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The Council has committed to updating partially its Local Plan to majeeén to the core

Between 4 February and 20 March 2022 we invited local residents, businesses and organisations to
engage with an early stage consultatigour Cotswold, Your Plgrihat set out issues affecting the

| ocal pl anning system and possible solutions tha
youbve said and this summary report reflects tha

Our social media campaignade oved90,000impressionand over 7% ofth di st ri ct 6s pop.!
visited our consultation website. A postcard advertising the consultation anihdwegsion in

Cirencester and Moretein-Marsh was sent to 48,000 households. This resulted in approximately

2,900 individual contributions from 758spondents.

This has provided us with a great deal of useful information, which will help us to formulate policies
in the Local Plan partial update. It has guided us to useful evidence that can be used to help inform
policies and has flagged issues witiygested policies that we can now consider further.

The core themes of responding to the climate and ecological emergencies were examined across 18
planning themes. There was a clear messaggon is required as soon as possible. However, there
were ofen concerns about costs on household budgets and development viability. There were also
concerns about the practicalities of enforcing new and altered policies, especially where policy
suggestions strayed into other regulatory areas (e.g. building fegsjaSome respondents

guestioned the validity of carrying out a partial update rather than a full update of the Local Plan.

Perhaps the most interesting observation was peo
Cotswolds National Landscape étirea of Outstanding Natural Beauty); 49% were in support and

31% objected with the remainder unsure. The message was even clearer for ground mounted solar

farms with 60% in support.

We trialled a new digital consultation system, Commonplace. This, &rgsith other

advertisements, led to an increase in engagement and awareness. However, some respondents
explained the consultation was too complex and the system needed further refinement to make it more
userfriendly.

There was a 29% increase in the numifesubscribers to the local plan mailing list and there was a
significant shift in people and Town and Parish Councils making comments online rather than sending
email and letters. Planning agents, developers and statutory aisthttory organisationsontinued

to respond via letter and / or email, which takes officers longer to manually input onto the consultation
system, respond to and analyse.

Overall, the consultation has been a great success. We would like to offer our thanks to everyone who
paricipated in the consultation and for helping to shape the Local Plan and the future of Cotswold
District.



Feedback Highlights
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Responding to the Climate Crisis

Just under half supported wind turbines being located in the Cotswolds Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty and approximately 60% supported ground
mounted solar panels (‘solar farms’) being much more common in the district.

« .\ Accessibility of New Housing Development

4 out of 5 people agreed to the principle of locating new developments within
reach of important services and facilities without needing to drive.

Biodiversity

Over 4 out of 5 people agreed that we should achieve more than 10%
biodiversity net gain.

Design

Approximately half agreed that the Council should take a modern
interpretation of the traditional Cotswold design to achieve zero or low carbon
development. 3 out 5 agreed new development should be zero carbon.

Economy and Employment

There was clear support for home working and also the use of existing
community buildings - the development of multi-purpose local “hubs” for
instance - to enable working closer to home,

Green Infrastructure

The following three types of Green Infrastructure were considered the most
important to people and their communities: 1) Natural and Semi Natural
Space, 2) Green Corridors and 3) Parks and Gardens.




.\ Health, Social and Cultural Wellbeing

Better access to healthcare facilities and being able to walk and cycle to access
services, facilities, employment and social events are the two things that people
felt can most improve peoples’ health and wellbeing.

Historic Environment

Nearly 3 out of 4 people support the proposed measures. There was a degree of
irritation amongst some respondents who are willing to adapt historic buildings
to make them more climate change resilient, but feel frustrated with what they
see as “red tape” obstructing that.

Housing Affordability

3 out of 5 people agreed that suggested policy changes could help to boost
affordable housing and make housing in the district more affordable. People also
suggested other policies that focus on homes for young people and those wishing
to downsize.

Housing Need, Requirement, Supply and Delivery

.| Nearly twice as many people than not thought that there is an exceptional

-\ | circumstance to use an alternative method for calculating housing need. Those
' 12 ] with a pro-development interest in the District generally responded that there
'/ were no exceptional circumstances or the figure should be higher.

Landsca Pe
Approx 3 out of 4 people agreed with the idea for a more climate-led landscape

policy. One person explained ‘Climate emergency trumps all other considerations
in the end",



Natural Capital and Ecoservice Systems

.| There was strong support to include a Biodiversity Net Gain style policy for
natural capital and ecosystem services.
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<., Neighbourhood Planning

\ Creating policies that specify design standards; creating new and protecting
L | existing wildlife areas; promoting sustainable transport schemes; and supporting
renewable energy schemes were key themes that people felt should be included

in local neighbourhood plans.

‘@ =\ Retail and Town Centres
¥4 ' \ People wanted to see more bakers, butchers, greengrocers, housing (above
\ shops), cultural, food and entertainment venues, art installations, book shops,
) fQ/ clothes shops and leisure facilities in their town and village centres.
SN

. Sustainable Tourism

.| We received various ideas on how to ensure that tourism and its benefits are
| spread more equally across the District. Ideas included: Reducing car parking

2 | provision in “honeypot” locations; and encourage coach companies to focus on

areas.

- Sustainable Transport and Air Quality
.| Approximately 3 out of 4 people said that they did not struggle to get things they
| needed when car use was restricted during the COVID lockdowns. However, the
majority pf people felt that that local walking, cycling and public transport
networks are insufficient to go places without a car,

Water Quality and Resources and Flooding

'f"‘,- We received various ideas on how to improve flood prevention / water quality /
and reduce water demand. Planting trees and hedgerows was the most favoured
followed by attenuation ponds, installing leaky dams, and restoring meandering
rivers.



1. Introduction

This report provides a summary of the key findings ofvthar Cotswold, Your Plan: Issues and
Optionsconsultation and identifies next steps that will be taken for each of the topic areas.

Engagement

The consultation was supported by a communication and social media engagement plan, which
included creating a new Local Plan brand and an animateddilimcrease awareness and to improve
engagement. A summary of the engagement figures is provided on page 9 and an evaluation report is
provided in Appendix 1, including a summary of methods and activities used to advertise the
consultation.

YOUR

COTSWeOLD
o PLAN

CREATING A FUTURE
THAT IS GREEN TO THE CORE

We posted appromiately 48,000 postcards advertising the Local Plan consultation and the two drop
in events held in Cirencester and MoretosMarsh. A copy of the postcard is provided on the next

page.

They provided an opportunity for local residents, organisationsydésses and town and parish
councillors to speak with our planning, transport and climate change officers and to learn more about
the Council dés ambitions to transition to a zero

The dropin events were split into two sessions.

O«

A public even from 2pm until 6:30pm, which included a range of printed materials, display
boards and maps; and

A Town and Parish Councillor event 7pm until 20pm, which included a presentation from
District Councillors and Council officers; followed by Questions andwers.

O«

We saw over 80 people attending both public events.

L https://lwww.youtube.com/watch?v=MrCCrJ6Tt1o
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A summary of engagement figures
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More than 2,900 representations, from 755
individuals and organisations

=

Six week Social media
@ campaign

=] 636 online to the
5=Vl consultation
@ 196,400 accounts

website
reached

= 119 by e-mail
@ l and letter =

@ > 27,300 views

How people responded

dm
Subscription growth New Insights
\ 29% growth in o Collect demographic and
1 subscribers to the location data from those
Local Plan and contributing

. number of visits to the
week consultation <lte

related projects. Up N .
@ by 646 during the six ” Monitor and track the

6,500+ visits to the Consultation
site




The consultation documentation is available to v
links:

0 The Issues and Options consultation paper, which includes the topic papers and questions, is
available to downloatere

0 One page summaries of each topic area are availabte

0 The evidence papers for each topic paper area, which contain furthecaéctformation,
are available to downlodtkre

0 Supporting technical evidence base documents and further supporting information about the
consultation are available to vidvere

0 You can also continue to see these documents and sign up to the Local Plan consultation

database orheconsultation portal

When reviewing the responses received through th
consider hw representative our respondents are of the wider population of Cotswold District.

Age profile of respondents compared to
Cotswold District population (ONS 2019)

Cotswold District (ONS 2019) Respondents
35%

30%
25%
20%
15%
10%

5%

% OF RESPONDENTS/POPULATION

0%
13-15 16-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75-84 85+

AGE RANGE

As can be seen, the proportion of people aged 55+ responding to the consultation was higher than the
proportion of that age group in the Cotswold population, with a quoreingly lower degree of
representation from younger age groups. Children under 13 were not explicitly included in the
consultation.

The Council has declared a Climate Emergency and has committed to make the Logad?ida
the core. The topic paper asked ten questions th
possible options that could be taken forward in an updated local plan.

10


https://www.cotswold.gov.uk/media/kdflaaxx/11-1-1a-cotswold-district-local-plan-2011-2031-partial-update-issues-and-options-consultation-feb-2022.pdf
https://www.cotswold.gov.uk/media/i3kc3wk2/11-3-one-page-summaries.pdf
https://www.cotswold.gov.uk/planning-and-building/planning-policy/evidence-base-and-monitoring/
https://www.cotswold.gov.uk/planning-and-building/planning-policy/evidence-base-and-monitoring/
https://issuesandoptions.commonplace.is/

We asked: QlaWe're all going to have to accept significant changes invelwe, to adapt to the
Climate Change Emergency and to mitigate its effects. For you personally, which of the following
seven possible changes would you find most unacceptable/difficult? (we asked you to rank them from
most to least difficult)

Heating yair home from no+fossitfuel sources (like an air source heat pump).
Improving the energy performance of your home.

Using your car less and walking or cycling more.

Having fewer car parking spaces outside your house.

Accepting renewable energy close to whgou live.

Focusing housing away from poorly accessed settlements and the countryside.
Owning just one house.

O¢ O« O¢ O¢ O¢ O¢ O«

You said: Of the 273 responses (77% of all respondents on the climate topic), the two changes most
frequently ranked first as difficultorunaeqpt abl e wer e O6Using your <car | €
mored and OHeat i nfgssify oelt kome cfesoifpl n&kme an air sou

180
150
120

90

60
30 l
0 . . .

