have planning permission. This leaves 221 homes as new brownfield supply. If these are deducted from 1,805 the residual need 
drops to 1,656. All this supposes that all 2,600 homes at Ashton Park will be fully developed by 2036. A little slippage given on 
what must be the assumed delivery rate would cause the residual need to creep back up to 2,000+. 



On the new supply side for Trowbridge, 2,100 homes are identified across Sites 4 and 5 (to 2036) with a further 500 homes 
(within Site 5) assumed to occur post 2036. It not unusual for strategic site to be allocated that transcend the plan period. It is 
clear to us that the Council is not capping delivery at North East Trowbridge by 2036, it is just making an assumption of what 
might come forward by 2026. To do otherwise would be unsound. 
If Aston Park fully builds out there is therefore some flexibility (444 homes or 7.6% of Trowbridge requirement) to 2036, which is 
perfectly justified. It is positive planning to have some flexibility at a Tier 1 town when across the County there is very little once 
the plan period is extended to 2038. 
Whilst on the basis a high-level statistical report, the Council consider there to be sufficient development land in Trowbridge, we 
consider that there are placemaking reasons, in light of the strategic growth proposals for North Trowbridge, that the Local Plan 
should be enabling of additional employment generating development. There is certainly anecdotal evidence that there is more 
demand than supply for the Oatley's business premises at Hilperton Marsh Farm and Paxcroft Farm. 
The Local Plan should be enabling of suitable scaled additions to such locations that are within walking/cycling distance of Sites 
4 and 5. For Hilperton Marsh Farm this can be reflected in the site7 specific Policy for Site 5. For Paxcroft Farm, other 
Development Management policies or Neighbourhood Planning Policies should be enabling. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
We generally subscribe to the 8 priorities. 
The Local Plan should be enabling of priority (iii) in respect of jobs growth within or adjoining strategic allocations. This will enable 
a degree of internal trip generation, thereby contributing to priority (iv) on travel and transport. 
Priority (v) concerns the SAC, but limits the mitigation strategy that which is set out in the February 2020. Of course, the current 
SPD is clear that it only seeks to address committed growth. Reference will be needed to forthcoming policy wording for Site 5 
and possibly revisions to the SPD. We find the second sentence to be out of place in a Place Shaping Priorities section as it 
strays into the purpose and discussion of the ‘Potential Development Sites’ section. 
Priority (vi) concerns education provision, with the key issue being the strategy for secondary provision for Trowbridge. We 
reserve our detailed comments here on the Concept Plans and Design Principles but subscribe to the basic fact that at least a 
5FE secondary school will be required to serve the proposed North East Trowbridge allocations. 
 



 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
A constraints mapping exercise, undertaken against the background of existing allocations, clearly directs one to the Staverton, 
Hilperton Marsh and Hilperton area as the first consideration for growth point to accommodate the next major phase of 
development for the Trowbridge continuous urban area. There would some value in also adding the 600m buffer habitat around 
the woodland identified in the Bat Mitigation SPD to Figure 1 (Stage 3 SA map on Page 8) as this is a significant constraint. 
Likewise, there are large infrastructure assets such a Southwick Country Park that are fixed constraints for plan making purposes 
that should be identified, as well as the Waste Wastewater Treatment Works (and its consultation zone). These further serve to 
funnel down reasonable alternative locations. The Council should also make a judgement on whether to identify the Hilperton 
Gap as identified in the adopted Neighbourhood Plan 
The Council has assessed alternatives but is justified in its selection of potential sites. As set out below, whilst SANG is a key 
requirement to make Site 5 (and possibly Site 4) deliverable, there is a clear and obvious area for this within the ownership of 
Paxcroft Farm. It is the ideal SANG solution. Thus, there can be sufficient confidence (in the eyes of a Local Plan Inspector) that 
North East Trowbridge is capable of being implemented in respect of the SAC. 
In relation to the justification of Site 4 and Site 5, we have reviewed the Site Selection Report and the more detailed Sustainability 
Appraisal Report that feeds it. Whilst the Council has discounted the Green Belt after confirming to itself that Sites 4 and 5 are 
preferable, the Site Selection Report is not written this way. The Green Belt is discounted early, based on the pure availability of 
Sites 4 and 5 (and indeed Site 6). At this stage in the structure of the Site Selection Document, the Council has not made any 
further assessment of the sustainability and deliverability credentials of the non-Green Belt land (Sites 4, 5 & 6). The promoter of 
the Green Belt land on the A366 would expect a documented planning judgment only after the Council has assessed that North 
East Trowbridge could be sustainably developed, which it can be. 
Sometimes technical planning choices are finely balanced but in the case of Trowbridge it is reasonably straightforward. 
Whatever the merits and credentials of Green Belt land on the A366, the NPPF is clear on the importance of Green Belt. This 
location cannot trump North East Trowbridge. Its time may well come, but it will come after North East Trowbridge or other non-
green belt land that maintains the strategic fit of the spatial strategy. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 



