Respondent No: 529

Q1. Title Mr

Q2. First Name Samuel

Q3. Last Name Croft

Q4. Job Title (where relevant) Planning Manager

Q5. Organisation (where relevant) Hannick Developments Ltd

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

SBC admin note: Please also see attached response. Hannick Developments Ltd supports the Plan’s overall vision of
focusing growth within the urban area and at strategic locations such as the New Eastern Villages and Wichelstowe.
However, the omission of sustainable extensions to key settlements, including Wroughton, reduces flexibility and places
undue reliance on a limited number of large and complex sites. Land at Overtown, Wroughton represents a sustainable and
logical location for growth. The site adjoins the settlement, benefits from good accessibility to local services, and can deliver
a landscape-led and heritage-sensitive extension that provides housing, green infrastructure, and community benefits. Its
allocation would diversify the housing supply, support local facilities, and strengthen delivery within the first five years of the
plan period. Further justification and supporting evidence are provided in the accompanying Detailed Representations to the

Swindon Borough Local Plan (Overtown, Wroughton), which should be read alongside this form.



Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

The Plan should be modified to: ¢ Allocate land at Overtown, Wroughton for a new sustainable community guided by a
landscape-led masterplan incorporating green infrastructure, heritage mitigation, and active travel connections; « Update the
housing trajectory to include Overtown as a deliverable and developable site contributing to early and sustained housing
delivery; and < Publish an updated Site Selection Topic Paper and Sustainability Appraisal assessing Overtown as a
reasonable alternative consistent with NPPF paragraph 32 and Planning Practice Guidance. These changes would ensure
the Local Plan is positively prepared, justified, effective, and consistent with national policy. For full supporting evidence and
context, please refer to the accompanying Detailed Representations document submitted on behalf of Hannick
Developments Ltd.
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Hannick Developments Ltd (“Hannick”) promotes land at Overtown, Wroughton for a

Executive Summary

new sustainable community delivering housing, green infrastructure, and supporting
facilities for new and existing residents. The site adjoins Wroughton and offers the
opportunity to deliver a landscape-led and heritage-sensitive extension to the settlement

that contributes meaningfully to Swindon’s housing needs.

The proposal aligns with the objectives of the Swindon Borough Local Plan and the tests
of soundness under NPPF paragraph 36, being positively prepared, justified, effective,
and consistent with national policy. It supports the vitality of a sustainable rural
settlement in accordance with NPPF paragraph 79 and contributes to a diverse and

flexible housing supply consistent with NPPF paragraph 73.

Hannick seeks the allocation of land at Overtown, Wroughton as a new sustainable
community, supported by an indicative framework for access, green infrastructure, and

phasing.
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Introduction

Hannick Developments Ltd (“Hannick”) welcomes the opportunity to submit
representations to the Swindon Borough Local Plan 2023-2043 (Regulation 18).
Hannick is a long-established regional housebuilder and land promoter with a
successful track record of delivering high-quality housing developments across

Wiltshire and Swindon.

These representations form part of a suite of submissions made by Hannick to
the current Regulation 18 consultation, covering a number of sites within
Swindon Borough that Hannick is promoting through the emerging Local Plan.
Each submission relates to a specific land interest and has been prepared to
assist the Council in developing a robust and deliverable strategy for growth

across the plan period.

This document focuses specifically on land at Overtown, Wroughton, which
Hannick is promoting for a new sustainable community providing housing, green
infrastructure, and associated facilities. The site adjoins the existing settlement
edge and represents a logical and deliverable location for future growth. The land
is predominantly in agricultural use, bounded by hedgerows and crossed by

existing public rights of way.

The site boundary is shown on Appendix O-A: Site Location Plan. These
representations set out the planning justification for the site’s allocation and
outline the principles that would guide its future development. Proportionate
technical evidence addressing landscape, heritage, ecology, transport, and
drainage will be provided at the Regulation 19 stage or as part of a subsequent

planning application.
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Site and Vision

The site lies to the south of Swindon, on the southern side of settlement of
Wroughton. It comprises a series of agricultural fields enclosed by mature
vegetation, creating a well-defined landscape framework. Its proximity to
Wroughton’s existing services, schools, and public transport makes it a

sustainable location for development.

The vision for the site is to deliver a landscape-led and community-focused
extension to Wroughton that provides a mix of homes supported by green
corridors, recreational space, and improved pedestrian and cycle links. The site
is located on the southern side of Wroughton in a contained landscape context.
The masterplan will be landscape led, focusing new development within visually
contained parcels and strengthening green structure to conserve the wider

setting.
The key principles of development include:

e Focusing built form within visually contained parcels while retaining open
land on sensitive edges;

e Creating a connected network of green infrastructure including public
open space, ecological habitats, and nature-based SuDS;

e Enhancing accessibility through walking and cycling routes linking to the
existing rights of way and village centre;

e Supporting a mix of homes, including affordable housing, consistent with
identified needs;

e Providing opportunities for new community and recreational facilities that

serve both new and existing residents.

The site offers a flexible and deliverable opportunity capable of contributing early

in the plan period and sustaining supply thereafter. Its delivery can be phased to
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align with infrastructure provision, helping to address identified shortfalls in the

five-year housing land supply consistent with NPPF paragraph 78.
Planning Policy Context and Alighment

The draft Local Plan focuses growth within the urban area and at major strategic
allocations such as NEV, Kingsdown, and Wichelstowe. While these form
important parts of the housing strategy, they carry complex delivery risks and
long lead-in times. Smaller and medium-sized sites at sustainable settlements

such as Wroughton are essential to diversify supply and maintain delivery rates.

Wroughton functions as a large rural service centre, with a range of facilities
including primary and secondary schools, shops, healthcare provision, and
regular public transport services. Allocating additional land here would maintain
the vitality of the settlement and align with NPPF paragraph 79, which supports

proportionate rural growth to sustain local communities.

The proposed allocation at Overtown is consistent with the Local Plan’s
overarching objectives to boost housing delivery and enhance sustainability. It
supports the NPPF’s principles of making effective use of land (paragraph 119)
and achieving well-designed, sustainable places that integrate housing,

landscape, and infrastructure.

Allocation would also assist the Plan in meeting the tests of soundness at NPPF
paragraph 36, ensuring it is positively prepared, justified, effective, and

consistent with national policy.

Housing Requirement, Supply and the Role of Overtown

The Local Housing Needs Assessment 2025 identifies a minimum requirement

of 24,100 dwellings across the plan period (1,205 dwellings per annum). The Plan
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proposes provision of 25,500 dwellings, offering only a limited buffer above the
minimum need.

Evidence from the Authority Monitoring Report 2024/25 and Five-Year Housing
Land Supply Statement 2025 confirms that Swindon currently has a shortfall in
deliverable housing supply. Large strategic sites such as NEV and Wichelstowe
are delivering slower than anticipated, placing continued pressure on the

Council’s trajectory.