NUMBER OF RESPONSES

More active travel Heat pumps for  Improved home Renewable Fewer car parking Owning only one Development only
home heating energy generation nearby spaces home in sustainable
performance settlements

¥ Most difficult Second most difficult

The three changes most frequently ranked second most difficult or unacceptable were the same as the
fr stc hoi ce above, plus 6l mproving the energy perfo

60wning only one homedé was | east problematic, an
from poorly accessed settlements and the country

Officer comments The responses are partly explained by respondents considering those actions

6cl osest t o ihirootherdordstaeionk that wioeld (potentially) require changes in

habits, behaviours or personal investment and home disruption to achisveottible that more

active travel was ranked more difficult than, for example, heat pumps, despite a large difference in the
potential cost of making the two changes (one being mainly a simple behavioural change, and the

other requiring significant finanai investment). This seemingly surprising result may reflect
respondentsdé concerns about the perceived diffic

We asked: Q1lb.Are there any other issues that are missing from this list of options?
You said: Whilst theprimary question referenced changes that respondents would find personally
difficult or unacceptable, responsestothefolom questi on (AAre there any

11



missing from this |ist of opti on 9@ningouvaewide i nterp
range of issues relevant to climate action that are to a large extent covered later in the survey.

Some of the issues raised are important and inte
identification of lifestyle, food,ljing, local economic development etc), but will not have a bearing
on the Local Plan update since they are not matters that are impacted by local planning policy.

11

B The role of public transport and active travel

B Location and nature of development, eg sustainability, density

B Objections to / skepticism of the need for / effectiveness of climate action
Building / design issues (eg solar, embodied carbon, rainwater harvesting)

B Provision of electric vehicle charging infrastructure

B Economic issues eg recycling, circular economy, local sourcing, employment

B Lifestyle choices eg food, flying

B Concerns about cost / affordability

B Related issues, eg flooding, air pollution, renewables, trees

B |ssues around listed and historic buildings

B |nfrastructure and political issues, eg renewables, electricity supply, geopolitics

B Comments on structure, clarity or effectiveness of this consultation

* figures in the above graph indicate the number of respondents.

We asked: Q2aOn a scke of 1 (= | don't want to see any change at all to the district) through to 5 (=
I'm happy to accommodate any change necessary, ho matter how large) how ready do you feel to
accept changes to the 'look and feel' of the district in response to the ingefaiimate change?
andQ2b. Please explain why.

12



a

= | = unwilling to see any change at all to the district
w2

3
=4

® 5 = willing to accommodate any change necessary, no matter
how large

You said: Of 284 respondents, well over half
were willing to accommodate much or some
change, and about a fifth were very or somew
resistant.

232 respondents made additional comments 1
explain theirview. We have divided responses
into categories, according to the dominant poi
made in responses (acknowledging that some
responses referred to more than one issue).

The bulk of respondents acknowledged that tl
depth of the climate crisis meant thatinges
will have to be made that would not be justifie
had the climate crisis not been such an urgen
issue. Many also expressed the concern that
potentially negative impacts (for example visu
impact on protected townscapes or landscape
arising from txanges in response to the climat
crisis, should be avoided or minimised.

= Actions are justified by the urgency of the climate crisis

= Accept that actions are necessary but negative impacts must be managed
= Skepticism over need for / effectiveness of climate action and Council's role

Concerns over impacts on landscape / townscape

= Concerns over cost / affordability / fairness of required changes

= Cannot respond because insufficient information, question too wide, or too many unknowns

® Accept that changes are justified

= Concerns over practicality / achievability of the required changes
= Concerns over preservation of sustainable communities

* figures in the above graph indicate the number of respondents.

Officer comments: A small number of respondents felt that the questionnaire text, and the

accompanying backgroummper, did not provide sufficient justification for the overarching assertion
shoul d be

t hat the Local Pl an

6green to

across the district. However, it was a deliberate decision not to providéanse the background
paper that recaps climate science or the conclusions of (e.g.) the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate

13
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Change. This is because, as stated in the Counci

the science is settled, therens ambiguity about the need to reduce emissimmg the Council
accepts the responsibility of the whole district to play a proportionate part in this international and
national responsibility.

We asked:Q3a. Cotswold District aims to be carbon neutbgl2045. To achieve this we need both

to use less nerenewable energy and generate much more renewable energy than we do at present.
One way of meeting our targets is to put wind turbines in those parts of the district where they'll be
most efficient ane@ffective. Although there are key planning criteria that would need to be met, the
Cotswolds Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty is an obvious area of search for suitable sites. Please
indicate how you feel about the idea of wind turbines in the AONB.

You said: There were 326 responses to this
question. Slightly more thamalf of respondents
either supported or strongly supported wind
turbines in the AONB, and slightly less than a
third either objected or strongly objected.

Officer comments: We recognie that framing
questions such as this can be problematic, not
least since the question is ngpecific. Some
respondents may have
because the question does not specify how ma
how large, and where such wind turbines might 19% 27%
sited, and their view of the acceptability of
turbines would depend on these factors.
Nonetheless at this early stage of consultation
guestion was deliberately kept broad, and
subsequent questions provide some more
granularity on this topic.

= 5 = Strongly support 4 3 =2 =] =Stongly object

We asked:Q3b. Please explain why?ou said: The Treemap below records the summary and

number of types of responses given by the 274 respondents who provided comments to explain their
view. There was some general acceptance that wind turbines are necessarythaditbahcy of the
climate crisis justifies their placement in the AONB. However, there was also concern about wind
turbines being unsightly and suggestions that other renewables and climate solutions were better.

14
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“ The urgency of climate action justifies wind turbines

= Accept that wind turbines are necessary
= Wind turbines are unsightly
= Wind turbines are visually attractive

® Other renewables or climate solutions are better

= Skeptical of their value, or the need for them

= Wind turbines are necessary, but need careful siting
= Concern for non-visual negative impacts

We asked: Q4 National Policy requireeenewable energy and low carbon proposals (in particular

wind turbines) to secure community support. What would make you more supportive of a local
renewable energy scheme? We invited you to select as many factors as you wished from the following
list, andto suggest any additional factors too:

Less impact on wildlife?

Financial investment opportunity?

Working with others in the community?

Helping to change people's behaviour with saving energy?
A share of any profit made?

Setting an example for others léw?

Creating local employment opportunities?

Less impact on buildings on towns / villages?

Reduced cost or free energy?

Less impact on agriculture / rural economy?

More decision making power for the local community?
Cleaner air in your community?

Raising awareness of climate change, air pollution etc?
Less landscape impact?

Knowing you're doing something good for the planet / community?

O¢ O« O O¢ O« O« O¢ O« O« O« O« O« O« O¢ O«

15



You said:

Reduced cost or free energy

Knowing you're doing something good for the planet / community
Less impact on wildlife

Less landscape impact

Creating local employment opportunities

Helping to change people's behaviour with saving energy
Raising awareness of climate change, air pollution etc
Cleaner air in your community

More decision making power for the local community
Less impact on agriculture / rural economy

Less impact on buildings on towns / villages

Setting an example for others to follow

A share of any profit made

Working with others in the community

Financial investment opportunity

To understand the risk/harm to the AONB and wildlife/habitat of...

RENEWABLE ENERGY SCHEME FACTORS

Actions that deliver low carbon energy at a reasonable cost for the...

0%

2% 4%

6%

8% 10% 12%

PERCENTAGE OF RESPONDENTS

Officer comments: It is striking that the three financial factors are far apart. The most commonly
or free energyo
t un

chosen factor was fAreduced

equivalent), and Afinancial i
form of community funds for areas closest to new refdsvanergy generation schemes is a-well
established good practice among renewables developers, but it is very hard (due to the way the
electricity market is structured) to link individual households to discounted electricity supply from a
renewable energgeneration site in close proximity.

We asked:Q5a. How supportive would you be c
ground mounted solar panels (‘'solar farms') bei
much more common in the district? We invited
you to score this question between 1 and 5 (5
being the most supportive andHetleast).

You said: Over 60% of the 283 respondents we
either most supportive or somewhat supportive
and less than 20% were in the two +supportive
categories. It is interesting to compare this with
Q3Db, relating to wind turbines in the AONB, in
which the supportive / negsupportive responses
were roughly 50% and 30% respectively. This i
l'i kely to reflect res
the relative overall visual impact of each
technology on the landscape.

cost

nvestment oppor

= 5 = most supportive

We asked:Q5b. Please give reasons wigu feel this way?

4

3

=2 = | = Least supporti

You said: 235 respondents provided comments, with the two largest categories of response (59%

combined) indicated respondentsd

acknowl edgment

and that the visual or other impacts of solar farms can be minimisedjthcareful management.

16



74 ...

= Accept the need, but with caveats (eg land value, BNG, size, screening, community agreement)
= Visual / other impacts are modest / justified / can be managed

= Negative visual impact unacceptable

“ Concerns over displacing agricultural / food production

= Prioritise solar on building

= Skeptical of justification / value / impacts / economics etc

= Better than wind turbines

= Pioritise other energy generation solutions, inc wind

We asked: Q6aWould you support a propositio
in the Local Plan that required an energy
performance improvement of the entire buildinc
when it is proposed to extend or refurbish the
building (a Climate Change Statement)? Qtb.
Please explain why.

You said: The 253 responses to question 6a, at
the 195 additional comments, demonstrated
caution and pragmatism. The largest proportio
of respondents acknowledged the need for
stronger action on improving the carbon
performance oéxisting homes, but many raised
concerns about practical difficulties and
prohibitive costs, and the potential for unintend
consequences.

"Yes ®"No " Unsure

17



= Accept the need, some with caveats (eg affordability, support)

= Costs are likely to be prohibitive / unfair / unworkable without grant support

# Practical difficulties, particularly with historic buildings

© Skeptical of justification, motivation, effectiveness etc

® Requirement must be proportionate (scale, cost etc)

= Risk of unintended consequences (eg disrepair, economic impact, constraint on families)

® Proposal is unenforceable / unreasonable / inconsistent
* figures in the above graph indicate the number of respondents.

We asked: Q7a Should the Local Plan go abow
and beyond Building Regulations, which only
seek to make development low carbon ready a:
opposed to Net Zero Carbon? apdb. Please
explain why.

You said: Over 60% of the 256 respondents
responded positively to the mainegtion. The
181 respondents providing supplementary
comments broadly accepted the need, driven b
the climate crisis, to move faster than building
regulations, and these responses are consister
with oftenrepeated comments made during dro
insessionsat t he effect MAwh
houses required by I a
where solar panels are often seen to be symbo
of a new house having a more careful, lower “Yes mNo - Unsure
climate impact design.