A key issue is that any further phase of planned development at Trowbridge will require at least a 5- form entry (750 place) new 
secondary school (the minimum viable size) to provide sufficient places. Broadly speaking one might expect 520 secondary 
school pupils from 2,600 homes at Site 4 and Site 5. That leaves a surplus of 230 places, which is the equivalent of improving 
spatial access to around 1,000 existing houses. The spatial pattern of secondary school in Trowbridge is such that all provision is 
currently to the W-SW of the town centre, although the implementation of Ashton Park would change this. Paragraphs 26-27 
state that the proposals for ‘Trowbridge’ should be premised on the delivery of a ‘self-contained new community’. Whilst this 
sounds very ‘snappy’ we prefer a more grounded and nuanced characterisation. This does not reduce the place-making ambition 
in any way but rather more clearly articulates the vision/opportunity. A strategic extension to the Staverton, Hilperton Marsh and 
Hilperton areas of the wider Trowbridge urban area can develop over time. This will comprise a series of neighbourhoods that will 
connect internally, but they also will also connect to existing neighbourhoods. In many instances the urban extension will have a 
closer relationship with existing areas of development than internally. The strategic extension will not be self-contained but it will 
include key service and facilities such as a primary school, secondary school and local centre. The degree of containment will 
increase when the area is evaluated of as part of Trowbridge as a whole. Indeed, there are recently funded cycling connections 
to Melksham (Tranche 2 : Emergency Active Transport Fund) that means the Bowerhill area, in particular, could be as much a 
location for non-car based travel to work as Trowbridge. The predominant land use will be housing, and this location will perform 
an essential role in meeting current and longer-term housing needs for the housing market area. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Development can bring with it services, facilities, and commercial space of benefit not just to those who live within it but to those 
who already live within the area of Trowbridge/Hilperton. Whilst there will be significant change to the environment, the majority of 
the land is non-descript arable and there is huge scope to enhance the green infrastructure network of the area. National 
planning policy requires measurable net gains to biodiversity to be delivered. On-site bat mitigation will require significant green 
infrastructure pathways not only along the canal but through the other parts of the site. In addition, the requirement for nearly 
38ha acres of Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space (for Site 5 alone), which is a country park scale ‘opportunity’ for the 
northern side of Trowbridge. 
There is a synergy yet also a separateness between Sites 4 and 5 in forming a masterplan and delivery strategy. Given the 
elongated nature of Sites 4 and 5, a series of neighbourhoods/communities will emerge and these will also ‘engage’ with 
Staverton, Hilperton Marsh and Hilperton Village. It sees that Site 4 will have to look to Site 5 for secondary education provision. 



