MELKSHAM
NEIGHBOURHOOD

PLAN

Date: Wednesday 28" Septem ber 2022
Start: 6.30pm

At: Melksham Without Parish Council, First Floor,
Melksham Community Campus, Market Place,
Melksham, SN12 6ES

Rem ote access via Zoom also available
To Join Zoom Meeting:

Meeting ID: 279 181 5985
Passcode: 070920
Click link below:

Melksham
Neighbourhood Plan
Steering Group

Contact for more
inform ation:

Melksham Town Council
01225 704187

linda.roberts@melksham-tc.qgov.uk

Melksham Without Parish Council
01225 705700

clerk@melkshamwithout-pc.gov.uk

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/2791815985?pwd=Y2x5T25DRIVW VU54UW 1YW W E4ANkNrZz09

Melksham Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group

AGENDA

1. Welcome & Housekeeping

2. To note apologies

3. To elect new Chair & Vice Chair of Steering Group

4. Declarations of Interests & Register of Interests

5. Public Participation

6. To agree Minutes of Meeting held on 29" June 2022

7. To receive update on Task Group work to date and approve briefs for

Locality Technical Support packages

a) Assessment and information to inform approach to housing (together

with the Local Plan)

i) To review and approve site assessment methodology produced by

AECOM

i) To approve for publication the Housing Needs Assessment

undertaken by AECOM

b) Protecting valued local green space
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c) Green Gap Designation (new)
i) To review and approve brief to AECOM
d) Further addressing climate change
e) Planning for future vitality of the town centre
i) To review and approve the Town Centre Master Plan brief produced
by AECOM
i) Car Park Review — To provide feedback on scope brief, to agree
status of this review evidence document, to agree further
consultation with stakeholders

iii) Town centre sites may provide identified/allocated housing to meet
local needs.

f) Protecting our local heritage

g) Strengthening locally Distinctive Design Policy (Guide/Code)
i) To review and approve brief produced by AECOM

h) Ensuring that local priorities are addressed as the bypass project is
developed.

i) Ensuing that local priorities are addressed as the Melksham Canal Link
project is developed

j) SEA (Strategic Environmental Assessment) — To review and agree
scoping document produced by AECOM

8. To agree next steps (work streams for Oct, Nov, Dec)

9. To review Programme Dates
https://www.wiltshire.qgov.uk/article/1082/Local-Plan-Review

10. To approve Community Communications

11. To consider policy request from Melksham Without Parish Council that annexes
cannot be used as a separate dwelling in the future

12.To approve latest invoices and note current financial report.
13. To review Terms of Reference further to parish and town council review
14. To review and approve Membership of Steering Group

15.To agree date and venue of Next Meeting of Steering Group (Weds 30t
November suggested)
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Melksham Neighbourhood Plan
Steering Group M eeting

MELKSHA
NEIGHBOURHC

Date: Wednesday 29 June 2022
Start: 6.30 pm

Present:

Steering Group Mem bers Present Officers

Councillor David Pafford (MWPC) Teresa Strange (MWPC)
Councillor Richard Wood (MWPC Sub) Lorraine McRandle (MWPC)
Councillor Jon Hubbard (MTC) Linda Roberts (MTC)
Councillor Gary Cooke (MTC Sub) David Way (WC)

John Hamley (MTUG)

Task Group Mem bers: Planning Consultants:

Councillor Baines (MWPC) Vaughan Thompson (Place Studio)
Councillor Mark Harris (MPWC)
Graham Ellis (MTC)

Via Zoom:

Shirley McCarthy (Environment)

MTC Melksham Town Council

MWPC Melksham Without Parish Council

WwcC Wiltshire Council

MTUG Melksham Transport User Group
MINUTES

1. Welcome & Housekeeping

Until a new Chair was voted in, Councillor Wood, as the current Chair (albeit a
substitute for the meeting) took the Chair and welcomed everyone to the meeting.

The MWPC Clerk pointed out the various fire escapes.
(NB: Shirley had joined the meeting via Zoom. Unfortunately, due to various

technical issues, Shirley was only able to listen to the meeting and not take part
in discussions)
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2. To note new representatives from Melksham Town Council and Melksham
Without Parish Council

The meeting was informed that the following Neighbourhood Plan representatives
were appointed at the Town Council and Melksham Without Parish Council’s
respective Annual Council meetings held in May.

CouncillorJon Hubbard: Melksham Town Council
Councillor Pat Aves: Melksham Town Council
Councillor John Glover: Melksham Without Parish Council
Councillor David Pafford: Melksham Without Parish Council

3. To note apologies

Apologies were received from Councillor John Glover (MWPC) who was
unfortunately having to attend a funeral and therefore Councillor Richard Wood
was substituting. Apologies had also been received from Councillor Aves (MTC)
who was attending another meeting with Councillor Gary Cooke substituting.

Apologies had also been received from Chris Holden who was unwell and Colin
Harrison who was on holiday.

The MWPC Clerk informed the meeting that no apologies had been received
from Wiltshire Councillor Mike Sankey (representative for the Area Board).

Members of the various task groups had been invited to attend the meeting;
therefore, the following were in attendance and introduced themselves:

Task Group(s)
Councillor Alan Baines (MWPC) Housing, Bypass
Councillor Mark Harris (MWPC) Housing, Bypass & Canal
Councillor Graham Ellis (MTC) Heritage, Bypass

4. To elect new Chair & Vice Chair of Steering Group

Councillor Wood explained that he had stepped down as being a representative
of the parish council for the Steering Group and was only in attendance at this
meeting as a substitute. He was the outgoing Chair of the Steering Group and
had been on the Steering Group, and its Chair, since the beginning of the
process, for a number of years. In line with the Terms of Reference, the Chair of
the Steering Group was elected every June, and therefore sought nominations for
the Chair.

Councillor Baines proposed Councillor David Pafford as Chair.
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The MWPC Clerk explained only Steering Group members were able to vote and
nominate at present, as per the Terms of Reference, however, these were due to
be reviewed later in the meeting.

Therefore, Councillor Wood nominated Councillor Pafford as Chair and sought a
seconder.

Councillor Hubbard expressed concern that there was a perception that the
parish council were leading the Neighbourhood Plan process. He noted that in
the past that the Town Council had not been as engaged in the process as they
could have been and therefore wondered if a Chair from the Town Council should
be sought in order that residents would feel the Town Council were more
involved.

Councillor Hubbard stated that he understood originally that there was supposed
to be a rotating Chair from the respective councils each year which had not been
the case, and whilst appreciating the involvement of Councillor Wood as Chair in
the Neighbourhood Plan process to date, realised it was the Steering Group’s
decision.

The MWPC Clerk clarified that there was no rule regarding a rotating Chair
between both Councils (as per the Terms of Reference, which had been agreed
by both councils) and that the position of Chair had come up every year for the
past 8-9 years and during this time Councillor Wood has been the only person to
be nominated Chair with no other nominations coming forward from the group,
including from the Melksham Town Council representatives.

Councillor Wood sought further nominations, with Councillor Jon Hubbard stating
as he had raised the issue, he would put himself forward as Chair, noting
Councillor Aves as the other Town Council representative was not present.

Councillor Wood sought a nomination for Councillor Hubbard from the Steering
Group. Councillor Gary Cooke, after initially stating he was substitute for
Councillor Aves and had not been given a remit on who she would nhominate as a
Chair, nominated Councillor Hubbard following further debate.

There was no seconder for Councillor Hubbard and therefore Councillor Hubbard
reluctantly seconded Councillor Pafford as Chair.

As Shirley was having difficult speaking remotely at the meeting and therefore
unable to vote and John Hamley was the only other Steering Group member able
to vote who felt unqualified to vote as did not know the proposed candidates, it
was suggested to defer this item until the next meeting, when hopefully more
Steering Group members would be in attendance, which was agreed.