18



Concern about visual impact

This is outwith the Council's powers or mandate

Respondent has insufficient knowledge, information, or question too broad

The proposal is technically feasible

Cheaper / better to act now than catch up later

LP should conform to / not exceed / not duplicate national Building Regs

Concern about unintended consequences

Concern about added cost

Skeptical of the Council's justification / motivation / ability to enforce

REASONS WHY LOCAL PLAN SHOULD GO
BEYOND NET ZERO

Accept the need, some with caveats (eg cost, practicality)

We asked: Q7cWould you support zero carbon
housingif it also meant homes had a less
traditional design?

You said: There were 249 responses to this
question with almost two thirds supporting less
traditional design if it also meant delivering zerc
carbon homes.

Officer comments: This question is frantkein
deliberately broad terms. Respondents may ha
interpreted the phras
very different ways, and we therefore recognise
that responses must not be eyer too
simplistically, interpreted.

20

NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS

= Yes

40

60

Unsure

= No

80

100

19



We asked: Q8.Do you agree with the preferred
option(s¥?

You said: There were 225 responses to this
question with roughly the same number of
respondents supporting the preferred options a

there were unsure.
44%

42%

Yes  Unsure = No

We asked: Q9.A strategic policy could be added to thecal Plan requiring all development to

respond positively to the climate change emergency and to the ecological emergency. The policy
could set out compliance criteria and could be a 'green thread' running through the entire Local Plan
giving additionalweight to these considerations when determining planning applications. Should the
Local Plan be updated to include this policy?

You said: There were 249 responses to this ques
with over three quarters agreeing that the local pl
should include atrategic policy requiring all
development to respond positively to the climate
and ecological emergencies.

This is one of the clearest responses in this secti
of the consultation, and indicates strong support
the principle of a strategic policyprd di n g
thread6é through the wup

78% note that the question is framed in a very broad v
and the proposed policy as described is equally
broad, making it easier for respondents to agree
the proposal.

Yes ' Unsure = No

We asked: Q10Are there any other Local Plaelated issues or options on this topic paper that you
would like to raise?

You said: This chart categorises the broad topic headings of the 114 comments provided, but does not
break down the comments, since individual commemi®wften highly specific, single issues. Whilst

very useful for the Council to take into account, many issues raised by respondents were of a broader
nature than can be influenced or controlled by a Local Plan.

%ie. Option 2- take forward a suite of amendments to meet the issues and challenges, as set out at Section 2 of the Topic Paper

20



* figures in the above graph indicate tember of respondents.

= Raising additional ideas / issues

.. Implementation of policy
suggestions

“ The policy development process

_ Skepticism of climate science,
effectiveness of Council

The effectiveness / fairness of this
consultation

.. Biodiversity / nature recovery
issues

. Council legitimacy / mandate to
" tackle the climate emergency

. Visual and other impacts on the
" district or wider

21



The Accessibility of New Housing Topic Paper received most of its responses through our online
consultation. Several additional representations were received, mostly from developémrisivn
councils or other organisations. These representations tended to be much longer and did not
necessarily follow the set consultation response structure. They are therefore not included in the
graphical data, but a summary of the key issues raiskdeaponses is included in the commentary.

We asked: Q1.Do you think it is appropriate that the Local Plan should prioritise development in
areas that have good access to essential services without needing to drive?

You said: Responses to the Accessibility of New
Housing Developments topic paper revealed broe
support for the principle of locating new
developments within reach of important services i
facilities without needing to drive.

Some respondents thought that an amotifurther
housing growth is needed in rural settlements, wt
have lower accessibility, to enable them to sustail
local services and facilities and to maintain the
vitality of those settlements.

81% Additionally, some respondents thought that whils

sustanability scoring matrix based on accessibility
to key services and facilities has an important role
play in the location of sustainable development, t

Yes ®" No ' Unsure
should not be used in isolation and wider consideration needs to be given on a settlement by

settement basis and also in relation to individual development sites. One comment noted that whilst
accessibility is quite rightly a key consideration, it is only one component of sustainability.

There were also calls for the Council to engage with develapeler promoter to establish whether
any improvements can be made in terms of access to Core Services before sites are discounted.

We asked: Q2 Which services and facilities are most important to you in your everyday life?

You said: The top four most imprtant services that respondents listed were a food store, a GP, a Post
Office and a Pharmacy.

Officer comment: We note, however, that this may be reflective of a) the generally older
demographic of respondents and b) the fact that some services e.¢s adkdoemployment, are
requirements only in certain phases of life (but highly important during those phases), whereas the
need for food and healthcare remains more constant.

22



12%

0 10% H
v —
r4
2 —
& g%
w
o _
L __
O &% _
©
g
=z 4%
w
v}
i
] ) H H H
0% |:|
b & & Ay N s~ - A 5 >3 @
yﬁ.&e& \)ée,d & E54:)" &3}‘ o(:,(& ‘\ée? 6‘00 é\ée' $(md ,c\‘& &e-“ & ¥ ‘g\‘? é\o"" . 6“’6\ ‘;5\‘3' ) écf‘
& & P O N &" VvS &d\ X9 € >
LA o Lol &S & & ] @
& & & & ¢ & ¢
» q?t“ ® ¢

TYPE OF SERVICE / FACILITY

We asked: Q3.How long you would be willing to walk and/or use public transpmget to the
following places [Core services]?

For this consultation, we proposed the following thresholds of acceptable journey times from potential
developments to core services.

Core Service Local Journey time bands (mins by walk/bus)

<15 mins 15-30 mins >30mins

Employment

Primary school

Secondary school

GP

Hospital

Food store

3 This option is ambepecause free school travel is provided beyond 2 miles (children under 8) or 3 miles (for children over
8), so many children who live beyond this distance from their closest school will catch the bus.
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We then asked respondents to give their views for comparison.

You said:
Workplace - Acceptable walk/bus time Secondary school - Acceptable walk/bus time
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The results show broad alignment with our suggested thresholds, with 4 out of 5 people willing to
walk/catch the bus for 20 minutes or longer to get to work, hospitaderandary school. Acceptable
walk/bus times dropped for GPs and primary schools, and less than half of respondents were willing to
walk/bus more than 10 minutes to a food shop.

Officer comment: The feedback suggests it may be more appropriate to defitieresholds in 10
minute bandings rather than 15, and potentially increase the acceptable journey time for employment.
This will be reviewed in line with our emerging transport strategy and targets.

Weasked:Q4aDo you think the 0 &propeately @entfiedke esod have bee
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You said: There was general agreement with the
services that had been
Some questions were raised about whether som
the Core Services had been appropriately define
Cotswold- for example whéter it is reasonable to
define an Employment site as consisting of at lea
1,000 job opportunities or whether a lower figure
should be used. Others questioned whether it wa
still correct to define Accessibility to a service as
being intrinsically linkedo attending a physical
location, or whether the model of that service
delivery was becoming more flexible/online (e.g.
services). These representations will be consider
more detail during the next phase of developmen

61%

Yes = No Unsure

We asked: Q4b.Is there anthing you would remove from the list of Core Services?

You said: Nearly 60% of respondents thought the list of Core Services was correct. A hospital was
the most cited service that should be removed from the list of Core Services with over 10% of
responses a view that was mirrored in the written submissions.

Foed store

Primary school

GP

Add something else
Secondary school
Employment

Hospital

TYPE OF SERVICE / FACILITY

WL

Unsure

No, the list is correct |

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES
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We asked: Q4cls there anything you would add to the list?

You said: The two standout services that respondents thought should be added to the list of Core
Services were Post Offices aRtlarmacies.

FE college [
Places of worship [ ]
Allotment
Sports field ]

Leisure centre ]

Libraries ]

Nursery ]
Add something else ]
Bank ]

Play area ]

Dentist ]

Community hall ]
Pub ]
Pharmacy ]

TYPE OF SERVICE / FACILITY

Post office ]

Unsure [

No, the list is correct |

0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12% 14% 16% 18%
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES

We asked: Q5aDo you think the Primary and Secondary Services have been appropriately
identified?

You said: Responses to this question were very
mixed and there was little clear consensus or
evidence arising from this section of the
consultation.

nYes mNo ' Unsure
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We asked: Q5cls there anything you would remove from the list?

Leisure centre
Dentist
Pharmacy

Post office
Variety if retail
Nursery

Play area
Sports field

FE college
Allotment
Community hall
Library

Pub

Bank

TYPE OF SERVICE / FACILITY

Places of worship

Unsure

LS

Mo, the list is correct ]

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES

We asked: Q5cls there anything you would add to the list?

Secondary school |

Primary school |

Hospital |

Unsure |

Employment

GP |

Food store ]

TYPE OF SERVICE / FACILITY

Add something else

No, the list is correct |

0% 3% 6% 9% 12% 15% 18% 21%
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES
Officer comment: Responses to Questions 5a, b, and ¢ were difficult to analyse with certainty. The
guestion ad selections were complicated by the inclusion of the Core Services in the list of options
for Primary/Secondary services, which then dominated the responses. This is noted as a weakness in
the formulation of the consultation question and a learning fmitie future. We will seek to collate
better data on this matter through other methods.
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We asked: Q6aDo you think the time bands for Core, Primary and Secondary Services are realistic?
andDo the time bands reflect how long you would be willing to walkise the bus to access these
services?

23%

58%
64%
Yes = No ' Unsure Yes = No ' Unsure
We asked: Q6aAre these journey times We asked: Q6kDo they reflect how long you woulc
realistic? walk/use bus?

You said: These twin questions show general agreement with the suggested assesantaptaible
journey times (by walking and/or bus) to the named services, which mirrors the results from Q3, but
with more uncertainty expressed.

Of those who responded 6nod, they thought the jo
of flexibility / pragmatism between the cut off points in different thmads, further indicating that a
revision to 16min times bands may be desirable.

Officer comment: In each case, these options must be assessed alongside other sources of evidence
abouttypicallac e pt abl e journey times, and with a view 1t
of each mode of transport) we wish to achieve in Cotswold District and the relative importance of this

target and others. Drawing the limits of acceptable accessibitifew developments more tightly

may help to ensure private vehicle journeys are minimised, but it could also mean that both the

number and the locations of new development are constrained.

28



We asked: Q7.If we apply these standards to new housing agrénts, it may mean that we are

able to deliver less housing in Cotswold, or that housing development may be more concentrated in
fewer locations with good access to facilities and services. Do you think this is appropriate or would
another approach begferable?