The transport evidence base (Atkins) in respect of off-site matters (Staverton Bridge) is noted. This does not feature strongly in 
the Council’s main consultation document for Trowbridge. Thus, it has not itself commented on the Atkins report in the canter of 
this Local Plan examination. It important to understand the extent to which this is an existing issue (pre Local 2036 Local Plan). 
Lightwood and the landowners are mindful of the need to generate a shared understanding between all parties on this issue. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
The Draft Local Plan itself should perhaps revert back to the approach seen for the Chippenham Site Allocations Plan so as not 
to generate additional levels of detail that is best set out as background evidence informing the Local Plan rather than being 
presented within it. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I cannot say as: the captions in the figures are illegible – the pdf copy has too low resolution to read; and there is no information 
to show what ecology baseline data was used to inform the assessments, so it is not possible to know how adequate it is. 
Site 5 North East Trowbridge (page 11-15) 
-ve = Approximately 2,100 dwellings  ... which will have a huge impacts on the rural nature of the area, and completely interrupt 
the traditional routes and connections, foraging and roosting habits of the bats in the area ... there is a high potential for impacts 
on commuting routes to / from swarming & winter sites such as the Bath etc SAC, causing either or both of a longer flight route to 
avoid the development or added physiological stress as they learn to negotiate the paths through the development 
+ve = Open space provision to include a Suitable Alternative Green Space (SANG) alongside 
the Kennet and Avon Canal  ... as this could offer better bat habitat than intensive arable fields and narrow hedgebanks, BUT 
only if the new area is created and managed FOR wildlife and does not become a 'park' with (a) disturbance, or (b) lighting 
 ... in the 'concept', a mere 100m buffer is shown btw development and the canal, an area that is and has been for decades dark 
and quiet; there is an almost complete wall of development east-west across the site; the development runs right up on the east 
to the old green lane which is likely a critical bat commuting route. 
 -ve = Walking and cycling links to and from the town centre, nearby settlements including 
Hilperton, Staverton and Semington and footbridges over the canal ... as these will become (a) disturbed as far as bats are 
concerned and (b) lighted. 
Site 4 North Trowbridge (page 16-19) 
Ditto 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
I can only speak for my area of expertise, in regards to bats: There is potential for significant impacts arising on SAC populations 
of several bat species, from impacts on roosts, foraging, local commuting routes, and of potentially greater impact on long-
distance seasonal routes to / from SAC for swarming or hibernation – this latter could affect bats from 100s of km2. Indirect 
impacts of lighting, general human disturbance, and recreation (including nitrogen deposition  by dog faeces and soil compaction 
both of which will deplete native flora) will impact on bats at known visitor sites like Green Lane Wood but also in any new habitat 
created – any new ‘buffers’ or ‘corridors’ must be dedicated wildlife spaces and not ‘multi-use’, or the disturbance, degradation 
and potential for later lighting under safety concerns are likely to seriously devalue the for the bats they are intended to support. 
 



 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
Although the west of the area is in Green Belt, it may well be that this would cause lower impact on bats in many ways than the 
areas of Site 4 and Site 5, and this possibility should be seriously investigated. 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
p7, WLP_Principal_Settlement_Planning_for_Trowbridge__26-01-2021 
... the figures in the download are too grainy to read the captions so cannot be commented on properly - please supply decent 
resolution figures. 
PLEASE NOTE REGARDING CONCEPT PLANS:  
Do you agree with the location of the proposed uses? What should be located where 
and why? 
I cannot say as: the captions in the figures are illegible – the pdf copy has too low resolution to read. 
 
 



 
Rep ID: Trowb_P347 
 

 
Consultee code: General Public 
 

 
Consultee Organisation (if applicable):  

 
Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
 

 
Does this representation refer to attachment(s):  
yes 

 
If this representation refers to attachment(s), these are 
listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
 



 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
 

 
I read in a letter sent out by [NAMED REDACTED] That the housing in the Gap would not go ahead, and instead would be 
transfer on to a [NAMED REDACTED] land that seemed ok BUT not all up AND down in Staverton .. That's all good arable land 
and also it is going to put an awful strain on recourses water and Sewerage and the electricity supplies. I had a chat with a 
[NAME REDACTED] over at Melksham two years ago and he said a transformer overloaded and blew up down his road. 
because of a big housing Development by him And up Hilperton about five years ago a [NAMED REDACTED] had a big drop in 
water pressure where a new state was built at poplars old site where a lot of trees where cut down to make way for it too. So 
Give this A BIG consideration Please. 
See attached for Save Hilperton and Staverton leaflet and map. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

Planning for Trowbridge 



Natural England notes the final pool of assessment sites. It is noted that sites 4, 5 and 6 demonstrate potential issues for bat 
species. Both preferred sites (4 and 5) are within a medium risk area known as the Hilperton Gap and would constrain 
opportunities for landscape scale ecological connectivity with the Kennet and Avon Canal. 
Further assessment of all three site individually and cumulatively on important bat populations is required before Natural England 
can make a determination on the suitability of these proposed allocation sites for the area of Trowbridge. 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