Councillor Wood continued chairing the meeting.
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5. Declarations of Interests & Register of Interests

There were no declarations of interest, with a reminder for those who had not
already done so to complete a Register of Interest Form for interests in the whole
of the Neighbourhood Plan area.

Forms were handed to Councillors Jon Hubbard and Gary Cooke to complete
and return.

6. Public Participation
There were no members of public present.
7. To agree Minutes of Meeting held on 27" April 2022

Resolved: To approve and for the Chair to sign the minutes of the meeting held
on 27 April 2022.

8. To review Terms of Reference

The MWPC Clerk explained the Terms of Reference had been reviewed by the
Steering Group in early 2021 and agreed by both councils as qualifying bodies,
however there had been a recent question from the Town Council regarding point
7.4 regarding “dual hatted” councillors as they felt this prevented Town
Councillors, who were also Wiltshire Councillors, being Steering Group members.

7.4 If a Steering Group Member is a member of more than one organisation, they
should declare their wider interest. Members must not be ‘dual hatted’, for
example, they cannot be a town, parish or Wiltshire Councillor if representing a
community group.

The MWPC Clerk explained that this rule had been applied when a
representative was recently sought from MTUG (Melksham Transport User
Group) as Graham Ellis had been nominated but was not eligible under the
Terms of Reference as a Melksham Town Councillor.

The MWPC Clerk also explained the Steering Group had previously consisted of
Leads of the various task groups, with voting rights, during the drafting stage of
NHP#1 and asked if the Steering Group wished the current Leads on the various
task groups to join the Steering Group as previously, with voting rights.

Councillor Pafford proposed the Leads from each task group join the Steering
Group as voting members, as this gave the group a broad spectrum of people on
the group and hopefully more people attending meetings.

Page4of1 7

AGENDA ITEM 06 - To approve draft minutes of 29th June meeting



Councillor Hubbard expressed concern at widening the group to include the
Leads from the various Task Groups, as some may be town or parish councillors
and stated the Steering Group needed to consider if a Town Council
representative who was also a Wiltshire Councillor was eligible to join the
Steering Group under the current Terms of Reference, and expressed frustration
at the current rules.

Councillor Pafford at this stage withdrew his proposal that Leads from the task
groups join the Steering Group.

Councillor Wood felt if a Councillor was also a Wiltshire Councillor or a member
of an organisation, they could be on the Steering Group but would only get one
vote.

Councillor Pafford noted other minor amendments needed to be made to the
Terms of Reference with regard to the Core Strategy and timings of meetings to
reflect current practice.

Resolved: For both councils to approve amendments to the Terms of Reference
as follows:

Point 7:4 to read as follows:

If a Steering Group Member is a member of more than one organisation, they
should declare their wider interest (removing the reference to “dual hatted”
members)

Point 10.1: The Steering Group will meet as required rather than monthly.

Point 10.2: Meetings will convene no earlier than 6.00pm and no later than
7.30pm and last for 2 hours.

Reference to the Core Strategy throughout the document to be amended to the
Local Plan where appropriate.

9. To receive update on Task Group work to date, progress with Locality
Technical Support packages and agree next steps

Vaughan updated the Steering Group on the recent work undertaken by the
various task groups.

a) Housing

i. Housing Needs Assessm ent and Housing Needs Local Survey
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A draft Housing Needs Assessment has been provided by AECOM via
Technical Support and a local Housing Needs Survey has also been
undertaken and the results collated which will provide a data approach
specific to the neighbourhood plan area. Some aspects had been broken
down where possible into the settlements of Melksham & Bowerhill, Shaw
&Whitley and the wider rural area to align with the Core Strategy and
Local Plan Review settlements.

The next steps for the group will be to review AECOM’s work and
completion of the survey work, which will provide the material to produce
potentially a new housing policy to meet local housing needs. This will
require developers to demonstrate how they considered the local type and
tenure requirements in their proposals to meet the specific needs of the
community. It can also influence housing allocations to ensure they
respond to the community’s housing needs.

ii. Site Assessment

The housing allocation/call for sites work is currently underway. Vaughan
thanked both the Clerk to Melksham Without and David Way who had
pulled together a long list of sites (currently circa 90 sites) which would
need to be assessed for their suitability and sustainability. These sites will
feed into an assessment process by AECOM via Technical Support and
will take 12-16 weeks to complete. The next steps will be for the Steering
Group to select the preferred sites later in the Autumn.

Vaughan explained this process will take some time to complete and
extend into the Autumn, when it was hoped that the Local Plan would be
available, in order to see what Wiltshire Council were proposing in terms
of housing numbers and locational strategy. The choice of sites and
number of houses for the NHP#2 to allocate can be informed by the Local
Plan, with a meaningful amount required to ensure that NHP#2 sustains
and refreshes its NPPF Paragraph 14 protection.?

Vaughan explained Berryfield appeared to have been enveloped in the
urban area in AECOM'’s report and this would be fed back to AECOM with
a request it is put back to a small village.

David explained as a small village Berryfield will only take infill
development as per the current Wiltshire Council policy.

1

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/1005759
/NPPF_July_2021.pdf
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Councillor Baines highlighted recent revisions of parish boundaries
between the town and parish had also not been taken into account in
AECOM's report.

b) Design Codes (including update on Wiltshire Council Design Code)

Vaughan explained this policy was going to be strengthened with a character
statement and design code for the whole of the neighbourhood plan area.
The group had obtained Technical Support to provide design characteristics
for the different parts of Melksham and Melksham Without. The work has
been approved and will start shortly.

Vaughan sought members from the steering group or task group to assist
AECOM with this and suggested sending out an email for volunteers after the
meeting. Wiltshire Council will be looking at more strengthened design
policies and will be more specific.

The next stage will be to get the design code work from AECOM, review it and
approve it.

c) Town Centre Master Plan

Vaughan explained the town centre featured as a Policy and a Priority
Statement in the existing Plan, with good progress being made on this work
with AECOM.

A meeting had taken place with AECOM and a Town Centre Master Plan brief
produced which cut across Priority for People and also looked at connectivity
between the rest of the Neighbourhood Plan area.

Vaughan explained the plans had to focus on things that can be delivered
through planning but could talk about non planning items which are material to
the future vitality of the town centre.

The next stage would be to appoint AECOM to do a Town Centre Masterplan
via Technical Support.

Councillor Wood asked how this work fitted in with the work the Town Council
had already undertaken.

The MTC Clerk clarified the Town Council had agreed the Neighbourhood

Plan would do this wider work with any implications to be considered by the
town council as they arose.
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Councillor Hubbard explained the Masterplan had not come to council as yet,
but a proposal regarding Priority for People had been put to the Parish
Council.

The MWPC Clerk explained the Priority for People proposal had gone to a
recent Full Council meeting and a response would be forwarded to the Town
Council in due course. The Parish Council wanted to understand the
substance of what the Town Council were trying to achieve and who would be
meeting the costs involved in achieving some of the proposals. As an
example, easy walking routes to schools was one of the first things on the list
but they were aware of the high costs of these highway works, with only short
section of footway in the parish recently costed at £100,000.

Councillor Hubbard explained the plan needed to cover the whole community
in order to be an effective document which is used, and needed all
stakeholders to be involved in order for proposals to be achieved.

Councillor Baines felt Priority for People extends beyond the Neighbourhood
Plan area and therefore needed to include those communities as well.

Vaughan clarified the Town Centre Masterplan was not Priority for People, but
could provide spatial representation on how things can be, and should be,
delivered, such as connecting the town centre to communities.