You said: Again, the majority (nearly twthirds) of

respondents thought th

approach was preferable. Some respondents tho

that the standards should be used to help inform
19% decisions rather than as a series of sstahdards to
be applied, which would otherwise restrict the
delivery of housing.

64%

Yes = No Unsure

We asked: Q8 What balance of priority would you give to providing sufficient new housing to meet
the Districtds identified hodebveredgnactessbtt vs. makin
locations?

35%
30%
25%
20%
15%
10%

5%

PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES

0%

I 2 3 4 5 Something else
Sufficient new housing Making sure new
to me tl}e District's housing is delivered in
housing need accessibile locations

BALANCE OF PRIORITY

You said: People generally thought that it was more important to ensure that housing was delivered in
accessible |l ocations than to deliver the suffici
need.

Officer comment: The less accessible locations will still have a degree of housing need which should
be allowed for and that improvements to public transport links could help improve the accessibility of
these locations and in turn ensure that sustainable housifg chativered more widely across the
District. Concern was raised that without a degree of developmentiprimmipal settlements with
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less accessibility, their vitality will decline and they may become unable to support existing facilities
and services.

We asked: Q9.Do you agree that an accessibility test should form part of Local Plan Policy DS3?

You said: Nearly threequarters of respondents
thought that the accessibility test should form par
Policy DS3.

Of those who answered no or were unsure,
comments received included that the accessibility
standards should not be solely relied upon in a rig
manner in relation to the location of future
development and that they should instead be use
inform decision making, alongside other

73% considerationgather than to dictate decisions.

In addition, it was commented that the Non

Principal Settlements, by their nature, are likely tc
be smaller settlements with more limited access t
services and facilities. It was suggested that a for

Yes =No - Unsure of assessment ietms of their accessibility

to key services and facilities should be undertaken but that this should be done using a more individual
approach considering the geographical location of the settlement, whether the settlement functions in a
cluster form withother settlements for service provision and importantly the access to public transport
and specifically routes to other settlements to access services.

Officer comment: The comments and concerns raised in the latter two questioostly about the

impacs of an Accessibility test on vitality/viability of smaller settlements and the potential impacts on
the number and distribution of new developments across the distreevery important

considerations that must be tested and discussed in detail theingxt phase of policy development.
Achieving an appropriate balance between these considerations and the need to ensure developments
are sustainable is vital.

We asked: Q10Are there any other Local Plaglated issues or options on this topic papat you
would like to raise?

You said: It was commented that the Local Plan needs to strike a balance between delivering
accessible developments and ensuring sufficient land can come forward for housing to meet needs.
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Next steps:

1) Review the accessibiitmatrix proposed in the following ways:

3 Consider whether Ahospital o should be rem
Pharmacy and/or Post Office added;

3 Whether definition of Employment as consisting of 1000+ job opportunities is
appropriate for Cotswa;

3 Contact CCGs/NHS to review whether physical access to GP surgeries is likely to
continue to be necessary for most patients in the coming years;

3 Split the journey time assessment down tariif bandings rather than 15 to allow
for more variation/nuancend

3 Consider whether a longer journey time to Employment should be deemed acceptable.

2) Research the potential impacts of introducing an Accessibility test on the number and
distribution of housing, particularly with respect to the vitality and viabiliti)ofr-Principal
Settlements and the windfall supply of housing.

3) Progress work to establish targets for modal shift (moving from car use to more sustainable
modes) in Cotswold and establish how the Local Plan should contribute to those targets. From
this (ard other evidence), establish the weight that should be given to Accessibility
considerations in the planning balance.
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The topic paper proposed several options that could be made to modify the adopted local plan to help

make itgreentoth cor e . It asked

issues relating to biodiversity in the District.

We asked: QlaShould developments in Cotswold District achieve more than 10% biodiversity net

gain?

You said: The majoriy of respondents agreed that the Cotswold District should achieve more than

ten

guestions

t hat

10% biodiversity net gain, one response suggested the Council should push for 25% BNG.

Officer Comment: There were some concerns
raised by a few organisations about the Council
setting a local target which would deviate from th
10% set by the Government as a minimum by thi
Environment Act 2021. Several comments were
received requesting for more evidence to justify
setting a higher threshold. The viability of setting
higher targt was also questioned. However, ther:
was support foan approach that seeks a higher
level of BNG if it is achievable without
compromising viability.

We asked: Q1b.Do you think there should be a fixed percentage or should it vary in relation to the

size, location or type of development?
80%

70%

30%

PERCENTAGE OF RESPONDENTS
S 3

10%

0%
Fixed

Yes ® No

Varied

FIXED ORVARIED BIODIVERSITY NET GAIN?

You said: There is significant support for biodiversity gain to take the varied approach.

85%

Unsure
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Your reasons included:Small scale biodiversity improvements can be made, which help to make a
huge difference. Examples givincluded the creation of log piles, putting up bat and bird boxes as
well as bee bricks. Orchards, and grass verges all have a part elalopers should be expected

to provide funds to contribute to wildlife schemes etc regardless of whether¢hayilding one

house or one thousand

Officer comment: There is a clear preference for Biodiversity Net Gain to vary in relation to its size
and location.

We asked: 2aShould the Local Plan limit the percentage of biodiversity net gain that can be
delivered oftsite?

Yousaid:The results of this question suggest a spl i

Officer comment: The next question which
required the respondent to go into greater detail
provides a better understanding of what is deem:
prefeable.

Yes = No Unsure
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We asked: 2b.How far away from development sites should the Local Plan require biodiversity net
gains to be delivered?

30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES

5%

0%
On-site only Directly adjacent to Up to Ikm Anywhere within  Beyond Cotswold
development Cotswold District District

DISTANCE FROM DEVELOPMENT SITES FOR BIODIVERSITY NET GAINSTO
BE DELIVERED

You said: There was a mixture of responses to this question, but there was minimal support for BNG
contributions to benade to sites outside the Cotswold District.

Your reasons included:The location of Biodiversity Net Gain should be considered as part of the
overall picture to make sure Biodiversity Net Gain improvements link up with new and existing
wildlife corridors b create the scale and connectivity required for it to be effective. A list of sites
which are ready for improvement of any Biodiversity Net Gain offsite contributions would be a good
idea. Consideration should be given to how far away the off site de$itieuld be as well as its
management and that some rural areas would be more capable of delivering Biodiversity Net Gain
where there are existing programmes in plateome circumstances, it may be necessary to deliver a
higher guantum of net gain edite, depending on site specific factors and circumstances, to achieve a
sustainable and balanced development. The local area should be looked at as whole rather than
piecemeal for when improvements are put forward. Keeping net gain commitmesits ol

require developers to be responsible in their design approach

Officer comments: Overall, the responses indicate that offsite contributions for Biodiversity Net Gain
are thought to be acceptable. If not on site, adjacent to or within 1KM of the devetdpifaaoured.
Therefore, it is considered that the closer the offsite Biodiversity Net Gain can be delivered to the
original development site the better.
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We asked: Q3 Biodiversity Net Gain measures
would have a minimum 30 year maintenance pla
that islinked to the planning permission. Should t
Local Plan require a longer maintenance plan?

You said: The majority of the respondents would
like to see the maintenance plan for Biodiversity
Net Gain to extend past 30 years.

Officer comments: Although thee is support for a
maintenance plan to exceed 30 years. Opinion w
split between the development industry and
residents.

“Yes ®mNo ' Unsure

We asked:Q4. Should applications for
developments of a certain scale or that are locat:
within a strategically important part of the Nature
Recovery Network be required to be accompanie
by a Nature Recovery Network plan?

You said: There was overwhelming support tbis
proposal.

Your reasons included:The approach would help
to provide a more direct link between the issues
development, biodiversity net gain and nature
recovery.

“Yes ®No ' Unsure

Officer comment: The support for this approach suggests that guidance tovaikithis process is a
useful tool.
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We asked:Q5a. Have we correctly identified the
European sites that should be scoped into the H
for the Local Plan Partial Update (see Chapter 3
and Appendix A of the HRA)?

You said: A large percentage of respondewesre
unsure.

We asked: Q5b.f no please explain?

Officer comment: The questions regarding
European Sites and the Habitat Regulation
Assessment demonstrate that not all land based
designations and assessments are generally knc

We asked: Q6aHave we correctly identified the
sensitivities of the scopdd European sites to
potential impacts from the Local Plan Partial Plai
Update (see Chapter 4 and Appendix B of the
HRA)?

You said: A large percentage of respondents wel
unsure.

We asked: Q6b.If no, please explain?

You said: There were only a handful of comment
received about this question.

Officer comment: The questions regarding
European Sites and the Habitat Regulation
Assessment demonstrate that not all land based
designations and assessmengsgamerally known.

74%

Yes ® No

76%

Yes ® No

22%

Unsure

20%

Unsure
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We asked: Q7als the proposed approach to HR/
of the Local Plan Partial Update reasonable (see
Chapters 2 and 4)?

You said: A large percentage of respondents wel

unsure. 30%

We asked: Q7b.If no, please explain?

You said: There were only a handful of comment 68% \
regarding this question.

Officer comment: The questions regarding

European Sites and the Habitat Regulation

Assessment demonstrate that not all land based

designations and assessments are generally knc Yes mNo ' Unsure

We asked:Q8. Do you agree with the options?

You said: The majority of respondents strongly agreed or agreed by the options put forward in the
topic paper for Biodiversity Net Gain.

27%

= Stongly agree Agree Neutral = Disagree = Strongly disagree
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We asked: Q9.Are there any other Local Plaelated issues or options on ttigic paper that you
would like to raise?

You said: The findings of the consultation demonstrate that there is support for Biodiversity Net Gain
and the need for defining the scale and scope of improvements, but there were several points that
divided opinon.

Officer observations: but also provides an insight into the need for defining the scope and scale of
improvements. The figure of 10% is acceptable to all sectors of the community. There is however, a
divide in opinion regarding whether CDC should resjumore than 10%. The Environment Act sets a
10% minimum with the option of developers contributing more. Therefore, careful consideration
should be given to what would be required in terms of evidence to enable CDC to request a higher
percentage. This ooindrum is also relevant to the question of the number of years set for the
maintenance of a site. The Environment Act sets it at 30 years with the option of extending it. Making
a decision on both of these issues could be made on an individual sitébiaisigher analysis and
research is needed before a decision can be made.