Trowbridge Bats SPD (Bath and Bradford on Avon Bat SAC)  
The Trowbridge Bat Mitigation Strategy (TBMS) SPD was adopted in February 2020 to assess the assist developers in assessing 
the potential impacts on Wiltshire’s bat populations and to assess the impacts of future housing within the Wiltshire Housing Site 
Allocation Plan.  
Natural England advises that additional sites proposed will needs to be assessed in relation to TBMS and subsequently their 
impacts on the Bath and Bradford on Avon Bat SAC.  
In particular the local plan must give consideration for its ability to contribute to the potential designation of Trowbridge Woods 
SSSI. TBMS is underpinned by an evidence base dating back to 2005 which gives us an understanding of the history of usage by 
bats in the Trowbridge area. Natural England advise that this evidence base requires updating to further consider the use of 
functionally linked habitat, specifically the area known as the Hilperton Gap, by bats species in the south of Trowbridge to the 
North West and the wider impacts on the Bath and Bradford on Avon Bat SAC. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
The form and character of the town, within its wider landscape setting, and the availability of suitable sites should inform the 
proposed scale of growth. 
We would support Wiltshire Council’s efforts to identify, allocate and prioritise all potential brownfield opportunities, big and small, 
including repurposing existing vacant sites, or underused buildings of historic interest to help reinforce and enhance the character 
of the town and in turn limit sprawl.  An ambitious brownfield first target is encouraged although the related future capacity 
(numbers/amount of brownfield development) must relate to the context of the site(s) ensuring a good fit with the townscape. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 



 
A Heritage Topic Paper can help to inform such priorities and in doing so demonstrate a positive strategy for the conservation 
and enjoyment of the historic environment, including heritage assets most at risk through neglect, decay or other threats (NPPF 
para 185). At present it isn’t clear how these priorities have been established. 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
We assume that an understanding of the history, character, identity, appearance and landscape setting of the town has informed 
the level of growth and site suitability in accordance with national policy. We hope Historic England’s published advice on site 
allocations may have been useful.  
https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/historic-environment-and-site-allocations-in-local-plans/ 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 

 
Further comments 
 

It will be important to demonstrate, perhaps in a discrete heritage topic paper, how proposals have considered and responded to 
the historic environment, the town’s history, character and, in particular, it’s landscape setting and surrounding heritage assets 
such as Hilperton Conservation Area. It appears a setting assessment for the town and affected assets has been undertaken. 
This will be useful evidence to consider, and we assume will be publicly available in due course. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Planning  for  Trowbridge 
The  railway  station  was  improved  with  additional  waiting  accommodation  and  a  second  entrance  in  2015.  
Redevelopment  of  the  Bowyers  site  presents  an  opportunity  to  build  on  those  improvements  by  creating  a  transport  
hub  including  a  relocated  bus  station. 
 

 
Further comments 
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Is this response on behalf of someone else/another organisation? No 
 

 
Organisation being represented (if applicable):  
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no 
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listed below: 
 

 
TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



We are concerned to hear that Wilts County Council are looking at a proposal for the building of 2600 houses on open farmland 
between Staverton and Hilperton Village..  
    We moved to Hilperton Marsh in 1967 when  even at that time there were already discussions  about the building of a 
Secondary School  on the Hilperton side of Trowbridge. Yes-we agree that this was much needed; then, and it still is. 
     What happened to the building of houses and a Secondary School,  on the Elizabeth Way site?-surely the Secondary School 
and the houses should have gone ahead then. 
      My wife worked at St. Augustine's Schood for 27 years during which,to be honest,  travelling across town was then;  and, still 
is ,a nightmare to all the youngsters on bikes; workers etc. With the additional houses our local road system will be quite unable 
to cope; even more so should the Elizabeth Way  
be developed for houses etc. 
       There is also the problem of the land at Staverton flooding and  the 
causeway being closed to traffic as a result(more work for the Fire Brigade! 
We, actually, live on an area which has always been called HILPERTON MARSH  (does this not give a clue  in the name)  
Although the Hilperton/Staverton development may not be on a flood plane the traffic it 
would produce would cause a greater problem to the existing Staverton flood plane  problem. The one-way traffic over the narrow 
Staverton river bridge also already causes heavy hold ups to traffic especially at working time. 
          Are you aware as to what happens when  animals are subjected to over-crowding- they eat each other;or, at least,end up 
fighting ?  
          Just because so many people are moving out of London to live in the countryside (or have holiday homes there) - "jumping 
on the bandwaggon" (or maybe the landowners are)  
           Noeone has mentioned doctors and dentists  surgeries being overcrowded - it is difficult enough to get appointments 
already and likely to be impossible if all these houses are builded. 
           Think about it - we do not want or need any more houses in this area? 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 