Allocating Overtown would provide an additional strategic but deliverable site
capable of early housing completions and continued delivery through the plan
period. The site’s scale and relationship with Wroughton enable a phased

approach that can respond flexibly to market conditions.

Its inclusion would ensure compliance with NPPF paragraph 73, which
emphasises the importance of providing a range of sites, including small and

medium-sized opportunities, to diversify housing delivery.
Access, Movement and Connectivity

Vehicular access to the proposed allocation can be achieved from Comet Way
without significant engineering or environmental constraints, subject to detailed
design and normal approvals. The scheme will deliver a safe and suitable access
for all users and will provide walking and cycling connections to local

destinations.

The development would prioritise safe pedestrian and cycle connections and

public transport integration.

The site’s proximity to existing services and its connectivity to Wroughton make
it inherently sustainable, providing opportunities to reduce reliance on the

private car and support active travel.
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Landscape and Green Infrastructure

The site lies within the North Wessex Downs National Landscape. A sensitive and
landscape-led masterplanning approach will ensure that development
integrates within the topography, retains key views, and enhances landscape

character.

Green infrastructure will be provided, including open space, green corridors, and
new tree planting to create defensible boundaries and deliver biodiversity net

gain. This approach aligns with NPPF paragraphs 174, 180, 182 and 185.

The landscape strategy will include opportunities for habitat creation, nature-
based drainage, and enhancement of the public rights of way network, providing

community and ecological benefits.
Heritage

The surrounding area includes heritage assets of local and national importance.
A proportionate Heritage Impact Assessment will be prepared to assess

potential effects and guide masterplanning.

Development will be located and designed to avoid harm to heritage
significance. Any minor residual effects would be considered less than
substantial harm and weighed against the public benefits in accordance with

NPPF paragraphs 207 and 208.
Ecology and Biodiversity Net Gain

Baseline ecological surveys will be undertaken to inform a Biodiversity Net Gain

Strategy.
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The development will deliver a minimum 10% biodiversity net gain, exceeding
statutory requirements and contributing to ecological connectivity across the

site.
Flood Risk and Drainage

The site lies predominantly within Flood Zone 1 and is therefore at low risk of

fluvial flooding.

A site-wide drainage strategy will incorporate sustainable drainage systems
(SuDS) including infiltration, attenuation basins and swales, designed in

accordance with NPPF paragraph 167.
Social Infrastructure and Placemaking

The proposed development will provide a mix of homes, including affordable

housing, supported by new and enhanced community infrastructure.

The layout will incorporate high-quality public open space, play areas, and safe
walking and cycling connections, ensuring that the scheme integrates with and

supports Wroughton’s existing community.
Sustainability Appraisal and Site Selection

The Interim Sustainability Appraisal accompanying the Regulation 18 draft
focuses predominantly on urban intensification and large strategic sites. To be
justified under NPPF paragraph 32, the Plan must demonstrate that all
reasonable alternatives have been considered, including sustainable extensions

to existing settlements such as Wroughton.
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Hannick requests that the Council prepares an updated Site Selection Topic
Paper to transparently assess Overtown as a reasonable alternative, consistent

with PPG Plan-making (Ref. ID: 61-018-61-019).

Recommended Modifications

To ensure that the Local Plan is sound under NPPF paragraph 36, the following

modifications are requested:

e Allocate land at Overtown, Wroughton for a new sustainable community.
Development should be guided by a landscape-led masterplan that
integrates green infrastructure, protects heritage assets, and provides
new pedestrian and cycle links to Wroughton.

e Update the housing trajectory to include Overtown as a deliverable site
contributing to early and sustained supply, consistent with NPPF
paragraph 73 and PPG Housing Supply and Delivery (Ref. ID: 68-007).

e Publish a Site Selection Topic Paper and updated Sustainability Appraisal
assessing Overtown as areasonable alternative in accordance with NPPF

paragraph 32.
Conclusions

The allocation of land at Overtown, Wroughton would strengthen the Local Plan’s
spatial strategy by providing a deliverable, landscape-led and sustainable

extension to a well-served settlement.

The proposal aligns with the NPPF and Local Plan objectives to boost housing
supply, diversify delivery, and enhance sustainability. Its allocation would ensure
the Plan is positively prepared, justified, effective, and consistent with national

policy.
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Respondent No: 530

Q1. Title Mr

Q2. First Name Samuel

Q3. Last Name Croft

Q4. Job Title (where relevant) Planning Manager

Q5. Organisation (where relevant) Hannick Developments Ltd

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

SBC admin note: Please also see attached response. Hannick Developments Ltd supports the Plan’s overall vision to deliver
sustainable growth but considers that the omission of sites at Stanton Fitzwarren weakens its flexibility and fails to make full
use of sustainable opportunities adjoining the Swindon urban area. Land at Highworth Road and Land West of Trenchard
Road, Stanton Fitzwarren, represent logical and well-contained extensions to the settlement, capable of accommodating
approximately 230-240 dwellings in total. Both sites are available, achievable and deliverable within the plan period, with
capacity to contribute to Swindon’s five-year housing land supply and wider economic objectives. The inclusion of these
sites would diversify housing supply, align residential and employment growth near South Marston Park, and enhance the
Plan’s soundness in accordance with paragraph 36 of the NPPF. Further details and supporting evidence are provided in the
accompanying Detailed Representations to the Swindon Borough Local Plan (Stanton Fitzwarren), which should be read

alongside this form.



Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

The Plan should be modified to:+ Allocate Land at Highworth Road, Stanton Fitzwarren for residential and/or
complementary mixed-use development of approximately 200 dwellings; ¢ Allocate Land West of Trenchard Road, Stanton
Fitzwarren for residential development of approximately 30—40 dwellings; and ¢ Update the housing and employment
trajectories and the evidence base (including the Site Selection Topic Paper and Sustainability Appraisal) to assess these
sites as reasonable alternatives. These changes would ensure that the Local Plan is positively prepared, justified, effective
and consistent with national policy, providing a more balanced and resilient strategy for housing and employment delivery
across the Borough. For full justification, please refer to the accompanying Detailed Representations document submitted

on behalf of Hannick Developments Ltd.
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Hannick Developments Ltd (“Hannick”) is promoting two parcels of land at Stanton

Executive Summary

Fitzwarren for development within the Swindon Borough Local Plan 2023-2043

(Regulation 18 Draft):

e Land at Highworth Road, Stanton Fitzwarren, promoted for residential,
commercial or other alternative sustainable uses; and
e Land West of Trenchard Road, Stanton Fitzwarren, promoted for residential

development.