Vaughan explained the next stage would be to get the Town Centre
Masterplan underway as soon as possible, dovetailing design coding and
character work with the Town Centre Master Plan in order to get a joined-up
approach.

Vaughan explained the Priority Statement for the Town Centre had also been
discussed and along with the Policy would need to be updated, particularly as
national legislation for Use Classes relating to town centres had been
changed since the production of the current Neighbourhood Plan.

Vaughan explained other resources were available which could help with the
Town Centre Master Plan, including resources from Wiltshire Council.

d) Local Green Spaces
Vaughan explained this identified local green spaces which are valuable to
the community and qualify for designation as Local Green Space, which gives

similar support in planning terms to a piece of land in a green belt.

The task group were currently working through a list of approximately 280
sites which had been identified by the community as important green spaces.
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The next step is to review the list to get down to a deliverable short list of sites
to be assessed against a strict criteria.

Vaughan explained engagement would also need to take place with the
landowners of those sites which are considered suitable for designation as
Local Green Spaces, in order for them to consider the appropriateness of this
designation and have an opportunity to object to proposals.

Councillor Pafford explained one Neighbourhood Plan elsewhere in the
county had identified where they wanted housing, but not where they didn’t
want housing which then was queried at Appeal, and asked whether this
would be the same with green spaces.

Vaughan explained those sites which were eligible and pass the criteria would
be okay as they would be protected as designated Local Green Spaces.
However, those sites which did not meet the criteria would be vulnerable but
could be identified as spaces of local value and be given material
consideration. Therefore, a way of optimising protection for those sites which
did not meet the necessary criteria needed to be found.

David Way sought clarification of designation of spaces of local value against
an area being designated as a local green space, which in the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) would hold more weight.

Vaughan explained the Neighbourhood Plan had policies on green
infrastructure and the green environment and therefore there would be an
evidence base which would show those areas identified by the community
which were of local value, but did not meet the criteria to be designated as a
Local Green Space. David explained it would be helpful if sites put forward
could be listed as part of the Neighbourhood Plan, as part of the evidence
base.

Vaughan explained he had taken on board the comments raised on this issue
and would look at ways of including those sites put forward, but not meeting
the relevant criteria, in the Neighbourhood Plan.

e) Local Heritage Assets

Vaughan explained that Local Heritage Assets were for assets that did not
meet the criteria to be ‘Listed’ but were still of value to the local community. A
shortlist had been collated of assets put forward by the community and were
currently being assessed. Owners would have to be consulted and those
meeting the relevant criteria would be part of the evidence base for the
heritage policy, this will enable both councils to respond to planning
applications by referring to those on the list.
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Councillor Wood mentioned Kelly’s Lamp on Bowerhill, which was a local
asset. Vaughan agreed to check Kelly’'s Lamp was included on the list of
Heritage Assets for consideration.

Graham, as a member of the Heritage Task Working Group, explained only 7
or 8 had been nominated and were being reviewed currently and asked if an
asset was of extreme valuable if it could be considered for being ‘Listed’.

In the same vein, the MWPC Clerk stated the Parish Council had previously
asked if The Spa could be considered as a Conservation Area but
unfortunately there seemed to be no appetite at the time from Wiltshire
Council or Historic England and therefore asked if the Neighbourhood Plan
could give The Spa more than Listed status.

Vaughan explained there was a separate process through Historic England to
list buildings, but would investigate the process, which would be outside the
Neighbourhood Plan, but the site could be included as a local heritage asset.

David Way explained that as The Spa buildings were Listed, their setting was
of great weight in the planning process.

f) Climate Issues

Vaughan explained this was about strengthening the existing commitments
and actions for sustainable development and climate change responses in the
neighbourhood plan. Wiltshire Council had advanced their climate strategy
and other Neighbourhood Plans since Melksham’s was adopted have pushed
the envelope in their responses to climate change and sustainability and it
was worth investigating these.

Vaughan explained Katie Lea from Place was assisting on this and had
provided a topic paper for the task group to review and look at additional
potential policy and evidence, and what pointers to best practice should be
referenced in the neighbourhood plan.

g) Im plications of Bypass
Vaughan explained the implications of the bypass had been included as a
Priority Statement in the current Neighbourhood Plan. There was a need to
get the priority statement factual and to consider how the Neighbourhood Plan

represented the communities’ views.

The task group had met the project engineer for the scheme in order to
understand the latest on the project.
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Vaughan explained the next stage would be to craft and refresh the Priority
Statement in the Neighbourhood Plan. After this, it would be to agree the
level of support which is given in the Neighbourhood Plan to proposals, once
more information is released on the project. Trajectory of housing would also
be a critical path.

h) Im plications of Canal Link

Vaughan explained the task group were trying to arrange a meeting with the
Wilts & Berks Canal representative to get the latest update on the project, to
inform the position of the Neighbourhood Plan Priority Statement review.

The current Wiltshire Council Core Strategy protects the route of the proposed
canal link; therefore it is not the job of the Steering Group to protect a route.
However, he understood there is a concern regarding proposals for enabling
development.

Councillor Hubbard queried whether the group could be confident the new
Local Plan would protect the route of the proposed canal.

David Way explained it should do, but could not say for sure and explained
that the Wilts & Berks Canal Group had recently produced a vision document
with a safeguarded route which still went through Berryfield, behind the New
Inn Pub, and followed the same route as previously detailed.

David explained the Local Plan would probably safeguard a Bypass route as
well and understood consultation was taking place on a slightly revised route
following feedback. He was hopeful that by the time Wiltshire Council went
out to Regulation 19 consultation on the Local Plan later in the year, there
would be a safeguarded route for the bypass, as with the canal.

David asked when the Steering Group hoped to go out to Regulation 14 in the
Autumn and whether this would be prior to the publication of the Local Plan in
the Autumn, as there would be quite a few things in the document the
Steering Group would need to take into account.

It was agreed the Steering Group aimed to go out to Regulation 14 after the
publication of the Local Plan Review, as long as the publication of the Local
Plan did not slip several months, given the tight timeframe.

Vaughan explained the site assessment work may not come back until
October and then the Steering Group would have to make the choices about
the sites and which to include in the Neighbourhood Plan. It would then need
complete the SEA (Strategic Environmental Assessment) and HRA (Habitats
Regulations Assessment) on those proposals with the Plan being
appropriately amended and refined before going out to Regulation 14
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consultation. Vaughan anticipated that the Reg 14 consultation would be
ready at Christmas/New Year time and would be informed by reviewing in line
with the Local Plan.

Concern was expressed that the group only had 1 year left to get the review
done in order to keep the 2 years protection from a lack of 5-year land supply,
provided by Paragraph 14 of the NPPF.

Councillor Pafford sought guidance on what stage Wiltshire Council would
give weight to the Neighbourhood Plan in determining speculative planning
applications.

David clarified that pre-Reg 14 consultation, or even during the consultation,
that the Neighbourhood Plan would have little weight; only when the Plan had
been submitted and was going through the Examination process would it have
more weight.

Concern was expressed at the delay in the Local Plan and the impact on the
Neighbourhood Plan review and the need to keep in step with the Local Plan
Review in order to adhere to policies in the Local Plan.

David felt that it was not the intention of the Government for groups to keep
updating their Neighbourhood Plans every 2 years to keep Paragraph 14
protection.

Vaughan explained that as the Neighbourhood Plan consultant he would need
to make sure the Neighbourhood Plan did not conflict with the emerging Local
Plan and therefore was sound when going forward for examination.

i) Request for screening opinion for Strategic Environm ental Assessm ent
(SEA) and Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA)

Vaughan explained as the Plan will be allocating a site(s) there will be a
requirement for an SEA and HRA.

David had enabled a draft screening opinion on the SEA, with a request being
submitted to Natural England, the Environment Agency and Historic England,
requesting comments within 5-6 weeks.