 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
We would hereby like to express our deep concerns about the above mentioned development for the following reasons. 



a) Hilperton residents have already been subjected to unacceptable heavy increase of traffic,  quiet-village disruption and 
unacceptable noise and light pollution with the development of Paxcroft mead, more than doubling the size of the village.  This 
new proposal if implemented would increase this exponentially and is completely unacceptable. People of Hilperton have 
suffered enough as it is, The noise pollution of Elisabeth way has never been acceptable and will only increase as such 
b) The fields near Staverton (Area 4 on the plan)are frequently subject to flooding from the river  Avon and should not be 
considered suitable for development for 2 reasons;: 1) Underfloor spaces of houses will always stay damp or flood causing 
problems of rot and mold to timber floorings and many problems to unexpecting residents. 2) Those floodplains are there for a 
very good reason and to stop problematic flooding further downstream around the areas of Bradford on Avon and beyond. 
c) The roads and local infrastructure especially the bridge at Staverton is not capable of taking on more traffic and certainly not of 
the amount of increase as predicted with this proposal. 
d) Area 5 as on the plan exists out of rich and good quality farmland which would be a great shame to lose as farming has always 
been such an important part of Hilperton Village and  the local economy. Hilperton is already struggling with an identity crisis 
between rural village or township. This development will strongly add to this and permanently destroy our village identity. 
e) Hilperton village also suffers from increasing traffic from people short cutting through the village rather than using the bypass. 
This proposal threatens to increase this exponentially. 
f) Local flooding problems are very likely to increase with this proposed development.  
g) Whaddon lane has always been a lovely recreational area for the villagers to walk in peace and tranquility  and has been a 
lifesaver for many struggling with mental health, particularly during the pandemic. Peace and tranquility in this area are very likely 
to be lost permanently with this proposed development. 
h) This area is rich in wildlife with dozens of bird species, a number of species of deer, badgers, foxes and bats. Not to speak of 
the richness in biodiversity in hedgerows, furloughed fields and other quiet and hidden wooded areas. All will be seriously 
threatened and undoubtedly largely lost with this proposed development. 
As long standing residents of Hilperton Village we urge you to reconsider this seemingly poorly judged proposal and give priority 
to quality rather than quantity of residential developments.   
If however a certain number of houses will need to be built in this area we urge you to seriously consider to build using Carbon 
neutral technologies now available and to make zero GHG emitting development a top priority.  Hydrogen compatible heating 
systems, triple glazing and heat recycling air exchange  technology should all be taken into serious consideration. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 



 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
Trowbridge Integrated CareCentre The application sitefor the new Trowbridge integratedcare centreis the remaining undeveloped 
extent of the  land  allocated  under  saved  policies  CF8  and  R7  for  Community  Health  facilities  in  Trowbridge.  Its 
development for the delivery of new and improved health facilities represents the completion of an extant site allocation 
envisioned in 2004. Thedevelopmentwill  replace  the  old  Trowbridge  Community  Hospital  and  provide  additional  space  for 
enhanced primary care services locally. It willenable extended provision of integrated health care services in anew modern 
healthcare facility which will also enable clinicians to deliver excellent patient care  in an enhanced environment.Outline Planning 
Consent to develop this site for a new health care facility was granted on 15January 2021andNHSPS is now moving forward with 
the submission of reserved matters.Subject to business case approval, construction of the new building will completein spring 
2023 and it will be open to patients shortly thereafter. 
Trowbridge Community Hospital, Trowbridge [see attachment Trowb_P353 for site location plan]  
Existing siteTrowbridge  Community  Hospital  is  a 2.06hectaresite  in  Trowbridgeowned  by  NHSPS. The  site  currently 
comprises healthcare facilities and one listed building,while abuttinga conservation area to the south.The site’s immediate context 
is set by individual residential properties, a  soon  to be  built integrated care centre and the extended Trowbridge health centre. 
The plot to the south west of the site has recently been developedfor retirement living development, three  storeys in height  and 
comprising twenty-fiveone  and two bed apartments.Opportunities The  relocation  of  services  into  the  new ICCwill  unlock  an  
exciting  opportunity  to  make  the  best  use  of  a surplus  NHS  site, representingthe  next  stage  of  investment  and  