Together, these sites represent logical, well-contained opportunities for growth adjacent
tothe existing settlement, with combined potential to deliver approximately 230-240 new
homes, alongside green infrastructure and associated benefits in a sustainable location

close to Swindon’s northern urban edge.

The proposals align with the tests of soundness in NPPF paragraph 36, being positively
prepared, justified, effective, and consistent with national policy. They contribute to the
diversity and flexibility of the Borough’s housing supply in accordance with NPPF
paragraphs 73, 78, and 79.

This submission forms part of a suite of representations prepared by Hannick covering its
land interests across the Borough. Each site has been promoted to assist the Councilin

delivering a balanced, deliverable, and resilient Local Plan.
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Introduction

Hannick Developments Ltd welcomes the opportunity to comment on the
Swindon Borough Local Plan 2023-2043 (Regulation 18 Draft). Hannick is a long-
established regional developer and land promoter with a strong record of
delivering sustainable and well-designed housing schemes across Swindon and

the South West.

These representations relate specifically to two land interests at Stanton
Fitzwarren, both of which present realistic and deliverable opportunities for

development during the plan period:

e Land at Highworth Road, Stanton Fitzwarren, promoted for residential,
commercial or other alternative sustainable uses; and
e Land West of Trenchard Road, Stanton Fitzwarren, promoted for

residential development.

Both sites are well related to existing development and benefit from access to
the established road network, local services, and employment opportunities
around Stratton St Margaret and north Swindon, with combined capacity for

approximately 230-240 dwellings across the two sites.

The boundaries of the sites are shown on Appendix SFA1 and SF1: Site Plans.

These representations form part of a wider suite of submissions made by
Hannick in respect of its various land interests within the Borough. Each
submission is intended to assist the Council in ensuring that the Local Plan is
sound, positively prepared, and deliverable across a range of locations and site

types.
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Site Context and Opportunities

Land at Highworth Road, Stanton Fitzwarren

The site extends to approximately 10.9 hectares (26 acres) and lies immediately
north of Stratton St Margaret and east of Stanton Fitzwarren. It comprises
predominantly Grade 3 agricultural land, enclosed by established hedgerows

and with direct frontage to Highworth Road.

The surrounding area features a mix of uses including residential development,
employment land and renewable energy infrastructure, creating a transitional
landscape between the urban edge of Swindon and the open countryside.
Notably, the site lies opposite South Marston Park, one of Swindon’s principal
employment locations, providing an opportunity to deliver new homes in close

proximity to existing jobs and services.

The site offers potential for a landscape-led mixed-use development
accommodating around 200 dwellings, alongside opportunities for
complementary or alternative sustainable uses that could support the local
economy and reinforce the role of South Marston Park as a key employment hub.
The site’s scale, accessibility and containment make it well-suited to a well-
designed, sustainable extension that would integrate with existing infrastructure

while enhancing local green infrastructure networks.

Land West of Trenchard Road, Stanton Fitzwarren

The second site extends to approximately 2.2 hectares (5.5 acres) and is located
on the western side of Trenchard Road, immediately adjoining the existing built
form of Stanton Fitzwarren. The land comprises mainly Grade 4 agricultural land,
bounded by mature vegetation which provides strong landscape containment

and a defined edge to the settlement.
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The site is capable of accommodating a modest, sensitively designed residential
development of approximately 30 to 40 dwellings, which would respect the
village’s rural character while supporting its vitality and helping to meet local
housing needs. Development here would represent a logical and proportionate
extension to Stanton Fitzwarren, consistent with the NPPF’s emphasis on

supporting sustainable growth in rural communities.
Planning Policy Context and Alignment

Neither site is currently allocated in the adopted Swindon Local Plan 2026 nor

identified in the Regulation 18 draft.

Both sites were considered in the 2025 SHELAA, which identified constraints
relating to landscape and, for Trenchard Road, flood risk and heritage. However,
these issues can be addressed through proportionate and site-specific

mitigation at planning application stage.

The absence of allocations at Stanton Fitzwarren represents a missed
opportunity for proportionate, sustainable growth within a well-connected rural
settlement close to the Swindon urban area. Allocating these sites would help

diversify the housing supply and provide early deliverable opportunities.

Allocations at Stanton Fitzwarren would support NPPF paragraph 79, which
seeks to promote sustainable development in rural areas by locating housing
where it will enhance or maintain the vitality of communities, and paragraph 73,
which emphasises the importance of a range of sites to ensure choice and

flexibility.

Housing and Employment Need

The Local Housing Needs Assessment (2025) identifies a minimum requirement

of 24,100 dwellings (1,205 dwellings per annum) across the plan period. The
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Plan’s proposed supply of 25,500 dwellings provides only a limited buffer above
this figure and remains heavily dependent on a small number of strategic and

urban sites.

The Authority Monitoring Report (2024/25) confirms that the Borough currently
has a housing land supply of approximately 4.9 years, below the five-year
threshold required by paragraph 78 of the National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF). Additional deliverable and developable sites are therefore required to

ensure flexibility and resilience within the trajectory.

The Employment Needs and Land Supply Study (March 2025) identifies an
ongoing requirement for additional employment land, particularly for industrial
and logistics uses, to meet business demand and support the Borough’s long-
term economic growth. In this context, the Highworth Road site lies opposite
South Marston Park, an established employment location, offering the
opportunity to bring forward housing adjacent to existing jobs and services. This
proximity provides potential for complementary uses that could further support

the local economy and reduce the need for longer-distance commuting.

Allocation of the Highworth Road site (circa 200 dwellings) would diversify supply
and is capable of early commencement following allocation, enabling
contributions within the five-year housing land supply period, subject to a timely
application and standard pre-commencement approvals. The Trenchard Road
site (circa 30-40 dwellings) also offers early delivery potential and could deliver
initial completions within the first five years of the plan period, ensuring

continuity of supply and supporting the Council’s short-term housing trajectory.

Together, the Highworth Road and Trenchard Road sites would provide a
balanced and scalable contribution to both housing and employment needs.
They would strengthen the spatial strategy by aligning new residential growth

with existing employment areas, enhancing accessibility, and promoting a more
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sustainable pattern of development for Stanton Fitzwarren and the wider north-

eastern edge of Swindon.
Environmental and Technical Considerations

Both sites are largely unconstrained and suitable for development subject to

proportionate mitigation.

The Highworth Road site lies within Flood Zone 1 and benefits from strong
boundary planting that would assist in integrating development within the
landscape. The site’s location adjacent to the A361 and A419 corridors ensures

good accessibility to employment, services, and transport infrastructure.

The Trenchard Road site lies partly within Flood Zones 2 and 3, but development
can be directed to areas of lower risk with SuDS incorporated to manage surface
water. Built form would be set back from sensitive boundaries, with open space

and planting used to reinforce visual containment and preserve the village edge.