Vaughan explained that an SEA usually happens at the end of the draft Plan
process but David had been helpful in providing a draft opinion to allow the
application to Locality for Technical Support for AECOM to progress this
week. The aim was to drip feed components of the updated policies etc to
AECOM to undertake this piece of work during the coming months, whilst
waiting for the housing elements to progress and this should speed up the
whole process, rather than doing it all at the end and adding delays.
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David explained that with regard to the HRA screening a draft plan would be
required in order to do this. The first Plan did not need an HRA, which will be
undertaken by Wiltshire Council, as the area does not have a lot of European
sites or sensitive sites compared to other areas and only allocated a site for
18 houses. It was possible that an HRA would be required for the review Plan
however if larger site/s had housing allocations.

j) Policy Review

Vaughan explained that following the Appeal hearing for the site to the rear of
Townsend Farm, the Planning Inspectorate had noted that there was no
specific buffer protection in place in any of the policy frameworks. Therefore,
there was an opportunity in the Plan review to consider advancing a new
green buffer/green wedge policy to identify the areas of the rural environment
between Melksham and its neighbouring settlements to ensure there is no
coalescence or erosion of the green environment, which is part of local
distinctiveness.

David agreed this would be a good idea, other Plans had done similar in order
to prevent coalescence and would be considered a Landscape Gap policy.
Members discussed examples of where the question of areas to be protected
had arisen before; such as between Bowerhill and the canal, between
Melksham and Beanacre, between Melksham and Shaw & Whitley; between
Shaw and Whitley, between Melksham and Bowerhill, and between Melksham
and Berryfield.

10. To review Programme Dates

Vaughan explained the group was on programme with all of the topics and
explained that the meeting today had been picked as a logical date in the
programme as a lot was happening with the evidence gathering exercises, which
were coming to an end, or where Technical Support had been granted and
various assessments were being undertaken and reports produced.

In the next 3 months the policies would start to be shaped, with the site
assessment work running for a bit longer. Therefore, the housing allocation will
be later in the programme and there will need to be further discussion with
Wiltshire Council regarding the Local Plan to understand housing numbers and
strategic sites.

The MWPC Clerk clarified that with regard to the Landscape Gap assessment
work that this would be outside the current approved quote from Place; and

therefore, required a resolution to take forward a request for additional funding
from the parish and town council.

Pagel f1 7

AGENDA ITEM 06 - To approve draft minutes of 29th June meeting



Vaughan explained such a policy would need to be based on a robust landscape
assessment which would stand up to challenge by a landscape advocate for a
developer. It would need to be defined on robust landscape grounds and
assessed by a Chartered Landscape Architect. The work would take
approximately 3-4 days’ work. If this was based on the standard consultant daily
rate of £500 (as this is the maximum rate that Locality accepted for such work, so
a good baseline indicative figure) it would cost about £2,000-£3,000; this would
provide an effective robust evidence base for a policy; to enable it to stand up
against future challenge or scrutiny.

Councillor Pafford proposed this, which was seconded by Councillor Hubbard.

It was noted the costs of undertaking this work would have to be split between
both councils, with the MTC Clerk expressing a concern the Town Council had
already spent the budget set aside for the Neighbourhood Plan Review.

Resolved: To instruct a Chartered Landscape architect to undertake work in
order to formulate a landscape gap policy, pending both Council’s funding
approval.

11. To approve latest invoices and note current financial report.

An invoice from Place for £5,540.46 (£6,648 including VAT) had been received
and related to work undertaken on the Housing site selection and other work
and included travel expenses. Apart from the travel expenses the rest of the
invoice would come from the £10,000 Locality grant funding.

The MTC Clerk understood further Place invoices had been received earlier in
the day, but would investigate.

The MWPC Clerk explained there had been 3 full page adverts in the
Melksham News, which the Town Council should have received the invoices,
which would come out of grant funding.

Vaughan stated the last invoice took over a month to be paid and as only a
small company they were unable to carry such debt and therefore asked if
payments could be paid within the 30 days payment period.

The MTC Clerk explained she would investigate why the payment had been
late but hoped going forward this would not be the case, as the Town Council
now had the capability to pay by BACS.

12.To receive update on Appeal APP/Y3940/W/21/3285428 for 20/07334/0OUT -
Semington Road, Melksham, SN12 6EF and next steps undertaken

David explained the approval of the plans was not what everyone had expected,
including Wiltshire Council, with the appeal been won, as the developer had
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changed the allocation from market value housing to 100% affordable housing at
Appeal stage. The Inspector had given great weight to the need for affordable
housing in Wiltshire and therefore this swayed his opinion.

David explained that when looking at Paragraph 14 of the National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF), which gives areas with a Neighbourhood Plan
protection for 2 years from speculative, not Plan led, development, the Inspector
had said the Melksham Plan had met all four of the criteria, where there is a
newly made neighbourhood plan and the adverse impacts are likely to
significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits of the housing proposal.

David believed the original proposal, which was policy compliant with 30%
affordable housing would not have been allowed at Appeal and from reading the
Inspector’s report did not think he had discussed the adverse impacts of having
50 affordable houses in one place as normally the policy is to spread affordable
housing within a development.

Councillor Wood asked what lessons had been learnt from the outcome of the
appeal.

David explained Wiltshire Council had refused the application and defended it at
the hearing, as best they could. The decision was not based on the lack of 5-
year housing supply and only need a 3-year land supply to afford Paragraph 14
protection.

Councillor Wood asked if another application for 50 affordable houses came
along elsewhere would this be defendable.

David explained consideration would need to be given to the appeal decision
and as a different site they would look at other impacts i.e. landscape,
biodiversity etc and refuse on those reasons and defend those reasons at
appeal.

Councillor Pafford asked if the developer were to come back with another
application for market value housing on all or part of the site due to lack of
viability what would be the response of Wiltshire Council.

David explained this could happen, and in all likelihood would be refused as the
appeal was won as the application was changed to 100% affordable housing.
Most developers would not put in an application for 100% affordable housing as
it was not profitable. If a developer came forward with 60% or 70% affordable
housing it would likely be refused given the fact the Neighbourhood Plan has
recently been made. However, it could be appealed by the developer and
Wiltshire Council would have to defend their decision.

Pagel ®»f1 7
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David expressed frustration that officers’ time was taken up in defending
appeals, which are time consuming, as this meant their time was taken away
from obtaining a 5-year land supply position.

Vaughan asked if there was any other course of action which could be taken in
challenging the Inspector’s decision, if considered to be unacceptable.

David explained a judicial review could be requested or Wiltshire Council could
challenge the decision made. Wiltshire Council, as the Local Planning Authority,
would have to request a judicial review but there are significant cost implications
in doing this. It would also be hard for Wiltshire Council to put forward the
argument that Wiltshire does not need affordable housing and whether a Judge
would dismiss the Inspector’s decision on this.

Councillor Baines expressed concern at having affordable housing in one
location.

Councillor Hubbard felt in the end it may have to be accepted that the Appeal
was lost, despite an understanding that 100% affordable housing was against
planning policy and hoped there would be officer support at Wiltshire Council to
reject any subsequent plans which are submitted by the developer for a change
in the scheme as the development is no longer viable.

Vaughan expressed concern that the Inspector had not taken account the Core
Strategy’s balanced community policy in arriving at his view on the balance of
the benefits outweighing the harm. He felt it was not about whether the
Inspector’s view on ‘balance’ was right when it came to the appeal, but about
whether he took account of a policy and whether his decision is sound and
compliant.

David explained he had expressed his opinion and that of the Steering Group at
a higher level in Wiltshire Council and he had proposed they look into getting
legal advice into a legal challenge/judicial review. The 50 affordable houses will
be of different tenures, with some social housing as well as First Homes and
shared homes.