The findings also highlight that, overall, the names of some land allocations such as European Sites
and assessments like the Habitat Regulations Assessment are and what thee meaimainstream
concepts. More work is required to explain what these areas are for and why they are needed in order
to widen the net for consultation purposes.

From the outset, there will be a need for several policy areas to be considered dgllkecénsure
that conflicts in policy are avoided, particularly if land allocations are made.

Next steps

We will consider the responses to the consultation

Given the broad support for the policy options, we will seek to update the Local Plan to
incorporae them.

We will produce or commission evidence to fully justify the policy proposals.

We will look into ways in which aspects of land use allocations and assessments can be
explained in a clearer way.

¢ O«

O¢ O«
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5. Design

The Design topic paper asked threentpime st i ons t hat sought an

appreci

extent to which tackling climate change should influence the design of new places and buildings and

their overall support for the proposed modifications.

We asked: QlaWould you support a prasition
in the Local Plan that required an energy
performance improvement of the entire building
when it is proposed to extend or refurbish the
building?

Just over half of the respondents (56%) supporte
the proposition. 27% disagreed and 17% were
unsureThose that supported often cited the
necessity for immediate change and that it was
sensible to consider t
performance when carrying out building work suc
as extensions. Those that disagreed and were ui
questioned the bureawacy, affordability,
enforceability and overall fairness of the propose

policy.

56%

Yes mNo ' Unsure

We asked: Q2.Would you support the Council in approving development that takes a m
interpretation of the traditional Cotswold design to achieve zero or low cdevahopment?

Three out of four respondents (76%) agreed that the policy changes suggested in the cor
were beneficial. 12% disagreed and 12% were unsure. Those offering their support expla
need for design t o neawaylfromglayingihsdfe, pastiehe dnd &adsin
design. The need to respect character f e;
not mutually exclusive to achieving zero carbon buildings.

Those opposed also mentioned the needdpect
the character and historic buildings and these
important assets should not be placed to one side
the pursuit of a zero carbon future. Some believe(
would lead to inappropriate design. There was so
discussion on the ability of the local plang
authority and architects to deliver and approve go
designi there appeared to be an issue of trust ant
expertise.

76% Those unsure requested a definition of what the
Council meant bynodern interpretation of the
traditional Cotswold desigrA flexible goproach to
design was advocated as was the need to ensure
design standards do not make development unvie
Y and undeliverable.

es mNo ' Unsure

We asked: Q3.Do you agree with the preferred option and the 5 suggested policy responses
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You said: 110 people respondedttus question. 79
out of the 81 that agreed did not give a reason for
their support, this was because the question only
invited comments from those unsure or who
objected. Approximately half of those opposing ar
unsure about the five policy suggestions
recommended option 3, which would mirror the
government 6s pace of t
Home Builders Federation. Several recommendet
the need for a more flexible approach and to
consider other mechanisms to reduce carbon
emissions. There were caras the policy
suggestions would affect affordability and could b
seen as excessive.

71%

Yes = No ' Unsure

A summary of other issues, considerations and suggested solutions:

Matters relating to local plan policy and the Design Code:

0 make provision for cavity nesting birded bats;

0 include density and space amenity standards. Including promoting more terraced houses which
are more carbon efficient than detached / sgstached;

0 atransitionary period to help ensure that developments remain viable and that housing continues
to be delivered;

0 mandate solar panels, rain water harvesting, solar panels and heat pumps on most new buildings.
Adopt passive building design over bream and use of Active Design;

0 encourage selbuild to high environmental standards by having agreed teespfar homes
from timber, straw, etc.;

0 durability and the use of local materials are key features in good sustainable design;

0 green/wildlife considerations should be incorporated as well as human and functional
considerations to promote wellbeing considiems;

0 richer detail for new site allocations should include identifying at an early stage a strategy for
surface water drainage to avoid proposals at a later stage which are based on surface water
connections to combined or foul sewers;

0 reducing camparking spaces in new developments needs to be done hand in hand with other
schemes; and

0 light pollution is an increasingly serious issue not helped by the proliferation of cheap LED
lights which are designed to be used outdoors and are, of course, effaigyt which
encourages residents to install more and keep them on longer.

Other

0 private certification schemes for Building Regulations need to be stopped and Building
Regulations certification taken back under Council control; and

0 for the Council tademonstrate a rigorous approach to ensuring greater development planning
compliance.

Next steps

Take forward proposed options, including:

0
0

prepare an updated District Wide Design Code;
prepare a Framework Master Plan for Cirencester Town Centre; and

40



0 preparng more detailed site allocation policies to clarify design and layout considerations at
the planning application stage.

41



6. Economy and Employment

The Economy and Employment topic paper explored a range of economic issues and how they relate
to makingthd. o ¢ a | Pl an green to the core, whilst al so
economy.

We asked:Qla. Working patterns are changing. I
there a need to provide more workspaces closer
home?

“Yes mNo ' Unsure

We asked Q1b. Should new housing developmer
be required to provide or contribute towards
providing flexible workspace in or close to those
developments?

"Yes mNo = Unsure
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We asked:Q1c. Do you agree new housing
developments should provide spaces and
infrastructure for home working?

“Yes mNo ' Unsure

We asked:Q1d. Could existing community
buildings, such as village halls, have a role to pla
in this?

] “Yes mNo ' Unsure _
Officer comment (Qla1d): the responses clearly are supportive about provision for home working

and also the use of existing community buildingee developmentofmuip ur pose | ocal fAhu
instance to enable working closer to home. An unintended effect oighidether encouragement to

provide space in or near new developments to enable home working and reduce commuting will be

seen by some as a figreen |lighto to develop | arge
To counterbalance this it witle preferable in the first instance to focus on the design of development

rather than scaleflexible spaces within buildings would enable home working without necessarily

requiring an intrinsically larger (and more expensive) house. The idea of utagg Vialls as

community workspaces (alongside other community uses of the building of course) potentially could

provide a modest income stream for Parish Councils through the rental of work space perhaps on the

basis of an hourly rate. CIL funding could bsed to upgrade village halls legitimate use of CIL

funding because this would be classed as infrastructure.
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We asked:Q2. Do you support the use of legal
agreements to ensure the delivery of employme
development on mixedse schemes at the same
time as the housing element?

75%

Yes mNo ' Unsure

Officer comment: whilst there was significant support from respondents it is worth noting the fiew o

some planning consultancies, such as fiwe object
Evidence Paper that employment floorspace must be delivered at a commensurate rate to residential
dwelling delivery rates. Residential and employment dewemts are more often than not delivered

by different parties and any policy framework which couples the delivery of housing with providing

empl oyment would significantly i mpact wupon CDCO6s
includingthedelier y of affordable housing. 0.

We asked:Q3a.How else can we use local planning policy to support green business activity and the
local economy?

You suggestedas the wordcloud illustrates, a wide range of initiatives including:

0 using locallysourced matéals;

0 reducing orsite waste;

0 enhanced broadband;

0 integrated travel planning;

0 communitybased solar and wind power;

0 incorporate Net Zero in new build;

0 affordable business spaces with reduced rents for green businesses; and

0 a AGr een Sche madssesvdiegated forl theic greenndssiand sustainability
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Officer comment: there were many good, constructive ideas put forward in response to this question.
Some ofthenif or i nstance fAaffordabl e busi nbavesaouni t so
been suggested in relation to other Topic Papers. Unfortunately because they are outside the relatively
narrow scope of the langse planning system not very many of the suggestions are readily

implementable in planning terms but they have been passedather parts of the Council for

consideration.

We asked:Q3b. Do you have any specific ideas on how we can deliver the Local Enterprise
Partnershipds draft Local l ndustrial Strategy?

You suggestedeveral ideas including:

0 build more enterprise parksid encourage businesses to the area;

0 local office hubs where people/companies can hire by day/week/margBrviced office' to
enable remote working and reduce need to travel;

0 encourage local staups to meet local needs;

0 hospitality is a key industrfor Cotswolds but there is no FE training provisiaentre of
excellence training school;

0 many detailed suggestions from Cirencester Town Council including:

o that the Waterpark could become a place for some new businesses;

o0 The growth hub facility in Cencester has proven successful and thought should be
given to how this sort of infrastructure might be provided on other major development
sites as part of strategic allocations;

0 There is a need for provision to be made for mlmsinesses and stans;

All new housing should be designed specifically to enable home working;

o0 Provision should be made in all villages for small community work hubs that local
people can walk to. Such hubs might be a way-iatreduce lost services such as
shops, post officéacilities.

o

45



0 Likewise, many detailed suggestions from GFirst LEP including:

o the changes in working practices as a consequence of the Covid pandemic has seen a
rise in the home working, virtual meetings and improved working environments.
Cotswold District ha the ability to provide and support businesses of this type and
the Local Plan should make provision for this.

o The Growth Hub within the Royal Agricultural University within Cirencester has
proved to be successful and additional development of this reitavdd be supported
by the Local Plan.

o Consider policies to create a growth point, such as a future garden town or village
within the district. The identification of a growth point will allow growth to develop
more sustainably with the creation of a gré&frastructure from the outset.

o Live/work units should be encouraged by the inclusion of a specific policy. The
Council could take a more practical and flexible approach to the development of new
business parks, with ancillary uses such as hotels, pafles, restaurants, retail.

We asked Q4. Do you agree that Optiorf & the
best option?

Officer comment: There is a broad level of suppo
for Option 3. The proposal sets out five radical
ideas and it will be interesting to see how these f.
as the Upda progresses to the next stage of plar
preparation and on to Examination in Public.

76%

Yes mNo ' Unsure
We asked: Q5.Are there any other Local Plaelated issues or options on this topic paper that you

would like to raise?

You raised several issues including:

0 homeworking is a blipi we should not base too much policy on it continuing;

0 more support for farmers;

0 growth in the economy should be focused around the strengths of the District but should also
focus on addressing the climate change agenda and supportingltgges to secure a
greener future.

0 instead of providing or contributing to flexible workspaces on or close to developments, it is

suggested that the design of dwellings could be such that they provide sufficient space to work
from home.