improvement  in  this  part  of  Trowbridge. NHSPS  is  currently  reviewing  development  options  for  the  existing  community  
hospital  and  will   seek  to establish a suitable future use prior to disposal for best value. This process will allow for critical 
reinvestment and cost savings that will allow health services to improve, while relieving pressure on other parts of the 
NHS.NHSPS will be involved in future proposals for the site and willlook to engage the Council soon. A schemewill be prepared 
thatmakes a positive contributionto the built environmentof Trowbridgeand the best use of this NHS asset. The site is considered 
available, suitable,and deliverable within the1-5yearperiod of the plan.Wewould thereforewelcome the inclusion of a site 
allocation for Trowbridge Community Hospital which confirms the principle of residential, care ormixed useredevelopment. 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
Scale of Growth 
6.1 In terms of the housing requirement for Trowbridge, it is not clear whether the trajectory has factored in a potentially 
reduced quantum of development coming forward on the Ashton Park site, or applied a realistic delivery trajectory to the site. 
Indeed, it is looking unlikely that the entire Ashton Park site will come forward before 2036 and this should be reflected in the 
trajectory accordingly. 
6.2 We have already made general comments above on the proposed 'Brownfield Targets' element of the plan. For 
Trowbridge, we have no specific comment on the target that has been identified, other than it is unnecessary. Whilst we are 
fundamentally supportive of maximising potential delivery on brownfield sites for sustainability reasons, it is imperative that the 
plan ensures a sufficient quantum and mix of housing is delivered to meet the development needs of the district and its 
settlements. There is a risk that an overly optimistic approach to brownfield development could limit the amount of available land 



for development which, in turn, could affect housing delivery. A simple, conservative windfall allowance should be made for 
Trowbridge which takes into account the scope to formally allocate large scale brownfield sites. 
6.3 We would note that the sites that have been identified would be capable of delivering significantly in excess of the stated 
residual requirement. It is understood that this is because a certain scale of growth was necessary to facilitate the delivery of a 
new secondary school to address education capacity issues in the town. We do not object to this approach and consider it 
reasonably proactive. Indeed, by allocating land for growth of this scale, there is at least the potential for a greater quantum of 
housing to be delivered over the plan period if delivery comes forward at a faster rate than anticipated. 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
Potential Development Sites 
6.4 As acknowledged in the topic paper and other supporting documents, Trowbridge is heavily constrained. Green Belt 
constraints effectively preclude development to the north-west and west, whilst existing commitments, potential to merge with 
existing villages and bat habitat issues constrain development to the south-west, south and east. In simple terms, the only logical 
location for further growth is to the north of Hilperton. As such, we support the identification of sites 4 and 5 as the preferred 
options for future growth. 
 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
7. LAND AT MAXCROFT FARM, HILPERTON 