Both sites offer significant opportunities for biodiversity net gain, through
hedgerow enhancement, habitat creation, and new planting, consistent with

NPPF paragraph 174.

Heritage considerations, particularly at Trenchard Road, can be addressed
through layout design guided by a proportionate Heritage Impact Assessment,

ensuring compliance with NPPF paragraphs 207-208.
Deliverability

Both land parcels are in single ownership and are available, achievable, and

deliverable within the plan period.
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Infrastructure connections, including access, utilities, and highway links, are

available or can be readily achieved without major strategic intervention.

The sites can come forward either independently or in a coordinated manner,
allowing for phased delivery of around 200 dwellings at Highworth Road and 30—
40 dwellings at Trenchard Road. This approach would align with infrastructure
provision and market demand, consistent with PPG Housing Supply and Delivery

(Ref. ID: 68-007).
Sustainability and Accessibility

Stanton Fitzwarren benefits from proximity to Stratton St Margaret, Highworth,
and north Swindon, providing access to schools, shops, healthcare, and
employment areas. Bus services operate along Highworth Road and local routes

connect to the wider public transport network.

Development at both sites would support sustainable travel and could deliver
improvements to pedestrian and cycle connections, consistent with NPPF

paragraphs 104-105 and 112.
Conclusion and Recommended Modifications

The allocation of Land at Highworth Road and Land West of Trenchard Road,
Stanton Fitzwarren, would strengthen the Local Plan’s deliverability and
flexibility. Together, these sites could provide approximately 230-240 dwellings
alongside new green infrastructure and biodiversity enhancements, supporting
early housing delivery and offering scope for complementary uses that align with
the Borough’s economic objectives. The Highworth Road site, in particular, offers
a strategic opportunity to deliver housing adjacent to South Marston Park,
helping to integrate employment and residential development and support

sustainable patterns of growth on the northern edge of Swindon.
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Allocating these sites would diversify the Borough’s housing supply, provide
near-term delivery within the five-year housing land supply period, and assist in
meeting both housing and employment needs in accordance with the National
Planning Policy Framework. Development would be guided by landscape-led
masterplanning, ensuring that new built form respects local character and

delivers measurable biodiversity and infrastructure benefits.

Hannick therefore requests that the Swindon Borough Local Plan 2023-2043 be
modified to include Land at Highworth Road and Land West of Trenchard Road,
Stanton Fitzwarren, as sustainable and deliverable allocations. Their inclusion
would enhance the Plan’s overall soundness under NPPF paragraph 36 by
ensuring it is positively prepared, justified, effective, and consistent with

national policy.
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Appendix SFA1 - Highworth Road Site Plan
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Appendix SFA2 - Trenchard Road Site Plan
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Respondent No: 531

Q1. Title Mr

Q2. First Name Samuel

Q3. Last Name Croft

Q4. Job Title (where relevant) Planning Manager

Q5. Organisation (where relevant) Hannick Homes & Developments Ltd

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

SBC admin note: Please also see attached response. Hannick Homes & Developments Ltd supports the Plan’s overall
vision for sustainable growth but considers that the omission of Land at The Marsh, Wanborough undermines flexibility and
does not reflect recent changes to the local context following completion of the Southern Connector Road (SCR). The site
lies between the SCR and The Marsh and represents a logical, sustainable and well-contained opportunity for future
housing growth on the edge of the New Eastern Villages (NEV). Development here could deliver approximately 120-150
dwellings within a landscape-led framework that supports biodiversity, green infrastructure and the long-term restoration of
the Wilts & Berks Canal. Its inclusion would strengthen housing supply resilience, make efficient use of existing
infrastructure, and support the eastern growth strategy in accordance with NPPF paragraphs 73 and 79. Further justification
and technical detail are provided in the accompanying Detailed Representations to the Swindon Borough Local Plan (The

Marsh, Wanborough), which should be read alongside this form.



Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

The Plan should be modified to: < Allocate Land at The Marsh, Wanborough for residential development (approximately
120—-150 dwellings) within a landscape-led masterplan that integrates with the Southern Connector Road and the Wilts &
Berks Canal corridor; « Recognise the strategic importance of smaller, well-located sites adjacent to major growth areas in
enhancing delivery flexibility and housing supply resilience; and « Update the Site Selection Topic Paper and Sustainability
Appraisal to assess The Marsh as a reasonable alternative consistent with NPPF paragraph 32. These modifications would
ensure that the Local Plan is positively prepared, justified, effective and consistent with national policy, aligning growth with
infrastructure delivery and environmental enhancement. For full evidence and reasoning, please refer to the accompanying

Detailed Representations document submitted on behalf of Hannick Homes & Developments Ltd.
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Swindon Borough Council

Swindon Local Plan 2023 - 2043: Regulation 18
Consultation Draft

The Marsh, Wanborough

On behalf of Hannick Homes & Developments Ltd
October 2025
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Hannick Homes & Developments Ltd (“Hannick”) is promoting Land at The Marsh,

Executive Summary

Wanborough, as a logical and sustainable location for future residential development on
the southern edge of Swindon’s eastern growth area. The site occupies land between the
Southern Connector Road (SCR) and The Marsh, benefitting from dual frontage and direct
access opportunities. It represents one of the few remaining well-contained and
accessible sites capable of supporting a proportionate level of housing growth alongside

the New Eastern Villages (NEV) allocation.

The site could deliver approximately 120-150 dwellings supported by new green
infrastructure, open space, and drainage features, contributing to Swindon’s housing
need while reinforcing the settlement edge. Development would also support the
Council’s long-term objective of safeguarding and re-establishing the Wilts & Berks Canal

as a navigable waterway.

This submission forms part of a suite of representations by Hannick to the Swindon
Borough Local Plan 2023-2043 (Regulation 18 Draft), focusing on ensuring the plan is
positively prepared, justified, effective, and consistent with national policy as required by

paragraph 36 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).
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Introduction

Hannick Homes & Developments Ltd (“Hannick”) is promoting Land at The
Marsh, Wanborough for residential development as a logical and sustainable
future extension to the eastern growth area of Swindon, located between the
Southern Connector Road (SCR) and The Marsh. The site benefits from direct
frontage to both, offering a clear opportunity to integrate with planned and
existing infrastructure and to contribute to the delivery of the safeguarded Wilts

& Berks Canal route.

This representation forms part of a suite of submissions made by Hannick in
response to the Swindon Borough Local Plan 2023-2043 Regulation 18
consultation, covering the company’s wider land interests across Swindon

Borough.