4 Option 3- revise extant policies from a technicalwjmint (Option 2) and amend existing or introduce new policy to:

a) ensure that the employment element of mixeel schemes is developed coterminously with the housing element;

b) introduce a presumption in favour of viable employment development thahderhor abl 'y i s part of the figreeno
c) identify areas considered to be important for general or heavy industry, waste management, storage and distritnikai,soica

uses;

d) explore the feasibility of using Article 4 Directions to controlabdity of Class E development to change to Class C3 (dwelling houses)

in specific parts of the district, including safeguarded employment sites that may feature a significant proportiofcaiselssand

e) for larger development sites, require thatphoposal is accompanied by an Employment and Skills Plan that shows how the development

will materially contribute to helping the local economy be moreséficient and sustainable.
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0 needtodefinetwat i s meant by a Agreen businesso

0 the Local Plan should acknowledge the employment opportunities (direct and indirect)
presented by military sites in the district and include policies that support/protect the existing
and potential for additional opportties

0 much more effort should be placed into attracting high technology businesses into the
Cotswolds

0 reference should be made within the Local Plan of the specific needs and requirements of the

RAU. The RAUO6s conti nued ¢rsedvendiacildateg.i r at i ons ¢

Overall officer observations some interesting responses to this Topic Paper. There is a good level of
support for encouraging live/work units, home working and commingised hubs where local

people can work close to home in an affilke environment. This will clearly help to reduce

commuting and contribute to achieving the overall objective of the Local Plan Update to make it
Afgreen to the cofkRubdnotanytessinterestiigead obthemreapirises & the idea

of Aaffordable business unitso, perhaps being t a
define what that means of course). The LEP suggestion of a growth point, such as a future garden

town or village within the district, is an exciting idealwituge potential to embed green, sustainable

principles from the ground up but one that is definitely more appropriate to take forward in a full

review of the Local Plan rather than in this partial update.

The level of support for the proposals in Optiois 8ncouraging. These are radical proposals and they
will undoubtedly face challenges as the plan preparation process progresses.

Next steps

0 Preparation of the Local Plan Update follows a statutory process. The next formal step is to
move fromthe Regulaton 18 @Al ssues and Optionsodo stage (°
Regulation 19 stage where your responses are taken into account as part of the basis for
amendments to the Local Plan, formulation of fresh policies and so on. A further round of
public participaibn and consultation is part of that stage.

0 A considerable number of responses you made require further consideration and evaluation,
and this is an essential task as part of preparing the Regulation 19 stage.

0 One of the key challenges is to turn ideas imgeable planning policies. In terms of the

Employment and Economy Topic Paper, we need to consider how we can implement the ideas
about livework units; flexible space in new builds to enable easier home working; and the
exciting ideaowdt ddiild agrxi htuibrs@® dommuni ty bui
work to do!
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The topic paper proposed several options that could be made to modify the adopted local plan to help
make it green to the core. The topic paper asked
several key issues relating to green infrastructutiedrDistrict. The consultation also built on the

previous consultation responses to the Draft Green Infrastructure Strafdgy @reen Infastructure

Strategy Consultation Response Report.

We asked: QlaWhat Gl features are most important to you in new developments?

0 Parks and gardens

0 Natural and sermatural

0 Urban green spaces

0 Green corridors

0 Outdoor sports facilities

0 Amenity green space

0 Allotments, community gardens and city farms
0 Cemeteries and churchyards

0 Accessible countryside in urban fringe areas
0 Civic spaces

You said: 85 people responded to this question. The three top choices can be found below:

What Gl features are most important to you
in new developments?

Parks & Gardens
Green Corridors

Natural & Semi Natural Spaces

Green Infrastructure Features

0 5 10 15 20 25
Number of responses

Officer observations: Although 85 people responded to this question, the clear winners were green
corridors and natural and semi natural spaces, which both scored 23 votes each. Parks and gardens
came in third at 19 votes.

We asked: Q1b.Which of the following wold deliver the most benefits for people and the
environment?

1. New or enhanced pedestrian and cycle routes
2. Features within development sites to reduce flooding, prevent droughts and deliver
biodiversity and amenity enhancements
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3. Better management of streaard rivers to increase water quality, reduce flood risk and
generate renewable energy

4. Creating fully accessible circular walks around towns and villages

5. Securing better lorterm management and community involvement of new or enhanced Gl
within all new evelopments

6. More play opportunities with a particular emphasis on natural play Sufficient provision of
allotments in all towns and villages.

You said: The three top choices can be found in order below:

Option 1- New or enhanced
pedestrian and cyclautes .
First choice = 56.

Which of the following would deliver the
most benefits for people and the
environment?

Option 2- Features within
development sites to reduce
flooding, prevent droughts and

g deliver biodiversity and
& amenity enhancements. Second
L Option 3 choice = 27.
© Option 2
Option | Option 3- Better management

of streams and rivers to
increase water quayi, reduce
flood risk and generate

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Number of responses

renewable energy. Third choice = 20.

The results of this question demonstrated that overall participants thought that new or enhanced
pedestrian and cycle routes would deliver the most benefits for the people and eantrohtne
District. Other comments included traffic calming, the creation of a new Local Green Space in Bibury

and stopping municipal grass cutting.

We asked: Q2aDo you think sites should be
allocated within the local plan for the provision of
country @rks and further local community parks?

This question was asked as a result of the reseal 21%
conducted for the Draft Green Infrastructure

Strategy, which demonstrated that at all levels,

using the Accessible Natural Green Standards

applied by Natural Englahthe Cotswold District

has a deficit of these spaces. 71%
You said: You are supportive of allocating sites ir

the Local Plan for country and community parks.

Yes = No ' Unsure

5 https://cotswold.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=dac1a6973d4e4e2caabch1f47b013171
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Officer comment: The chart clearly illustrates a local desire for the Local Plan to allocate sites for the
purposes of greater access to open spaces in the District. Amongst the organisations that responded,
Natural England offered their support for this option. The MO®\Atychavon District Council

requested to be kept informed regarding the pursuit of this option for infrastructure purposes. The
MOD had concerns relating to the flight path for operations at RAF Fairford and Wychavon District
Council regarding possible ireases to traffic flows if a park was located near their border.

We asked: Qb.Can you suggest any locations for a country park or a local community park?

Your suggestions included:

0 An extension to the Abbey Grounds, which would include the neadagdows towards
Stratton Mill and Bauton.

0 Down Ampney.

0 On the fringe of each of the Principal Settlements, with provision for community agriculture
box schemes and allotments.

0 The Craves Chipping Campden.

0 Opportunities to allocate residential led mixgzbdevelopments to include elements of a

country park or local community park.

We asked: Q3.In new developments, would you
prefer a bigger garden or better access to sharec
open spaces, such as parks, allotments, playgrot
etc.?

You said: There is a cleasignal that both

suggestions were acceptable.
99 P 49%

Officer comment: There was nearly an even split
between the wish for bigger gardens or better ac
to shared open spaces, with a few responses
requesting both. There was a call for guidelines f
garden sies, which also reflected the size of the
unit/dwelling being built.

Bigger Garden = Better Access
We asked: Q4 What mechanisms do you think can help to better provide for thetdonmg
management of open spaces? Listed below are the options available, in no particular order.

You said: The majority of respondents would like a new policy put in the Local Plan, with a clear
indication that Town and Parish Councils should manage open spaces from the outset.

Option 1- A new local plan policy (e.g. a requirement for community partimpah open space
management, positive contribution towards the climate change and ecological emergencies,
minimisation of maintenance requirements for public organisations, etc.)

Option 2- Town or parish councils managing new open spaces from the outset

Option 3- Cotswold District Council managing new open spaces from the outset

Option 4- Management undertaken by third parties, such as environmental charities

Option 5- Greater use of private management companies

Option 6- The design of open spaces imiising the maintenance burden

Option 7- Longerterm funding plans
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Option 8- Providing more stringent management requirements / standards
Option 9- Better guidance for managing open spaces
Option 10- | think existing schemes of management are workifectively
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Mechanism for long term management of
Green Spaces

Option 10
Option 9
Option 8
Option 7
Option 6
Option 5
Option 4

I: Option 3

pe of Mechanism

Option 2
Option |

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Number of responses

Officer comment: The majority of people (36%) who responded to this question opted for a new
policy to be added to the partial update Local Plan, closely followed by the option of Town or Parish
Councils managing new open spaces from theat(26%). Other suggestions received included
leaving green spaces to rewild and utilising several organisations to manage open spaces.

Additional comments included an example of a resitlEghinanagement company for new green
spaces alongside the buildiof new developments, which would enable residents to have more say in
the management of their spaces.

We asked: Q5.Do you agree with the proposed
option? (i.e. Option 2)

You said: There is significant support for the
changes suggested to the pautiadlate of the
Local Plan and the Green Infrastructure elemen
it.

83%

Yes mNo ' Unsure
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Option 2 looks to update the Local Plan to reflect:

0 Cotswold District Councildés Climate Change
decl arations and the Council ds Corporate PI

0 the Council s new Green I nfrastructure Strat e

0 the updated national planning policy and guidance;

0 the Building with Nature Benchmark/Standard;

0 the 25 year Environment Plan and the Environment Act 2021; and

0 Natur al Engl andbs reStandardsd Nati onal Open Spac

We asked: Q6.are there any other Local Pleglated issues or options on this topic paper that you
would like to raise?

You said:

[@]3

More recognition for the role Town and Parish Councils have and continue to play in
delivering improvements fagreen infrastructure and biodiversity.

The importance of traffic calming measures in rural areas.

The widespread support for the creation of a new Country Park or similar.

The need for high quality walking and cycling routes for the benefit of both paaglthe
environment.

The request for any policies that protect Green Spaces should allow flexibility so that they can
also be used for flood alleviation.

0 There was a suggestion that natural open spaces have some element of area restricted to
human angbet access.

O« O¢ O«

[@]3

0 The lighting of green spaces was raised, where needed, it was thought that low level sensitive
lighting should be used and green corridors should not be lit to avoid reducing their value for
habitat connectivity.

0 For housing development it was suggested that it should be structured to allow large green
amenity land / sports and play spaces en route to other infrastructure.

0 Community allotment spaces next to park space.

0 The creation of new open spaces to be deeeldp conjunction with new development,

particular sites.

Overall officer observations: There is support for Gl and the updates put forward to it, in the
responses to the consultation. What do the Regulation 18 consultation responses tell us about Gl in
relation to theConsultation responses to Gl Strategy Consultation

There are several key points that can be drawn from the results of both comsulidiese are listed
below:

~

0 There is support for Green Infrastructure at different levels, including; residents, Parish and
Town Councils and numerous organisations representing both the public and private sectors.