7.1 Barratt Homes control around 6ha of land at a site known as Maxcroft Farm, Hilperton. The site lies between the existing 
housing and farm off Maxcroft Lane to the west, the village core of Hilperton Marsh to the south, and the existing properties 
abutting the site along Marsh Road and north of the centre of Trowbridge. 
FIGURE 2: SITE LOCATION PLAN [see Trowb_P354 for plan]  
7.2 Barratt Homes have previously promoted the site for development through the Wiltshire Housing Site Allocations Plan 
(HSAP) and prepared a Vision Document in support of the site. This Vision Document sets out the proposals for the site and how 
the contextual factors and technical work undertaken had informed this. This Vision Document is appended for reference. 
APPENDIX 2: VISION DOCUMENT [see Trowb_P354] 
7.3 The site lies within one of the preferred options identified in the Local Plan Review and this will necessitate a review of the 
proposals for the site as it now forms part of a wider allocation. As noted above, the proposed green buffer shown on the concept 
plan for Site 5 is considered to be excessive. Our own technical work indicates a green buffer of 25m will be sufficient to provide 
an appropriate landscaped transition between any housing and the Kennett and Avon Canal. The below overlay plan and 
constraints and opportunities plan illustrate this. 
FIGURE 3: INDICATIVE RED LINE OVERLAY ON CONCEPT PLAN (MAXCROFT FARM) 
[see Trowb_P354 for plan] 
FIGURE 4: CONSTRAINTS AND OPPORTUNITIES PLAN EXTRACT [see Trowb_P354 for plan] 
7.4 Whilst we accept that the concept plans presented are indicative only, there is no need for the green buffer along the 
northern corridor to be as wide as is being proposed. We would have to object to the proposals presented in the plan if they were 
carried forward in their current form. However, we look forward to working with the Council and other relevant landowners to bring 
the site forward for development. 
7.5 If at this stage it was determined that a more significant area of open space was required along the canal, then there 
needs to be some form of equalisation agreement in place to ensure that landowners/developers who bear the burden of 
delivering essential infrastructure (highways and public open space) necessary to unlock the development potential elsewhere on 
the site are treated equitably. 
7.6 Given the timescales involved in forming such agreements, it would be advisable for the Council to start looking seriously 
at progressing this as soon as possible to that delivery on the site is not delayed. 
Early Release 
7.7 We also note that the site is identified as one of three proposed 'gateways' into the wider site. This means that it will likely 
come forward as a first phase of development. Naturally, any development proposals would need to be mindful of the need to 
ensure that they did not prejudice the delivery of the wider site. For Maxcroft Farm, this would require the provision of an 
adequate amount of public open space and a suitable highway connection to serve development on the wider site. 
7.8 This may be desirable for the Council if the housing land supply position remains deficient over the longer-term. 



7.9 Barratt Homes are a reputable housebuilder with a commitment to delivering quality across all their schemes. Since 2010, 
they have been awarded the maximum '5 stars' by the House Builders Federation in recognition of the quality of their housing. 
7.10 Barratt Homes would look to support the allocation through the Local Plan examination by submitting planning application 
which could be determined in line with the adoption of the Local Plan Review and facilitate the delivery of housing on the site 
within the first five years of the plan period. 
8. LAND NORTH OF DEVIZES ROAD/A361, HILPERTON, TROWBRIDGE 
8.1 David Wilson Homes control around 4ha of land to the north of the A361 and Devizes Road. The site comprises 
agricultural land and its associated residential curtilage. 
FIGURE 5: SITE LOCATION [see Trowb_P354 for plan] 
8.2 DWH have only recently acquired control of the site have not previously promoted it for development, either through the 
Core Strategy, HSAP or Hilperton NHP. 
8.3 The site lies within one of the preferred options identified in the Local Plan Review (Site 5) and this will necessitate a 
review of the proposals for the site as it now forms part of a wider allocation. DWH will undertake a comprehensive body of 
preliminary technical work over the coming months and liaise with relevant landowners to develop their proposals for the site in 
the context of this wider strategic development. 
8.4 As with Barratt Homes' land at Maxcroft Farm, the site is identified as a potential 'gateway' for the wider allocation. This 
means it will likely come forward as a first phase of development. Naturally, any development proposals would need to be mindful 
of the need to ensure that they did not prejudice the delivery of the wider site. As with Maxcroft Farm, this would require the 
provision of an adequate amount of public open space and a suitable highway connection to serve development on the wider 
site. 
FIGURE 6: INDICATIVE RED LINE OVERLAY ON CONCEPT PLAN (LAND NORTH OF DEVIZES ROAD/A361) [see 
Trowb_P354 for plan] 
8.5 This may be desirable for the Council if the housing land supply position remains deficient over the longer-term. 
8.6 David Wilson Homes would look to support the allocation through the Local Plan examination by submitting planning 
application which could be determined in line with the adoption of the Local Plan Review and facilitate the delivery of housing on 
the site within the first five years of the plan period. 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 



 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
With regards to housing development between Hilperton and Staverton  