The proposal accords with the tests of soundness set out in paragraph 36 of the
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). Development of the site would help
to meetidentified housing needs, enhance green infrastructure, and support the

long-term success and connectivity of the New Eastern Villages (NEV).
A site location plan is provided at Appendix M-A.
Site Context and Opportunities

The site occupies a sustainable location on the southern edge of Swindon’s
planned growth area. It lies close to the New Eastern Villages allocation and
forms part of a logical area for future expansion of the settlement pattern,
supporting long-term housing delivery and infrastructure investment in this part

of the Borough.

Development of the site would also support the restoration and enhancement of

the Wilts & Berks Canal corridor, which runs immediately to the south, aligning

: www.hannick.com
Dammas Lane, Old Town Swindon SN1 3EF
7130 89

Hannick Homes & Developments Ltd. Registered Office: Dammas
Registered in England 1403587. V2




2.3

2.4

3.0

3.1

3.2

Hannick K\

with the Council’s ongoing objective of safeguarding the canal route and

supporting its long-term re-establishment as a navigable waterway.

The land comprises open agricultural fields bounded by established hedgerows
and vegetation. It is broadly level and visually well-contained by the SCR to the
west and The Marsh to the east, providing a clear physical envelope for
development. To the north, the site is bordered by existing fields that separate it
from the southernmost extent of the NEV, while to the south lies the safeguarded
canal corridor, creating opportunities for ecological enhancement and

recreational connectivity.

The surrounding context includes emerging development associated with the
NEV, existing rural properties, and key infrastructure links, making this an ideal
location for a sensitively designed, landscape-led development that supports
the Borough’s spatial strategy while retaining separation from the historic core of

Wanborough village.
Planning Policy Context and Alighment

The site is not currently allocated for developmentin either the adopted Swindon
Local Plan 2026 or the Regulation 18 draft of the emerging plan. It lies close to,
but outside, the New Eastern Villages allocation boundary and within an area

identified as part of the non-coalescence zone under Policy NC3.

A well-designed scheme could maintain settlement separation while utilising
existing and planned infrastructure to deliver sustainable growth. The 2025
Strategic Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment (SHELAA)
categorises the site and its surroundings as not currently suitable for

development, referencing landscape and accessibility constraints.
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However, the completion of the Southern Connector Road has fundamentally
changed the accessibility context, improving local connectivity and making the

site a viable development opportunity.

S e SOUTHERN CONNECTOR ROAD

In policy terms, the site aligns with NPPF paragraph 73, which encourages local
planning authorities to identify a range of sites to provide flexibility and
deliverability throughout the plan period, and paragraph 79, which supports
sustainable growth in well-located areas that reinforce existing communities

and infrastructure.

The Local Plan should therefore be modified to include the Land at The Marsh,
Wanborough, recognising its strategic location and contribution to housing

supply resilience and infrastructure-led growth.

Housing Need, Supply and Deliverability

The Local Housing Needs Assessment (2025) identifies a minimum requirement
of 24,100 dwellings (1,205 dwellings per annum) across the plan period. The
Council’s 2025 Five-Year Housing Land Supply Statement identifies a supply of
only 4.9 years, below the requirement of paragraph 78 of the NPPF, meaning
additional deliverable and developable sites are required to ensure a robust

housing trajectory.

‘ ‘eb: www.hannick.com
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The emerging Local Plan continues to rely heavily on a limited number of large
strategic sites, including the New Eastern Villages (NEV) and Wichelstowe, as
well as complex regeneration-led allocations within Central Swindon. These
central sites face significant delivery challenges, including fragmented land
ownership, infrastructure dependencies, viability pressures, and the need for
public sector intervention to enable delivery. In this context, introducing
complementary, readily deliverable sites such as Land at The Marsh would
enhance flexibility and resilience within the housing trajectory, ensuring that
housing delivery can continue at a steady rate alongside, and not wholly

dependent upon, these large-scale and urban regeneration schemes.

The site offers the potential to deliver around 120 to 150 dwellings, providing a
meaningful but proportionate contribution to the Borough’s housing need while
supporting wider infrastructure and landscape objectives. Development would
make efficient use of existing investmentin the SCR, contribute to the restoration
of the Wilts & Berks Canal corridor, and reinforce the sustainable transport

framework for Swindon’s eastern growth area.

The site is under the control of Hannick ensuring that it is available, suitable and
achievable within the plan period. The land is free from ownership or legal
constraints that would delay development. With appropriate masterplanning,
the site could deliver early in the plan period and assist in maintaining a

continuous housing land supply.
Environmental and Technical Considerations

The site lies largely within Flood Zone 1, with only limited areas potentially
affected by surface water flow paths. Built development would be directed to the
lowest risk parts of the site, with Sustainable Drainage Systems incorporated to

manage runoff in accordance with paragraph 167 of the NPPF.
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Baseline evidence indicates that the site comprises mainly improved grassland
of low ecological value. Development could achieve at least a 10 per cent
biodiversity net gain through hedgerow enhancement, habitat creation and
integration with the canal corridor, consistent with the Environment Act 2021 and

paragraph 186 of the NPPF.

The site is visually enclosed by existing vegetation and the SCR embankment. Its
development would have limited visual impact on wider views and would form a
logical, contained addition to the settlement pattern. A comprehensive
landscape strategy could deliver new planting, open space and ecological

connectivity.

There are Grade Il listed buildings in the wider area, including Moat Cottage and
Lake Cottage, though these are physically and visually separated from the site by
intervening land and vegetation. A proportionate heritage assessment would

ensure that potential effects are fully understood and mitigated.

The site benefits from dual frontage to both The Marsh and the SCR, providing
multiple access options. This unique configuration allows for a highly deliverable
access strategy, including safe vehicular entry, pedestrian links, and integration
with the SCR’s walking and cycling infrastructure, consistent with paragraphs

104 and 112 of the NPPF.
Recommended Modifications

To ensure that the Swindon Borough Local Plan 2023-2043 is sound and legally

compliant, the following modifications are sought.

The plan should be amended to allocate Land at The Marsh, Wanborough for
residential development, delivering approximately 120 to 150 dwellings within a

landscape-led framework that reinforces the eastern edge of Swindon and
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integrates with the Southern Connector Road and the Wilts & Berks Canal

corridor.

The supporting text should acknowledge the contribution of smaller, well-
located sites adjacent to major growth areas in providing flexibility and resilience

to the Borough’s housing supply.

The plan should recognise the strategic importance of the Wilts & Berks Canal as
an environmental and recreational asset and confirm the Council’s commitment
to safeguarding its route and supporting its long-term restoration as a navigable

waterway.

These modifications would ensure that the plan is positively prepared, justified,
effective, and consistent with national policy, in accordance with paragraph 36

of the NPPF.
Conclusions

Land at The Marsh, Wanborough represents a logical and sustainable extension
to the eastern growth area of Swindon. Although located outside the current NEV
boundary, it is directly influenced by and well related to the NEV’s infrastructure

and spatial framework.