0 We asked, in both consultations, whatf@tures were most important to people in new
developments and what people thought would deliver the most benefits for people and the
environment. Both questions, put forward, in the two consultations produced very similar
results. The most popular cheim both consultations was:

New or enhanced pedestrian and cycle routes (these could be off road efrgaffmutes
e.g. linking settlements within and outside the district along disused railway lines and canals)
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The management of and long term furgldf accessible open spaces was raised as a key issue
in the consultation of the Draft Gl Strategy. The questions raised as part of The Reg 18
consultation have been able to establish who, ideally, should manage new accessible open
spaces from the outsand the need for a new policy in the partial update of the Local Plan.

0 The findings of the Draft GI Strategy consul't
a new Country Park or similar. However, since that consultation, last year, the setudts
Regulation 18 consultation clearly demonstrates that the creation of such a space is now a
very popular option.

Next steps

O«

We will update the Draft Green Infrastructure Strategy to reflect the consultation comments,
where appropriate.

0 The Draft Grea Infrastructure Strategy will be put forward for formal adoption.

0 Given the broad support for the policy options, we will seek to update the Local Plan to
incorporate them.

0 We will investigate further the opportunities available for the long term managefmepen

spaces.
0 We will produce or commission evidence to fully justify the policy proposals.
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The topic paper considered a wide range of complex issues surrounding health, social and cultural and
wellbeing, suclas loneliness, the ageing population, food and fuel poverty and the quality of housing.
The topic paper set out several policy proposals, rather than a single policy option, which we sought
views on whether they would be beneficial and justified and vehd¢fiere were any additional ideas
t hat could further benefit the Districtos

heal t h

We asked: Q1.Which new facilities in your local area could most help improve your health and
wellbeing?

You said: Better access to helatare facilities and being able to walk and cycle to access services,
facilities, employment and social events are the two things that you feel can most improve your health
and wellbeing.

Better access to healthcare facilities

Being able to walk or cycle to access to services,
facilities, employment or social events

Your house being cool in summer and warm in
winter

Better access to sports and leisure facilities

Being able to grow your own food

TYPE OF FACILITY

Better air quality
Better access to parks / green space

Larger garden

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
AGGREGATED & BALANCED RESPONSE SCORE

You also provided some other ideas to help improve health, sodaiultural wellbeing, which
werenbét already covered within the eight
address, including:

options

0 Community facilities (e.g. community hall§ 6 Facilities and cultural experiences for your
swimming pools open at convenient times people (e.g. leisure provision / cinema)
0 Wild spaces 0 Communityled scheme$ e.g. cohousing
0 Guidelires for size of gardens for different| 8 Increased space standards
sizes of houses / protection of gardens
0 Libraries
0 Design to be healthy
0 Places to gather in an informal manner, suU
0 Improved interaction with heritage & the as parks, recreation grounds, community
historic environment orchards, etc.
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We asked: Q2.Do you agree with the suggested policy options? If not, please explain why?

Officer comment: There was a broad level of
support for the suggested policy options with
nearly twothirds (64%) of respondents agreeing
with them.

28% Key reasons for the suppantcluded that the
policies would help mental health across all age
and improve ageelated design, increase physice
exercise, tackle fuel poverty and improve

64% accessibility to services, facilities and employme

It was suggested that the Local Plan $tiou
identify sites for accommodating older person
needs and provide a strategy to help older peop
to downsize. Concern was also raised that CO2
reduction measures would be expensive and hit

Yes = No ' Unsure

the poorest in society and that the sustainability of semlices could worsen at the expense of
improvements in more urban areas.

We asked: Q3 Are there any additional changes to the Local Plan that could help to improve health,
social and cultural wellbeing and inequalities in Cotswold District?

~

(0]

O¢ O« O«

O¢ O«

In addition b prioritising provision of / access to healthcare genetatlhe need for new

surgeries in Tetbury, Chipping Campden and Mickleton was highlighted.

Improve long distance dedicated cycle paths and lanes so more journeys can be made in a safe
way without ars.

Delivering more facilities to meet community needs within new developments.

Frontl oad infrastructure [/ service provision wi
people move in.

Provision to enable more local food networks (e.g. allotments, Gabas, etc.).

Community halls which are for social and recreational purposes (and should not be confused
with work hubs which are for economic purposes). New development should be required to
make a proportionate provision to meeting its own needsofmmunity meeting spaces and

this should be provided as part of all strategic developments.

Holiday homes / second homes are fracturing communities and causing social and cultural
harm.
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Next steps
Given the broad support for the policy options, we va#lsto update the Local Plan to incorporate

them.
0 We will produce or commission evidence to fully justify the policy proposals.
0 We wil |l not allocate sites for older persons:¢

the Local Plan.
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Weasked:QlaDo you agree with the measures wedre
buildings are safeguarded as we mitigate and adapt to the effects of climate change?

Officer comment: nearly threequarters of
respondents support theoposed measures. But
that needs to be balanced against responses to
guestions which reveal a degree of irritation
20% amongst some respondents who are willing to
adapt historic buildings to make them more clim
change resilient, but feel frustratedhwvhat they
see as Ared taped obs-
balance conflicting objectives is a classic planni
72% dilemma: in this instance conservation of the
historic environment on one hand and mitigating
and adapting to the effects of climate changé¢he
other. The two are not necessarily irreconcilable
is the job of the Local Plan Update to tackle that

Yes mNo ' Unsure

We asked: Q1lbAre there any other measures we should be considering?

You madea variety of suggestions, with the key themes being:

~

(0]

(0]

0

the need tallow greatefflexibility in making internal alterations to historic buildings to
enable better insulation and other climate change mitigation and adaptation measures;
the need to strike the rightilancebetween conservation and climate change mitigatiah
adaptation;

the costof adaptation and mitigation measures.

We asked: Q2afy ou agree that the preparation of a
is, for the reasons set out above, better addressed in a full review of the Local Plan rather than in this
partial update an@2b to explain why.

Officer comment: whilst officers had some doubt

as to whether the question was fully understood

some respondents, of those that supported the

delay until a full review of the Local Plan the
24% reasons included:

0 support but need to see a delivery
programme sooner rather thiater;
0 strategy addressing the climate emerger

63% should take precedence;

0 Hi storic Engl andds
issues may change, so wise to wait;
0 support but approach needs to be more

i nclusive and invo

Yes ®BNo ' Unsure

Of those who objected the delay, the reasons included:
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0 the danger of the strategy being fAbumpedo
0 need to address energy efficiency issue of historic buildings now and not later;

0 no need for a strategy, critefi@sed approach sufficient

0 there is no date fdhe Local Plan Review and hence no date for when the strategy will come

forward.

We asked: Q3Are there any other Local Plaelated issues or options on this topic paper that you
would like to raise?

You suggestedh range of things including:

0 the Councilshould consider preparing a Supplementary Planning Document (or another form
of guidance) to inform retrofitting of climate change mitigation and adaptation measures in
historic buildings;

concerns about the enforcement of apparent breaches of planntng oelating to historic
buildings.

O«

Overall officer observations

Of all the responses received, the most striking issue in the view of officers is the concern about
adaptation of historic buildings to make them better able to contribute to the mitigltionate

change impacts without falling foul of what some consider to be ewesltyictive rules. Respondents
appear willing to do this but require help and guidance, and a greater degree of flexibility in the
application of policy, to enable that. Ehis an interesting dilemma and a matter that, for the next stage
of the Local Plan Update, will need to be discussed with the Heritage Team and with Historic
England.
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Next steps

0 preparation of the Local Plan Update follows a statutory process. Thiormeat step is to

move from the Regulation 18 fAlssues and Optic
Regulation 19 stage where your responses are taken into account as part of the basis for
amendments to the Local Plan, formulation of fresh policies and.sb further round of

public participation and consultation is part of that stage.

0 a considerable number of responses you made require further consideration and evaluation,
and this is an essential task as part of preparing the Regulation 19 stage
0 one of he key challenges is to turn ideas into useable planning policies. In terms of the

Historic Environment Topic Paper, these challenges include:

3 the need to discuss with Historic England (HE) the general level of public support
there is for delaying prepara on of a fiPositive Strategy f
until we prepare a replacement Local Plan; and

3 -again something to discuss with colleagues at i4Ehe clear call from the public
for greater assistance in adapting their historic buildingseaice them more resilient
to the effects of climate change. This is also an issue for the Design Topic Paper and
could result in guidance from the Council in conjunction with HE or perhaps a
Suppl ementary Planning Document. So there
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The Housing Affordability topic paper explored
the many causal factors. It noted the impact this is having on communities, particularly younger

people. Rather than providirgsingle policy option, a range of policy proposals were provided and

views were sought on whether these were justified and beneficial, as well as any further ideas that
could be implemented in the Local Plan partial update.

We asked: QlaAre the suggsted policy
changes beneficial and deliverable? gidb.
Please explain why and any alternative
solutions that could be used?

Officer comment: There was a broad level of
support for the suggested policy changes, w
threefifths of respondents saying ththe
policy changes were beneficial and deliverak

60% Just over a fifth disagreed and just under a fi
were unsure.

Yes mNo ' Unsure

We asked: Q2 Are there any further policy changes that could maximise the delivery of affordable
housing, whilst also achievirgystainable development with regard to issues such as the need to
protect the high quality built and natural environment and reduce the need to drive?

In addition to the options already suggested in the topic papesaidthe following suggestions for
helping to boost the delivery of affordable housing:

New policies New strategies

0 Add a First Homes policy. 0 Downsizirg strategy to enable and

& Provide a housing requirement for each encourage people to downsize, which cou
settlement and a policy that is generally free up large homes for those who need th
supportive of housing in settlements (e.g. and reduce carbon footprints.
like Sedgemoor). 0 A holistic view of housing affordability,

which factors in house prices, utility bills,
cost of travel, etc. Alsoansider the delivery|
of local jobs and increasing energy

efficiency/creation as affordability policies.

Policy adjustments Affordable housing delivery

0 Reduce the affordable housing requireme Build homes specifically for young people,
threshold across the District from 11 to 10 Deliver more bungalows as affordable
more dwellings and add a requirement for homes.
sites of 0.5 hectare or more.