1/ The plan is outside the recently set boundaries in the Housing Site Allocations Plan. 
2/ The development is unnecessary. There is a large amount of brown land still undeveloped in the area, and it is grossly 
irresponsible and damaging to permit greenfield development while this remains. Even the Gap development would be 
preferable. 
3/ The development removes a significant green space amenity to the community, damaging quality of life. 
4/ Additional traffic would create gridlock at the already overloaded Staverton lights, backing up almost certainly into Trowbridge 
itself. Again, development is irresponsible and not credible without a new river crossing and an effective bypass to Holt being built 
first. 
5/ Increasing the fast-runoff area would likely have a damaging effect on the flooding tendency at Staverton, still further 
worsening the traffic capacity. 
6/ Traffic for the planned schools and nurseries will create increased traffic and hazards on the already grossly abused B3105/ 
Marsh Road/ Hill Street. 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 



I would like to register my objections to the proposed plan to build 2600 houses, 3 schools, and 2 nursery schools between 
Staverton and Hilperton. 
• This ambitious project will destroy a massive area of open farmland which is outside the village settlement boundary. It 
borders the Kennett and Avon Canal and supports a wide range of wildlife. It will be an environmental disaster for many birds and 
small mammals and ruin the open aspect of a large stretch of the canal. The Swans and many other species of water dwellers 
will have even more of their habitat taken from them.  
• Hilperton will no longer be a village but a massive housing estate bringing with it the inevitable amount of litter and rubbish 
that will no doubt find its way into the canal. I have seen the disgusting amount of rubbish thrown into the hedges and the stream 
at Paxcroft and how it pollutes the environment. 
• The impact on the roads in the area will be horrendous. It will add to the existing congestion through Staverton, put traffic 
back through Hilperton Village, Hill Street, and Marsh Road - the very thing the Gap Road was built to ease. Not to mention the 
additional traffic coming into the village bringing children to school and nursery. This increased traffic will just add to the pollution 
already caused by the many vehicles on the Staverton route.  
• Building on so many fields is bound to lead to increased flooding across the causeway at Staverton which often results in 
the route being closed completely 
• The noise pollution from so much additional traffic will be unbearable for houses fronting the roads concerned. 
We have lived in Hilperton for nearly 40 years and chose to live here because of the open rural aspect and the many lovely walks 
across the fields and along the canal bank. There is so much interesting wildlife in the area, including Deer and bats, and many 
species of birds. I have seen herons standing in the fields at Whaddon. All this will be lost along the canal bank if the area is 
designated for housing. We cannot afford to lose even more of our fields in this area. So much of Hilperton and the surrounding 
area has already been built on, including a large area of Staverton. We should not be destroying so much countryside and 
valuable farmland when there are derelict sites in the town that could be used. And will residents be compensated for the 
disruption caused by the building works on such an inaccessible site? 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 



 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
 

 
 

 
Further comments 
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TB1. What do you think to the scale of growth? Should there be a brownfield target? 
 

 
 

 
TB2. Are these the right priorities? What priorities may be missing? How might these place shaping priorities be 
achieved? 
 

 
 

 
TB3. Do you agree these sites are the most appropriate upon which to build? 
 

 
I would like to object to the proposed housing development on the open farmland in Hilperton and Staverton. 



I feel that this would greatly increase traffic through the villages as well as causing a huge amount of traffic through the traffic 
lights in Staverton. It will also lead to severe congestion at the roundabout adjacent to the Kings Arms, which on normal working 
days (pre-COVID) would already have traffic queuing past it at peak times. I’m struggling to see the point of the Hilperton bypass 
if this was always in the pipeline to be done as the traffic will inevitably put traffic back through the village?? 
 
I understand the need to have another secondary school in the town due to the amount of houses that are always being built but 
again don’t feel this is the right place for it. There is land in the area of castle mead with which this could be placed? 
 
The other issue would be flooding. These fields help ease the flooding across the causeway, if they are built on, the flooding 
would inevitably get worse, which would have an affect on the traffic flow through the town itself, which already gets grid locked 
on a normal working day (again pre-COVID). 
 

 
TB4. What are the most important aspects to consider if these sites are going to be built on? 
 

 
 

 
TB5. Considering the environmental constraints around the town, what other reasonable options should the Council 
consider investigating in order to address the identified forecast development needs for the place? 
 

 
 

 
TB10. Are there any other issues or infrastructure requirements that should be identified? 
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