The MWPC Clerk explained that the Parish Council had written to Parvis
Khansari (Wiltshire Council’s Corporate Director of Place), to seek assurance of
how officers in the future were going to treat any speculative development
applications in the Melksham Neighbourhood Plan Area, bearing in mind it had
met Paragraph 14 conditions, and secondly what would Wiltshire Council do if
the applicant were to come back with a revised scheme using the viability
argument.

Parvis Khansari had written back to say he had forwarded the Council’s
concerns to the Head of Planning to investigate.

Pagel &f1 7
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The MWPC Clerk also explained that the Townsend Farm Residents Association
had written to Michael Gove MP as head of the Department for Levelling Up,
Housing and Communities, as well as their local MP, to express frustration at the
decision, given all the hard work undertaken by the Neighbourhood Plan
Steering Group. Michelle Donelan MP had responded to say she was looking
into arranging a meeting with the Housing Minister, to discuss the concerns. The
Parish Council had written back to Michelle Donelan MP to say the Council
would support such discussions and would like to be part of that meeting.

David explained he hoped the Government would look at this, as most
neighbourhood plan groups would wonder whether it was worth continuing.

The MWPC Clerk noted the development did not make any contribution to the
canal in the s106 unilateral agreement, which was in the original report as a
condition and felt it would be interesting to understand who and why this had
been taken out of the new Unilateral Agreement.

Councillor Baines explained the developer had only put forward the first half of
their land holding and would probably come back with the other half of the site,
which is Grade 2 agricultural land and what the reaction would be from Wiltshire
Council as this would be for market value housing presumably to make the
whole site viable.

Resolved: To write to Parvis Khansari, Corporate Director Place to ask if
Wiltshire Council are happy that the Planning Inspector took heed of the

Wi ltshire Council policies regarding balanced and inclusive communities on this
Appeal decision, and if the impact of 50 affordable housing dwellings in one
place was considered appropriately.

13. Latest WALPA (Wiltshire Area Localism Planning Alliance) update
The Steering Group noted the various reports and update from WALPA.
14.To agree date and venue of Next Meeting of Steering Group

Vaughan suggested as there was plenty of work for the various task groups to
undertake that the next Steering Group meeting be held at the end of September
in order the evidence collated could be presented.

Resolved: The next Steering Group meeting to be held on 28 September at
6.30pm (Venue TBC)

Meeting closed at 8.35pm Signed ...
Chair, 28 September 2022

Pagel dfl 7
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Teresa Strange

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Linda and Teresa

Vaughan Thompson <vaughan@placestudio.com>
13 September 2022 14:41

Teresa Strange; Linda Roberts

Katie Lea

Melksham Green Gaps

Jessie has now confirmed that green gap analysis can be a “bolt-on” facilitation support service from Locality
(provided by AECOM ) added to the Design Guide/Code brief they are appointed to do. She has confirmed verbally
that there is no new process. However, the support would be provided by their landscape architecture team. The
process and programme for this are unclear.

As long as it can provide the evidence in time for the Reg 1 4 draft in the new year, there should not be an issue. But
are you able to follow that up with Locality/AECOM ?

On the basis of previous advice that AECOM would only provide this service commercially, | had briefed and lined
Charles Potterton up for this. | will now stand him down.

But this new pathway saves JM NP2 the funding and simplifies the support providers.

As this is linked to environment policies, Katie will be the Place Studio contact for seeing this through.

Regards
Vaughan

Place Studio

Bristol and Exeter House
Lower Approach Road
Temple M eads

Bristol

BS1 6 QA

T: 01179304
M: 07824 435

1
1

75
04

1
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Teresa Strange

From: Teresa Strange

Sent: 07 September 2022 09:06

To: Watson, Jessie

Cc: Linda Roberts (linda.roberts@melksham-tc.gov.uk); Patsy Clover
(Patsy.Clover@melksham-tc.gov.uk); Lorraine McRandle

Subject: Melksham NHP Green Gap Analysis Brief

Hi Jessie

Please find below the brief for the Green/Landscape Gap work as discussed.

Melksham Green Gap Landscape Analysis Brief

Backgro und
The current NHP was made one year ago. Its policies are up to date. But the swift review, which is primarily driven
by identifying allocations, provides an opportunity to add other policy or updated policy evidence.

M elksham is also likely to be identified as a location for significant strategic growth through the Local Plan
allocations. This could be forc2 5 0 0 homes. This will not be confirmed until the Reg 1 9 Local Plan is published in
Oct/Nov (or later).

M elksham and Bowerhill form the main urban area and focus of potential strategic growth. Analysis undertaken by
the JM NP Steering Group (AECOM Points of the Compass Review) and responses to the previous Local Plan
consultation has indicated that a strategic location for this growth to the east of M elksham may have less
implications for green gaps. However, to the north, west and south M elksham is close but distinct from rural
settlements within M elksham Without Parish. M aintaining this distinction is important.

The villages of Shaw and Whitley, within M elksham Without Parish, are separated by an important green
gap. However, both villages are considered together as a “large village” in the Wiltshire Core Strategy. It is likely
they will jointly be expected to accommodate a share of Wiltshire’s rural housing allocations.

Speculative Develo pment

M elksham and M elksham Without is subject to ongoing speculative development proposals that threaten to harm
local settlement distinctiveness. The inspector’s report into a recent appeal loss on land between M elksham and
Berryfield highlighted a lack of an identified green gap / buffer policy. This has stimulated interest in providing one
through the JM NP review.

Pro gressing a Green Gap Po licy
At its recent the Steering Group resolved to progress a NHP green gap policy and accepted that its evidence base
needed professional landscape input.

The NHP Steering Group therefore need green gap policy analysis methodology and fee proposal to undertake this
work. Below we have set out some information that can help scope out the requirements.

The Metho do lo gy

There is no fixed approach to analysis of green gaps. We do not want to impose a method. Our main criteria is to
ensure that the policy and designations stand up to challenge at examination on the JNM P and then be robust in the
development management process after the plan has been made.
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As guide we have looked at research that has been done on Green Gap assessment and evidence undertaken by
LUC. We attached a copy of the LUC document for a strategic green gap study.

https://www.tendringdc.gov.uk/sites/default/files/documents/planning/Planning Policy/S2 Examination/Evidence/E

B7 .2 .5 %2 0 Green%2 0 Gap%2 0 Study%2 0 2 0 2 O .pdf

The Sco pe

On the attached annotated image, I've identified an initial scope of where the green gaps are likely to be. But of
course, we have not undertaken detailed analysis or dialogue with the Steering Group on this yet, so it may
alter. NB The land between Bowerhill and Seend and Bowerhill and Semington combines parishes. These areas
may require a different approach or be contained within M elksham NDP area.

Timescale
M elksham NHP Steering Group wish to have evidence to support a new green gap policy validated by December
2 0 2 2 . Itwould therefore wish to receive landscape analysis by the end of November2 0 2 2 .
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With kind regards, Teresa

Teresa Strange
Clerk

PLEASE NOTE THE NEW ADDRESS:

M elksham Without Parish Council
First Floor

M elksham Community Campus

M arket Place

M elksham

Wiltshire

SN1 2 6 ES
01225705700
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@ PERIOD 2022-23 Quarter 1
Department 1st Apr 22 - 30th June 22
for Transport . - = o
Large Local Majors & Major Road Network Schemes - Pre Programme Entry Monitoring Return 2022/23
PLEASE DO NOT USE THIS FORM FOR SCHEMES THAT HAVE PROGRAMME ENTRY OR FULL APPROVAL
Part 1 SCHEME INFORMATION
Lead Local Authority |Wi|tshire Council I
Scheme Name |A350 Melksham Bypass I
Scheme Description The A350 Melksham Bypass would improve this important north-south route by diverting traffic away from the existing sub-standard route

through Melksham and Beanacre, improving connections to the south coast and to the principal towns in the west Wiltshire corridor. It is one of
the busiest major roads in the county, with typical daily traffic volumes up to 35,000 vehicles per day and heavy goods vehicles accounting for
around 8% of all vehicles.