Development of the site would contribute to the delivery of new housing,
enhance biodiversity and landscape character, and support the restoration and

long-term safeguarding of the Wilts & Berks Canal.

The allocation of this site would ensure that the Swindon Borough Local Plan is
positively prepared, justified, effective and consistent with national policy, in

accordance with paragraph 36 of the NPPF.
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Hannick therefore requests that the Swindon Borough Local Plan 2023-2043 be
modified to include Land at The Marsh, Wanborough as a residential allocation,
forming a natural and sustainable extension between The Marsh and the

Southern Connector Road to reinforce the eastern growth strategy for Swindon.
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Appendix M-A - The Marsh Site Plan
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Respondent No: 532 I

. Title not answered

. First Name Oliver

. Last Name Murray

. Job Title (where relevant) Sustainable Places Planning Advisor
. Organisation (where relevant) Environment Agency

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) Figure 2 in Chapter 4 provides an overview of the Strategic Growth
Locations; however, it does not clearly label or distinguish each area, making it difficult to identify the precise extent of each
development site. We recommend that the Plan updates Figure 2 to clearly label each Strategic Growth Location. Ideally, we
would like to see watercourses also mapped on this figure, so the development boundary can be understood in relation to
the surrounding hydrology and any potential impacts on nearby watercourses. While the Strategic Growth Location policies
in Chapter 4 acknowledge the importance of green infrastructure corridors, they should more explicitly require the protection
and proactive enhancement of natural watercourses and their associated riparian zones within each area. These features
are essential for delivering sustainable development that supports climate resilience, biodiversity net gain, water quality, and
overall environmental health. Development proposals within each Strategic Growth Location should integrate and protect
existing watercourses and their functional floodplains as integral components of the multifunctional green and blue
infrastructure network. This approach aligns with the Local Plan’s broader objectives of fostering resilient ecologically rich
and well-connected environments. Key watercourses relevant to each Strategic Growth Location should be clearly identified
within the policy text and development proposals must demonstrate how these watercourses and their riparian corridors
including floodplains and wetland habitats will be safeguarded and enhanced. We recommend referencing the specific
watercourse protection policy (suggested wording provided under our comments for Policy CSE9: Managing Flood Risk), to

ensure consistent robust environmental safeguards across all sites.



Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 533 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) Our comments regarding site allocations are detailed in Chapter 4,
where we highlight the necessity of clearly defining on-site watercourses in the descriptions for each strategic area.

Additionally, we advocate for development management and designs to align with the watercourse protection policy.

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered
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Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) While Policies CSE3 and CSE4 comprehensively address green
infrastructure, they do not consistently include blue infrastructure within their scope. Although Policy CSE3 refers to blue
features, the overall terminology and framework focus mainly on green infrastructure. Blue infrastructure such as rivers,
streams, wetlands, sustainable drainage systems and other water-related features plays a critical role alongside green
infrastructure in delivering multifunctional benefits. These include flood risk management, water quality improvement,
biodiversity support and climate resilience. For clarity, consistency and to ensure comprehensive environmental planning,
the policies should explicitly refer to Green and Blue Infrastructure throughout. This would reinforce the importance of
integrating both natural land and water-based features within development design, management and strategic networks. We
also recommend revising the policy titles, definitions and text to consistently reflect Green and Blue Infrastructure. This
would better align with the Plan’s vision and long-term strategic objectives for climate adaptation, natural asset protection

and healthy, resilient communities by promoting integrated land and water management.

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 535 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please see attached response.)

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Part B - Please use a separate sheet for each
representation

Name or Organisation:

3. To which part of the Local Plan does this representation relate?

Chapter Policy Policies Evidence
CSES8 Map base
document
e.g. the
Sustainability
Appraisal

If selecting chapter, please note policy number and paragraph number if
applicable.

4. COMMENTS
Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

The following is currently stated under point 1 of policy CSES:
"Biodiversity Net Gain 1.

Proposals for development (except where exemptions, modifications or
exclusions have been made by legislation) must demonstrate how they will
achieve a minimum of 10% biodiversity net gain to habitats, measured using
the latest Biodiversity Metric.”

The current wording could be misleading, as it may be interpreted to apply the
10% biodiversity net gain requirement solely to habitat units.

We suggest revising the wording to something along the lines of:

“Proposals for development (except where exemptions, modifications, or
exclusions have been made by legislation) must demonstrate how they will
achieve a minimum of 10% uplift in habitat, hedgerow, and watercourse units,
measured using the latest Biodiversity Metric.”

Point 10 of CSE8 currently states:

"Development proposals affecting sites and species identified in Table 9 must

demonstrate that they will be protected commensurate with their designation or
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status. Applicants will need to obtain advice from a qualified ecologist who is a
member of the Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management.”

Table 9 currently makes no reference to watercourse, waterbody or wetland
habitat types, despite these being explicitly recognised under UK BAP / Section
41 as priority habitats, and among our most valuable for biodiversity, climate
resilience, and natural flood management. We therefore recommend inserting
either of the following rows into Table 9 to ensure that these important habitats
are clearly captured.

Designation | Site data

type

UK BAP/ All UK priority habitat types, including rivers, streams,
Section 41 ditches, ponds, canals, and other standing or flowing
Priority waterbodies, along with their riparian zones, bankside
Habitats vegetation and floodplain habitats; also including
(including terrestrial & freshwater priority habitats such as lowland

watercourses | dry acid grassland; lowland calcareous grassland;

& upland calcareous grassland; lowland mixed

waterbodies) | deciduous woodland; wet woodland; traditional
orchards; coastal & floodplain grazing marsh; lowland
meadows; upland hay meadows; lowland raised bog;
blanket bog; saltmarsh; reedbeds; purple moor-grass &
rush pastures; inland rock, scree and limestone
pavements; hedgerows; arable field margins; etc.