O« O«

Build more smaller homes and limit how
Reduce affordable housing requirementin  many 5+ bedroom homes are built.

the AONB from 5 to 3 dwellings. 0 Regdrict extensions of homes, as extension

make homes more expensive.

(@]
(@]
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Within Policy H2, refer to a net increase in
dwellings to ensure that replacement
dwellings are not included in the 30% or
40%.

Lower the threshold foreiquiring a sel
build plot from 20 dwelling to 10 dwelling
sites.

O«

We asked: Q3aDo you think restricting second home ownership in new developments in Cotswold
District would make the overall housing stock more affordable or less affordable?

You said: The majority of people
supported the idea of the Local Pla
restricting second home ownership
new developments and less than-ol
fifth were against the idea. This

27% broadly aligns with the split of
opinion on the effect of such a polic
would have a affordability, in
which 67% thought restricting

67% second home ownership in new

developments would make the
overall housing stock more
affordable with 5% thinking it would
become less affordable.

More affordable =® Less affordable No change

We asked: Q3cShould the local plan restrict
second homewnership in new developments

Officer comment: There was a strong appetit
to restrict second home ownership in new
developments. Furthermore, the issue of
second home ownership, holiday homes anc
AirBnBs negatively affecting communities wz
raised on nmerous occasions in responses t
this and other topic papers, as well as in the

75% feedback received in discussions at the Locz
Plan drop in events.

Yes mNo ' Unsure

We asked: Q3d.Should this be all new housing that is built or a proportion of new housing?
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70%
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PERCENTAGE OF RESPONSES

20%

10%

0%

All new housing that is built A proportion of new housing

A considerablenajority of respondents (71%) thought that second home restrictions should apply
within all new housing developments.

We asked: Q4 .Are there any other Local Plarlated issues or options on this topic paper that you
would like to raise?

~

o

Objection to ovedelivering housing countered with support for allocating more sites and
increasing the housing requirement to increase affordable housing delivery.

Support for focussing the delivery of affordable housing in Principal Settlements but concern
the housinglelivery test will boost affordable housing delivery in inaccessible locations.

Concern that the mix, size and type of homes should be evitlthead fully justified.

Next steps

O«

(@]

We will seek to implement some of the proposed policy options in the lecapartial
update.

We will investigate the additional policy suggestions that you provided.
We will produce / commission further evidence to support and fully justify any policy update.

We will look further into whether there is justification for introthgca policy that restricts
second / holiday home ownership and AirBnBs in new developments.
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11. Housing Need, Requirement, Supply and Delivery

The topic paper initially considered various issues in Cotswold District, such as the extreme high
levels of hstoric overdelivery of housing and the increased housing need. It also considered specialist
accommodation developments and the housing needs of Gypsies and Travellers.

We asked: Q1.s there an exceptional circumstance to use an alternative apprdhelstandard
method to calculate the minimum local housing need?

You said: Nearly twice as many people than

not thought that there is an exceptional

circumstance to use an alternative approach

the standard method to calculate the minimu

housing need 39% were unsuriesuch a large

proportion is reflective of the technical nature
37% of this question.

45%

Yes mNo ' Unsure

We asked: Q2 Please explain why?

The responses highlighted some confusion between
minimum housing neetlandwhether there are any exceptional circumstances for an alternative
approach to the g¢gov éandtheearious consildrasionstizat gd towaeds h o d
determining the Districtés housing requirement.
suggested for both, which are summarised in the table below.
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The standard method

has a harmful effect on,

and is in conflict with,

the statutory purpose
Effects of the pandemic / of an AONB

There are two separate markets increased home working have designation — 80% of

— ona to meet local need and caused a ‘race for space’ — Using an alternative the District is within

the other to meet a may affect the housing need | method to the the AONB and 5%

national/regional demand calculation standard method within Special
would take more work | Landscape Areas, Spending CIL funds on
and could delay the which protect the climate change
examination process. |setting of the AONB | measures

The standard method has a

harmful effect on climate change in
Standard method has an Cotswold District — it would result
affordability adjustment but does | in many homes in a rural district
not begin to tackle the actual with limited public transport /
affordability issue in Cotswold reliance on cars / high out-
District, so is ineffective commuting rates

Unsustainable level of growth
for Cotswold towns and
villages High demand for homes

Extreme past over-delivery results
in unrealistic household
Too little employment / projections, so the standard Could add to the length of time to
Need more homes for young | insufficient infrastructure method is unjustified as it does not | produce and examine the Local
people (schools, health care, etc.) provide proportionate evidence Plan

We asked: Q2aDo you agree that Option 2 is the most appropriate option for the District to
continue to deliver its housing requirement, maintain a five year housing land supply and pa:
Housng Delivery Test? an@2b. Please explain why?

You said: The majority of you agreed that
reviewing and updating the Local Plan housi
requirement for the remainder of the Local
Plan period and, if required, allocating
additional sites to maintainfeve year housing
land supply and pass the Housing Delivery
Test was the most appropriate option.

Reasons you gave in support of Option 2 we
that it would be better able to deliver plia
development. There was also support for
providing a flexible andbalanced housing lanc
supply and retaining the residual requiremen
methodology for calculating the requirement
against which the five year housing land sup
is measured.

»Yes mNo ' Unsure

It was commented that Option 1 could provide a stopgap for calculating theRlacdlfive year
supply housing requirement if the Local Plan partial update is delayed.

We asked: Q3aAre there any factual inaccuracies or missing information within the Strategic
Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (SHELAA)?Q@8d. Are you aware of any
additional land not already assessed in the SHELAA that is available for development?

You said: 127 people fed back potential factual inaccuracies or missing information within the
SHELAA. There were also 13 new site submissions. Thes$aliile taken into consideration in the
next SHELAA Update later in 2022.
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A large number of representations were received on a site in Lechlade (referenced as L33), which
were responding to a poster / flyer that had been distributed around Lechladeimperrof the

public. Unfortunately, the poster contained some incorrect information and omitted other important
information, which caused some unnecessary local concern.

To clarify, no sites have been recommended for allocation by the Local Plan patéitd ap yet. An

initial assessment of sites has been undertaken within the Strategic Housing and Economic Land
Availability Assessment (October 2021) (the SHELAA), which identified the site referenced as L33 in
Lechlade as a site for further consideratibimere is much further assessment work to do though

before any sites are recommended for allocation in the Local Plan, including a review of the SHELAA
in light of feedback from this Local Plan consultation.

The next Local Plan consultation will include recommendations on site allocations, so we would
encourage anyone interested in development in Lechladanywhere else in the Districto sign

up to ourLocal Plan consultation databasebe kept informed of updates on the Local Plan. The team
producing the Local Plan also hold consultation workshops, where we would be happy to answer your
guestions in person.

We asked: Q3b.What are the thremost important opportunities that you would want to deliver on
sites in your area?

The three most important things people wanted delivered in their area were affordable héysing (1
biodiversity net gain (®); and green corridors '€3.
Affordable housing
Biodiversity net gain
Green corridors
Carbon sequestration
Reduction in flood risk
New doctor’s surgery
Renewable energy generation
Allotments
Employment development / new jobs

Parks or gardens

TYPE OF FACILITY / SERVICE

New school
Civic space
Outdoor sports facilities

Something else

0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12% 14% 16% 18%
PERCENTAGE OF THEVOTE

We asked: Q4als the Local Plan currently working well with providing for the specialist
accommodation needs of older people? @48. How could the Local Plan further assist the
specialist accommodation needs of older people?
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You said: 63% of respondents were unsure
about whether the Local Planasrrently
working well with providing for the specialist
accommaodation needs of older people; 22%
thought it wasnét wo
thought it was.

When asked why, people commented that tk
needs to be more affordatdpecialist
accommodation for the elderly and homes n
to be accessible. Some felt, however, that ol
people need to be able to remain in the hear
their community. Requests were made for m
bungalows that are of a suitable size and the
policiesshould require Lifetime

62%

Yes = No ' Unsure

Homes. It was also commented that specialist accommodation site allocations should be made, so they
can be located near healthcare, social care and local facilities.

The advantages of specialist accommodation for the elderlysgemui e . g. t he val ue of
poundd within town centres; the health and wel/l
on local services; the efficient use of land and materials; and enabling older homeowners to downsize
and free updrger homes to those who need them.

b

We asked: Q5als the Local Plan currently working well with providing for the accommaodation
needs of Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople®&hdHow could the Local Plan further
assist the accommodation neext Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Showpeople?

You said: The majority of respondents (75%)
were unsure about whether the Local Plan is
currently working well with providing for the
accommodation needs Glypsies, Travellers
16% and TravellingShowpeople. 16% of
respondents thought it is working well and 8¢
thought it wasnét.

Cotswold District Council is in the process of
updating its Gypsy and Traveller

75% Accommodation Assessment and Gypsy Sit¢
Assessment, which will provide further insigt
on this issue and whether the Local Plan nee
to be updated in this regard.

Yes mNo ' Unsure

Next steps

0 Having reviewed all the responses, we maintain that Option 2 is the most suitable option.

O«

Evidence presented to date does not indicate that there are exceptional circesnstaise an
alternative to the standard method to calculate the minimum housing need. Unless additional
evidence emerges to the contrary, the Council will proceed to the next stage (a draft plan) on
this basis.
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O«

We will look into the issues that weresad on the Strategic Housing and Economic Land
Availability Assessment and will reassess sites / assess new site submissions to reflect the
consultation feedback.

We will undertake an assessment to convert the housing need into a housing requirement,
whichwill take consideration of the various issues such as increasing the delivery of
affordable housing, protecting and enhancing the Cotswolds National Landscape (the Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty) and its setting, land availability and several attesfa

We will undertake an evaluation of the available land to inform the recommendation of further
sites to deliver the updated housing requirement.
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Responses to this topic paper should be read in combination with infrastructaserégsad in other
topic papers, such as Economy and Employment; Green Infrastructure; Housing Affordability;
Responding to the Climate Emergency; and Sustainable Transport and Air Quality.

We asked:Q1 What infrastructure is required in your &2a

Officer comment: electric vehicle charging, public transport and walking & cycling infrastructure are
clear frontrunners.

6we pointed out that not all infrastructure requests can be delivered through the Local Plan. Howes¢hisvisanot possible,
information gathered from this question can be relayed to other Coehaitrategies, external organisations, as well as providing evidence

for Neighbourhood Plans.
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