Part 2 STATUS OF SCHEME OBC in development | NOTES
(1) The total cost of the scheme including local authority and any third party contribuitions
Total Scheme DfT (2) The estimated DfT contribution over the duration of the scheme.
Cost Contribution
(Note 1) (Note 2)
£ £
Current Estimate of Total Scheme Cost £238,019,996| £201,360,500
Part 3 PROGRESS AGAINST MILESTONES PLEASE DO NOT USE THIS FORM FOR SCHEMES THAT HAVE PROGRAMME ENTRY OR FULL APPROVAL
Milestone Achieved? Estimated Current Actual Date Comments
(Yes or No) Date at time of Estimated Achieved
Please update the progress of any "mandatory" milestones indicated below. In July 2019 Bid Date (including reasons for slippage)
addition, please also provide information relating to key delivery milestones. For Please use the (dd-mm-yy) (dd-mm-yy) (dd-mm-yy)
example, dates for planning permission, statutory consents, procurement etc. drop down menu
Submission of Strategic Outline Business Case to DfT (Mandatory) Yes 01-Jul-2019 01-Jul-2019
Submission of Outline Business Case to DfT (Mandatory) No 01-Dec-2021 31-Mar-2023 OBC submission delayed to March 2023 to enable further public consultation, preparation of Carbon
Management Plan and consideration of National Highways M4 to Dorset Coast Connectivity study.
Planning Application No 03-Oct-2024
Planning Decision No 01-Mar-2022 10-Mar-2025
Publish CPO and SRO No 30-May-2025
Statutory orders confirmed No 20-Aug-2026
Tender issue No 01-Jun-2023 24-Jul-2024
Submission of Full Business Case to DfT No 01-Sep-2023 27-Aug-2026
(Mandatory)
Start of Works (Mandatory) No 01-Mar-2024 07-Nov-2026
Completion of Works (Mandatory) No 01-Jun-2028 23-May-2028
Scheme Brought into Public Use e.g. Opening No 01-Jun-2028 23-Nov-2028
Date (Mandatory)
Part 4 CURRENT TOTAL ESTIMATED
OUTTURN COSTS
Annual profiles Total scheme DfT Local Third Party
cost Funding Authorities' Funding
(Estimated Intended
Bid) Contribution Comments:
£ £ £ £ Public Consultation undertaken on long list of route options in Nov 2020-Jan 2021. Consultation
on emerging route undertaken Jun 2021 - Aug 2021. OBC submission delayed to March 2023 to
_ enable consideration of outcome of National Highways M4 to Dorset Coast Connectivity study.
Pre-2020/21 £106,084 £106,084 Annual profiles revised accordingly but no change in proposed DfT contribution.
Third Party contributions to be determined as scheme develops.
2020-21 £1,370,850 £1,330,000 £40,850
2021-22 £895,062 £0 £895,062
2022-23 £318,000 £0 £318,000
2023-24 £6,211,251 £5,279,563 £931,688
2024-25 £6,376,250 £5,419,813 £956,438
2025-26 £6,516,250 £5,538,813 £977,438
2026-27 £44,636,250 £37,940,813 £6,695,438
2027-28 £87,335,000 £74,234,750 £13,100,250
2028-29 £84,255,000 £71,616,750 £12,638,250
2029-30
Total scheme costs £238,019,997| £201,360,501 £36,659,496 £0
Part 5 CONTACT INFORMATION (Please provide details of the main contact in case
DfT has any queries about the information in your
return)
Name: XXXXXXXXXXX
Position: Head of Major highway Projects
Telephone number: XXXXXXXXXXX
e-mail address XXXXXXXXXXX
PLEASE RETURN THE FORM TO: S31MajorProjects@dft.gov.uk
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M elksham To wn Centre M asterplan Co ntents

PART 1
1 . Intro ductio n
1 .TPurpose of this document
1 .2Aims and objectives  incorporate themes frombriefTingdocument)
1 .3Document structure
1 .4Area of Study
DefinedTownCentre (UMNPPOR ECY9 )
Edge ofFcentre
Connections

2 . Po licy and evidence base
2 .INational High Streets and Town Centre Context

2 .ZPlanning Policy and design guidance
CincludeTNPl visionandaimsandPolicy9 and2 Ominute ne
CoreStrategyandWiltslocalPlan2 038 (Emerging)
Existing towncentreanalysisandstrategy

3 . Engagement
3 .10verview
(summary ofengagementprocessand Findings)
JM NP1
JM NP2
Towncentremaster plan

Stakeholders (IncludingWilltshireCouncil)
Community

4 . Melksham to wn centre backgro und
Histo ry & develo pment
To wn centre to day
Key issues, challenges & o ppo rtunities (Summary)

5 . The to wn centre visio nand o bjectives spatial framewo rk

5 .M asterplan vision
5 .2Town centre strategic objectives

6 . The To wn centre master plan framewo rk
6 .1Development principles

Economy & Vitality

6 .1 .1 Economy and vitality today CbriefTly cover vacant short termand Ic
opportunitysites here)
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6 .1 .2 Economy and vitality opportunities ( sociall vallue ., adiverse range of u
activationviameanwhileuses, athrivingeconomy, f
upskiilling)

Culture & Distinctiveness

1 .1 .1 Culture and distinctivenesstoday (heagh Il sght the historicuses and Tea
1 .1 .2 Culture and distinctiveness opportunities (ce lebrate the historicenviro
cultural assets, arttrail , the proposals for the pal

Heritage & Townscape

1 .1 .1 Heritage & Townscape today

1 .1 .2 Heritage & Townscape opportunities ( shop Ffronts ., materials ., colloury
roofFline, builldingheights)

1 .1 .3 Heritage & Townscape framework / priority actions

Sustainability & Climate Change

1 .1 .1 Sustainability and climate change today

1 .1 .2 Sustainability and climate change opportunities (2 O minute community , greern
sustainablebuir ldings, SubDS, renewable and low carbor

1 .1 .3 Town centre sustainability and climate change priority actions

Connections & Accessibility

6 .1 .3Connection and accesstoday ( Strategic context, mullti—modal tran
jJjunction issues, walkability, etc)

6 .1 .4 Connection and access opportunities Cconnectedwalkable loops . acces:
riversidewalk, greener / healthy friendlystreets,
thestation, cycleprovision/Z mobility hubs) , traF
Priority fForPeopleelements

6 .1 .5 Town centre connection and access framework / priority actions

Public Realm Quality

1 .1 .4 Public realm and placemakingtoday Chighl ight underused spaces etc)
1 .1 .5Public realm and placemaking opportunities Cgreening the towncentre , nef
ofgreenspaces; car parkingstrategy ., nhewpedestria
improvements, new landmarks , views , wayfindingsig
1 .1 .6 Public realm framework / priority actions

7 . The to wn centre Framewo rk M asterplan
7 .MHigh level consolidated town centre master plan framework plan
8 . The to wn centre regeneratio n o0 ppo rtunity sites

1 .20pportunity sites
(landuseopportunities For new/ enhanced uses togenerx«:
1 .2 .1 land-uses and sites today (survey)
1 .2 .2 Short term town centre opportunity sites and potential regeneration
(i) town centre
(i) edge of centre
(Cquickwinopportunities fordeliverywithinl —5 ye
1 .2 .3 Long term town centre opportunity sites and potential regeneration
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(1) town centre
(ii) edge of centre

(longer termmaster planning/regenerationopportu
considerationandpotential del iverybeyondcurren

2 . Delivery

2 .lJoint M elksham Neighbourhood Plan
POl icies
Al located/0OpportunitySites
PriorityProjects

2 .2Wiltshire Council

2 .3.ocal Partnership

2 .&urther Work

Appendix Checklist

2 .SGeneral questions to ask when considering a town centre development proposal
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M elksham Car Parking Study
Brief

Backgro und

ThelointMelkshamNeighbourhoodPlan (UMNP) was made inJully 2 (
iNn2 022 hasenabled theprogressionofacommitment to prodi
berng undertaken harnessinglocal ity Technical Suppertbylc

Mel kshamtowncentrecontainsarangepublic, privateands
Formal and infFormal on—streetcar parking. The newcamp as h
withinthe towncentrearea.