Or
Designation type Site data
Watercourses, Rivers, streams, ditches, ponds, lakes, canals,
Waterbodies & wetlands and associated floodplains and
Wetlands riparian habitat.
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Respondent No: 536 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered



Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) While Policy CSE9 includes welcome provisions on drainage,
buffers, and culverting, it is currently framed narrowly around flood risk management. It does not fully reflect the
multifunctional role of watercourses as natural assets that support biodiversity, landscape character, water quality, and
climate adaptation, in addition to flood regulation. To address this, we recommend either: 1. Renaming and expanding Policy
CSE9 to cover the full water environment, for example: Proposed new title: “CSE9 — Managing Flood Risk and the
Protection and Enhancement of the Water Environment” OR 2. Introducing a separate, standalone policy specifically
focused on watercourses and riparian corridors, in line with best practice adopted across the Thames catchment. Local
plans from authorities such as Reading, South Oxfordshire, and Aylesbury Vale include dedicated watercourse policies,
which have successfully supported the delivery of river restoration and ecological enhancement schemes through the
planning system. "Protection and Enhancement of the Water Environment" Explicit protection and enhancement of river
corridors would not only help address the widespread failure of local water bodies to meet good ecological status but support
wider priorities of the Plan including biodiversity net gain, climate resilience and flood risk management. If Policy CSE9 is to
be renamed and expanded as the main mechanism for managing development in and around watercourses, it should be
amended to include a dedicated section focused on the protection and enhancement of river corridors, incorporating
ecological principles and requirements. The existing points under the "Buffers" section could provide a foundation for this,
but would benefit from further development to include biodiversity, connectivity, lighting impacts, and restoration
opportunities. Further, the buffer provision for watercourses should be clearly stated in the plan. We request a 10-meter
buffer as a standard. Whether incorporated into the existing policy or used to form a new standalone policy for watercourses
and riparian corridors, we recommend wording along the lines of the following: « “Planning permission will only be granted for
development proposals which would not have an adverse impact on the functions and condition of any watercourse and its
associated corridor. « Development should seek to actively conserve and enhance the biodiversity, landscape and
recreational value of the watercourse and its corridor through good design and to act upon opportunities to deliver WFD
objectives. ¢« Development proposals adjacent to or containing a watercourse must provide or retain a buffer zone with a
minimum width of 10 metres between the top of the bank and the development. This buffer provision applies to both sides of
the watercourse and should be managed for long-term ecological benefit. Domestic gardens and formal landscaping should
not be incorporated into the buffer zone. Only native species should be planted within the buffer zone, ideally of local genetic
provenance. The buffer zone should be appropriately managed under a scheme agreed (in writing) by the council. This
scheme will detail how the buffer zone is to be managed during and following construction, as well as detailing the
responsible party(s). « Where existing development encroaches into the 10-metre buffer zone, proposals for redevelopment
or land use change should seek to re-establish an appropriately vegetated and ecologically functional 10-meter buffer.
Opportunities to restore natural form and connectivity should be prioritised in line with the principles of biodiversity net gain
and climate adaptation.” « All proposed artificial lighting within or adjacent to river corridors must be designed to avoid
ecological harm. Lighting should be directional and shielded using cowls (or equivalent) to prevent light spill into the
watercourse and buffer zone. In line with the 2023 Bats and Artificial Lighting at Night guidance, light levels in these areas
should not exceed 2 lux to reflect natural nighttime conditions and prevent disruption to nocturnal species and fragmentation
of wildlife corridors. « Development proposals adjacent to or containing a watercourse will also be expected to pursue
opportunities to enhance the physical habitat of the watercourse such as: ¢ Restoring floodplain connectivity to improve
natural flood storage and reduce flood risk ¢ Introducing in-channel features like riffles, pools, and woody debris to promote
flow diversity and habitat complexity « In areas where applicable, development initiatives should proactively seek to remove
barriers (i.e., weirs) within the river channel or associated riparian corridor. The removal of these obstacles will alleviate
threats to fish passage, to enhance the connectivity of the watercourse and ultimately support the movement and
proliferation of aquatic life. « Proposals for hard engineering approaches to riverbank protection, such as sheet piling, will be
discouraged. Soft engineering approaches should be used wherever possible. « New crossings over a watercourse should
be clear span bridges, ensuring minimal disturbance to the natural flow and ecological network of the watercourse.
Additionally, developments should strive to minimize the number of crossings proposed. This is essential to mitigate the
potential fragmentation of the river corridor, which poses significant threats to wildlife passage and consequently

conservation efforts.



Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Part B - Please use a separate sheet for each
representation

Name or Organisation:

3. To which part of the Local Plan does this representation relate?

Chapter Policy Policies Evidence
CSE9 Map base
document
e.g. the
Sustainability
Appraisal

If selecting chapter, please note policy number and paragraph number if
applicable.

4. COMMENTS
Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

While Policy CSE9 includes welcome provisions on drainage, buffers, and
culverting, it is currently framed narrowly around flood risk management. It does
not fully reflect the multifunctional role of watercourses as natural assets that
support biodiversity, landscape character, water quality, and climate adaptation,
in addition to flood regulation.

To address this, we recommend either:

1. Renaming and expanding Policy CSE9 to cover the full water
environment, for example:

Proposed new title:

“CSE9 - Managing Flood Risk and the Protection and Enhancement of the Water
Environment”

OR

2. Introducing a separate, standalone policy specifically focused on
watercourses and riparian corridors, in line with best practice adopted
across the Thames catchment. Local plans from authorities such as
Reading, South Oxfordshire, and Aylesbury Vale include dedicated

watercourse policies, which have successfully supported the delivery of
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river restoration and ecological enhancement schemes through the
planning system.

"Protection and Enhancement of the Water Environment"

Explicit protection and enhancement of river corridors would not only help
address the widespread failure of local water bodies to meet good ecological
status but support wider priorities of the Plan including biodiversity net gain,
climate resilience and flood risk management.

If Policy CSE9 is to be renamed and expanded as the main mechanism for
managing development in and around watercourses, it should be amended to
include a dedicated section focused on the protection and enhancement of river
corridors, incorporating ecological principles and requirements. The existing
points under the "Buffers" section could provide a foundation for this, but would
benefit from further development to include biodiversity, connectivity, lighting
impacts, and restoration opportunities.

Further, the buffer provision for watercourses should be clearly stated in the plan.
We request a 10-meter buffer as a standard.

Whether incorporated into the existing policy or used to form a new standalone
policy for watercourses and riparian corridors, we recommend wording along the
lines of the following:

e “Planning permission will only be granted for development proposals
which would not have an adverse impact on the functions and condition
of any watercourse and its associated corridor.

e Development should seek to actively conserve and enhance the
biodiversity, landscape and recreational value of the watercourse and its
corridor through good design and to act upon opportunities to deliver WFD
objectives.

o Development proposals adjacent to or containing a watercourse must
provide or retain a buffer zone with a minimum width of 10 metres
between the top of the bank and the development. This buffer provision
applies to both sides of the watercourse and should be managed for long-
term ecological benefit. Domestic gardens and formal landscaping should
not be incorporated into the buffer zone. Only native species should be
planted within the buffer zone, ideally of local genetic provenance. The
buffer zone should be appropriately managed under a scheme agreed (in

writing) by the council. This scheme will detail how the buffer zone is to be
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managed during and following construction, as well as detailing the
responsible party(s).

Where existing development encroaches into the 10-metre buffer zone,
proposals for redevelopment or land use change should seek to re-
establish an appropriately vegetated and ecologically functional 10-meter
buffer. Opportunities to restore natural form and connectivity should be
prioritised in line with the principles of biodiversity net gain and climate
adaptation.”