The MNP reviewsSteeringGtroupwishtheTownlCentreMasterPlan-
sustainablevitalityofthe towncentre. This framework sh
shouldbedel i veredwhere they arerellevant to the towncent

IMNPPOR Ecy 9 (seeks toprotectthecharacterandvitalityof]
SpecifFicallyclause (iili) statesdevelopmentproposalswi
provided: accesstopublictransport, cycleroutesandcar

POlEcyll - SustainableTransportandActiveTravel requires:
with theSustainableTransportHierarchy . Improvements

Thesepolicyprinciplesshouldbeapplliedtothemaster plal
movement for the towncentre.

TheTownCentreMasterPlanshoulld thereforeconsider howwel
provisioncurrentlysupportsitssustainablevitalityar
parkingandcar parksmayenhancethisduringthennesghbour

Objectives

Audit

OfFfstreetandonstreetcar parkingcapacity inthe towncen
car parkingareaby type

Adequacy , qualityand locationofexistingparkingprovis
Understandcurrentuserecording theoccupancy levels thro

Fo recast

Future likelyuserparkingrequirements intheshort (6 yec
accountofpopulationgrowth; changeiinretail habitsandt
travel

Fthereidis,orislikelytobe, adeficitorsurplus iinpubl i«

Reco mmend

Optionstoresolvethe issues identifiedwhetherqualityo
ThewidervitalityandsustainabilityoFfFMelkshamTownCent
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Integrate
Resullts and recommendationswithintheoverall master plar

Metho do lo gy

Technical Analysis
Auditingandassessmentshouldbeundertakenusingarecogr
methodologybyasuitablyqualifiedprofessional

Integratio n with To wn Centre M aster Plan
The parking study shoulld be undertakenasan integral compol
recommendationswithintheprocessoftheMelkshamTown Cer

Engagement

The study mustbe undertakenwith the knowledge andagreemer
withproviderstoensureevidencerobustandisverified._. C
subjectofcoordinated stakeholder and community engageme
engagement for thelMNPreview.

WORKING REFERENCE NOYES

CAR PARKING STUDIES— GENERAL
OneofthemainprojectsdeliveredbyPeopleandPlacesinsigh
Benchmarkingprovidesacomprehensiveportraitofthe l i Tfe
and involvesgatheringandanalysingdataonKeyPerformanca
areas . EFachofthekKkPl”s hasbeenspecificalllyselectedbyCent
Professionalstoensure that thedatacol lectedandcol late
ThePeopleandPlaces research teamconducted the StandardBenc
Marlborough in2 014 _. Theprocess involveddefining the off
inthe towncentre, recording the total number ofspaces I N
Tthe occupancy levelsonaMarketDDay andonaNon—MarketDay - V
CarParkReview, eachcarparkingareaisvisitedoncebetweer
levels._. The final reportproducedbyPeoplleandPlaces includ
TtheMarket andNon—-MarketDlDays inanoffstreet/onstreet/ o
Mar lboroughwas compared toother townsofasimillarsizeal
System.

AimsandObjectives

1.2 _1 Theaimofthestudy istoprovideTestVal leyBoroughCo
iNformfFfuturedecisionsoncar parkprovision. Thiscan the
ambitionsofthe two townstrategiescanbestbemet.

1.2 _2 Theobjectivesofthestudyareto: —

= Assess the  adequacy, qualiityand locationofexistingpar
Romsey ;
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=Forecast futureparkingrequirements intheshort (5 year
yvears) :

=Providesensitivitytestingtothese forecasts takingac
habitsand theuseofnon—-car modesoftravel ;
=Establishifthereis,orislikelytobe, adeficitorsurp
= Recommend changes toresollve the issues identifiedwhethe

The purpose ofthe studywas to;

= Reassess theadequacy ., suitabilityand locationoftheon-
provisiontomeet FfFuturedemandwithinthe towncentre

=To identifyandconsider thellikelyeffectsoncurrentand:-
withinthe towncentrearising fromcurrentandproposedde
= Toassess how improveddemand management measures might be
andplanned resources .

=Toconsider thebalanceof longandshortstayparking
=Toprovideshort, mediumand long termmeasures to produce
centreparkingstrategy.-

The need for theParkingStudy
AcomprehensiveparkingsurveywascarriedoutbyHarristEth
iNOctober2014 ,withsomesitesrevalidated inJanuary?2 015
behavioursobserved.

Thisseriesofsurveyswassetup inresponse to:

The need For Further intel l igence tosupportandyval idate D
strategiesandpolicyvisionfor the towncentreand the sui
Ne ighbourhoodPlanningprocess.

The need For asoundevidence basearound needandpubl icopil
Counci l "spotential changes toparkingarrangements, incl
parkassets inthetown (i _e. theexpiryofprevious tempor
the towncentre) .

Theway inwhichparkingneeds tofitiintothewider transpc
intheNeighbourhoodPlan, toensure that there isenoughba
short (i _e_-. under 3 hours) and longer stay parking (s -_e. Fo

The need tobeableto justifynewschemesandinitiativesas
processwhichiscurrentlyunderway, ledbyGloucestershi
The resull ts havebeenpresented factually inaslidedeck toec
werediscussedat meetingbetweenDICandStroudDC representa

https-//www _wiltshire_gov_uk/parking—melksham
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M elksham Design Co de Co ntents

1 . Intro ductio n
1 .TPurpose of this document
1 .ZPreparing the design code
1 .Planning Policy and design guidance (include TNP1 vision and aims)
1 .4Area of Study (M ap of area including existing allocations and planning applications)

2 . Neighbo urho o d Area Co ntext Anal(we will use a lot of the evidence base for TNP1 for

this section).

2 .1Access and movement
(Roads, railway station, canal project (??), active travel corridor, traffic issues, bus
routes, PRoWs, general desire lines)

2 .History and heritage
(Listed buildings, ancient monuments, registered parks, and gardens, etc.)

2 .3 andscape designations and green infrastructure
(ancient woodland, river courses, important views, green spaces, gap between villages
designated local green spaces)

2 .Zlood risk and topography
(Flood risk zones, lidar lines)

2 .BCommunity spirit and distinctiveness
(community groups, initiatives, distinctiveness of different settlements)

2 .GCharacter areas (to be defined — see Figure 1 5 onthe NP1 —include growth sites here,
i.e.. areas with or without planning permission)
(Description and urban design analysis for each area)

3 . General Design Guidance and Co des
3 .dntroduction (how to use the codes)

DC.0 1 Lo calidentity and character

Character and distinctiveness

(consistent features that capture M elksham — public realm features, materials, layout
and grain patterns)

Social and community infrastructure

(linked to the community spirit analysis, relating to any new community infrastructure)
Heritage, views and landmarks

(Importance of retaining and enhancing setting of heritage assets, views towards them
and to the landscape, gaps etc)

Development affecting heritage assets

(setting of landscape and built assets and development principles)

Settlement edges

(Soft edges to countryside, landscape separateness, no blank facades facing countryside)
Patterns of growth within the landscape

(development principles relating to Shaw and Whitley — and the green gaps)

DC.0 2 Access and mo veméintorporate Priority for People w ork)
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Prioritise walking and cycling

(Links through the countryside, between neighbourhoods, through the town)
People friendly streets

(active travel and people orientated spaces and streets)

Car parking

(Parking typologies, electric charging points)

Legibility and wayfinding

(Wayfinding features such as signage, art trails, distinctive trees, landmarks, etc)

DC.0 3 Green and blue infrastructure
Create a green network
(Strategic green spaces, riverside, green gap creating separateness, PRoWs, wildlife
corridors, etc)
Green spaces
(Local green spaces, parks, recreation grounds, overlooking etc)
Landscape and trees
(Retain mature trees, enhance landscape setting)
Biodiversity and wildlife
(woodland, hedgerows, nature friendly interventions)
Water management
(SuDS, permeable paving, slow release)

DC.0 4 Sustainability and energy efficiency

Sustainable buildings / carbon neutral development

(Diagram showing ways to increase sustainability and energy efficiency in buildings, how
to design them to fit the surroundings)

M inimising construction waste

Recycling materials and buildings

DC.0 5 Builtfo rm

Enclosure

(Level of openness defined by building heights to street width, trees, etc)
Building lines and boundary treatments

(consistent/informal building lines, boundary treatments — iron)

Roofline and roofscape

(variation of roof heights, roof angle and roof types)

Building heights and density

(Building heights generally 1 -3 storeys, influence of topography, housing density varies)
Architectural features

(windows, porches, chimneys, etc)

Building and public realm materials and colour palette

(Include local materials, town centre public realm, etc)

Extensions, infill and alterations

(Extensions sympathetic to the main building, adapt and reuse buildings for
sustainability)

4 . Character area design guidelines and co des
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4 dintroduction

4 .ZFor each character area:
Apply the general guidance to each specific area using the analysis from Chapter 2 . Any
additional codes that aren’t covered by the general guidance e.g. town centre shop
fronts

5 . Develo pment pro po sal checklist

5 .1General questions to ask when considering a development proposal

6 . Next Steps

6 .1Delivery
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Lorraine M cRandle

From: M4 to Dorset Coast Connectivity Study
<MJ4toDorsetCoastConnectivityStudy@nationalhighways.co.uk>

Sent: 12 September 2022 09:31

To: Teresa Strange

Cc: Lorraine McRandle

Subject: RE: Preferred strategic routes

Good af t ernoon,
Thank you f or cont act ing us wit h your query about our M4 t o Dorset Coa

The st udy t eam have complet ed several brief ings and workshops wit h st akehol
t he region, providing cont ext and out lining our approach t o t he st udy. Thi
short list of corridors and pot ent ial int ervent ions, t hat f urt her t echnical
place on, t o highlight pot ent ial invest ment solut ions.

The st udy is due t o complet e in lat e 2022 and t he report published soon
init ial evidence on exist ing and f ut ure rout e perf ormance was not int ended
and is what has helped inf orm discussion, agree t he rout es, opt ions, and
considered.

The next newslet t er is planned f or dist ribut ion in Oct ober, and | shall er
keep you updat ed.

Please let us know if you have f urt her queries.

Many t hanks

Fel i ci ty Joyce.

Assi stant Pl anni ng Manager

Network Pl anni ng Di QGusiomrr,| Strategy and Communi cati ons

Nat ional Highways | West Midlands ROC | ¢/ o The Cube | 199 Wharf side St reet |
Mob: 07701372176

Web:ht t ps: / / nat ionalhighways. co. uk

Fro mTeresa S trange <clerk@melkshamwithout.co.uk>

Sent:0 1 September2022 14351

To M4 to Dorset Coast Connectivity S tudy <M 4 todorsetcoastconnectivitystudy@nationalhighways.co.uk>
Cc: Lorraine M cRandle <office@melkshamwithout.co.uk>

Subject: Preferred strategic routes

Dear National Highways

Are you able to provide us with an update on your M4 to Dorset Coast Connectivity S tudy please.

Your document attached anticipated a “preferred strategic route” to be identified in S ummer2 0 2 2 and we
wondered what progress had been made, and/or where to look for this update.

As a large parish on the route of the A3 5 0 we are anticipating the report with interest.

With many thanks,

1
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Teresa S trange

Clerk

PLEASE NOTE THE NEW ADDRESS FROM M ONDAY %" AUGUST:
M elksham Without Parish Council
F irst F loor

M elksham Community Campus

M arket Place

M elksham

Wiltshire

SN12 6ES
01225705700

This email may cont ain inf ormat ion which is conf ident ial and is int ended only f or
named above. I f you are not an int ended recipient , you are hereby not if ied t h
disclosure, reliance upon or ot her use of t he cont ent s of t his email is st r
t his email in error, please not if y t he sender and dest roy it .

Nati onal Hi ghways Li mi ted | General enqui ri es: 0300 123 5000 |Nati onal
Ri dgeway, Qui nton Busi ness Park, Bi rmi righanps: B32 rBAFonalhighwayls. co. uk
inf_o@nat ionalhighways. co. uk

Regist ered in England and Wales no 9346363 | Regist ered Of f ice: Bridge House, 1
Guildf ord, Surrey GU1 4LZ

Consider t he environment . Please don't print t his e-mail unless you really need t o.

2
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Lorraine M cRandle

From: Mark Harris

Sent: 06 September 2022 11:03

To: Richard Wood; Alan Baines; John Glover; David Pafford; Terrence Chivers; Mary Pile
Cc: Teresa Strange; Lorraine McRandle; Marianne Rossi

Subject: Update on the A350 Melksham Bypass Project

Attachments: Q1 - A350 Melksham Bypass.pdf; M4 to Dorset Coast Newsletter Web Final.pdf

DearPlanningCommittee membersand MWPCOFFircers,

Further tothesubjectbeingraised (byme) at lastnight-
theDepartment for TransportrespondingtoaF reedomofint

“National Highways’ M 4-Dorset Coast study is considering strategic road connectivity from the M4
(between the M 5 and the A34) and the Dorset Coast. It is assessing whether an alternative corridor
would provide a better solution to connectivity than the A36/ A46 corridor which is the current
Strategic Road Network route. There are a number of potential alternative corridors that are being
assessed, including the A350. If shown to perform better than the existing A36/ A46 corridor, the study
may recommend the possible adoption of one or more alternative strategic corridors and where future
investment may be needed on them. The study is ongoing and is now expected to report in early 2023.
Further information is provided in the attached newsletter from earlier in 2022”,

The newslletter referred to istheonewhichsays ""the stud

Alsoattached isWiltshireCouncill "scostingdocumentwh
OutlineBusinessCaseuntil March2023 _

""OBCsubmissiondelayed toMarch2 023 toenable further pu
Managemeiat édliaderatio no fNatio nal Highw aysM4 to Do rset Co ast Co nnectivlty study

The total costofFthe scheme, whichwas£135 million, IS NC
completiondateof2028 _

Cilr_. MarkHarris
MINHP By pass Task Group

1
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Teresa Strange

From: Putt, Ryan <ryan.putt@aecom.com>

Sent: 12 September 2022 13:08

To: Teresa Strange

Cc: Vaughan Thompson (vaughan@placestudio.com); Baker, Emily

Subject: Joint M elksham Neighbourhood Plan - SEA Scoping Report

Attachm ents: Joint M elksham Neighbourhood Plan_SEA Scoping Report v1.0_120922.pdf
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Teresa,

Hopeyouarewell I - We have nowcomp leted theSEAS 