All proposed artificial lighting within or adjacent to river corridors must be
designed to avoid ecological harm. Lighting should be directional and
shielded using cowls (or equivalent) to prevent light spill into the
watercourse and buffer zone. In line with the 2023 Bats and Artificial
Lighting at Night guidance, light levels in these areas should not exceed 2
lux to reflect natural nighttime conditions and prevent disruption to
nocturnal species and fragmentation of wildlife corridors.

Development proposals adjacent to or containing a watercourse will also
be expected to pursue opportunities to enhance the physical habitat of
the watercourse such as:

e Restoring floodplain connectivity to improve natural flood storage
and reduce flood risk

e Introducing in-channel features like riffles, pools, and woody
debris to promote flow diversity and habitat complexity

In areas where applicable, development initiatives should proactively seek
to remove barriers (i.e., weirs) within the river channel or associated
riparian corridor. The removal of these obstacles will alleviate threats to
fish passage, to enhance the connectivity of the watercourse and
ultimately support the movement and proliferation of aquatic life.

Proposals for hard engineering approaches to riverbank protection, such
as sheet piling, will be discouraged. Soft engineering approaches should
be used wherever possible.

New crossings over a watercourse should be clear span bridges, ensuring
minimal disturbance to the natural flow and ecological network of the
watercourse. Additionally, developments should strive to minimize the
number of crossings proposed. This is essential to mitigate the potential
fragmentation of the river corridor, which poses significant threats to
wildlife passage and consequently conservation efforts.
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e New development should actively pursue opportunities for de-culverting
of watercourses. Planning permission will only be granted for proposals
which do not involve the culverting of watercourses, and which do not
prejudice future opportunities for de-culverting (i.e., building over existing

culverts).

Where culverts exist and cannot be feasibly removed, proposals should look to
installmammalian ledges within the structure to support otherwise hindered
wildlife passage.
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Respondent No: 537 I

. Title not answered
. First Name Oliver

. Last Name Murray

. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) While Policy SD1 promotes the optimisation of land use, it would
benefit from stronger emphasis on environmental factors, including the integration of natural features and consideration of
environmental functions and constraints in site design and sustainability. Effective use of land should include the protection
and integration of existing natural features that provide ecosystem services and contribute to wider environmental goals
such as climate resilience, biodiversity net gain, and water quality. This is particularly important in areas that support
sensitive or multifunctional habitats (i.e., land adjacent to watercourses, which can play a key role in flood mitigation,
ecological connectivity, and the improvement of water quality). We recommend the inclusion of supporting text to reflect that:
“Development proposals should demonstrate how they have incorporated existing environmental features into site layouts
and design, and how they will deliver environmental enhancements appropriate to the local context, such as: ¢ Retaining and
enhancing riparian buffer zones alongside watercourses. ¢ Integrating natural features such as mature trees, hedgerows,
and wetlands into development layouts. ¢ Avoiding the fragmentation of ecological corridors and supporting habitat
connectivity.  Delivering multifunctional green and blue spaces that contribute to biodiversity, water management, and

amenity.”



Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 538 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) Point G, "Knit in green infrastructure" should be expanded to read:
"Knit in green and blue infrastructure: development will be expected to provide green and blue infrastructure and contribute

to the Borough’s Green and blue Infrastructure Network"

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Part B - Please use a separate sheet for each

representation

Name or Organisation:

3. To which part of the Local Plan does this representation relate?

Chapter

Policy
SGLO1

Policies
Map

Evidence
base
document
e.g. the
Sustainability
Appraisal

Level 1 SFRA

If selecting chapter, please note policy number and paragraph number if

applicable.

4. COMMENTS
Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

Point G, "Knit in green infrastructure" should be expanded to read:

"Knit in green and blue infrastructure: development will be expected to provide green
and blue infrastructure and contribute to the Borough’s Green and blue Infrastructure
Network"
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Part B - Please use a separate sheet for each
representation

Name or Organisation:

3. To which part of the Local Plan does this representation relate?

Chapter Policies Evidence | Level 1 SFRA
Map base
document
e.g. the
Sustainability
Appraisal

If selecting chapter, please note policy number and paragraph number if
applicable.

4. COMMENTS
Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

Level 1 SFRA

Sources of flooding

We welcome that all sources of flooding are included within the Level 1 SFRA in
sections 6.1.4 and Table 6.1.

Modelling

We welcome that Swindon Borough Council has obtained all Environment Agency
models we for the councils authoritative boundary, and have clearly provided
information about them in Section 3.8.

Please can you provide us clarity with what modelling you are referring to for the
River Cole and Dorcan Brook (Stream) in Section 3.8.3? If new modelling has been
has been undertaken for the River Cole and Dorcan Brook (Stream) and you would
like this to be incorporated into the Flood Map for Planning, please submit an
Evidence Review Request (ERR) to |
We will need to review your model to ensure it meets set requirements for it to be
considered for use in our national flood risk products and is of acceptable quality. We
will ask for amendments if this is not the case. You would also need to sign a data
sharing agreement so that we can use your data in our published products, and
possibly reshare with other customers. It can take several months to incorporate new
evidence into our published products.

We also note that within the Executive Summary of the SFRA it states “particularly as
future EA modelling — including ongoing work to remodel the River Cole — can affect
future development planning decisions within the Borough.” Please can any reference
to our modelling project be removed from the SFRA.
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We welcome that as part of the SFRA, our models have been rerun to obtain flood
extents allowing for potential climate change, based on the EA climate change
allowances guidance discussed in Section 8. The climate change allowances
referenced in Section 8 are for the Gloucestershire and Vale Management Catchment.
Although this management catchment area predominantly covers Swindon Borough
Council authoritative boundary, there are other management catchment areas within
the boundary. Therefore, an explanation as to why this management catchment has
been chosen, i.e. highest values of all management catchments that intersect
Swindon’s Borough Councils boundary, should be included within the Level 1 SFRA.
There is also opportunity for our models to be run for the 3.3% annual exceedance
probability (AEP) event to help assist with defining Flood Zone 3b. To assist with
functional floodplain discussions we have produced the ‘Rivers and Sea 3.3%
defended flood risk extents - present day’ layer. This is available on: Defra Data
Services Platform - Rivers and Sea 3.3% defended flood risk extents - present day -
Details.

As discussed above, if you would like Environment Agency approval for any updates
to our modelling, this will need to be submitted as an ERR.

No detailed modelling/unmodelled watercourses

We welcome that within the Flood Zone 3b definition information is provided on what
to do when there is no detailed modelling available.

We also welcome that section 3.8.6 references watercourses that have no Flood Zones
and that hydraulic modelling would be required. As detailed above, we have
identified 8 allocated sites to be in Flood Zone 1 but have unmodelled ordinary
watercourses on site, that require further assessment. Where possible detailed
modelling should be undertaken to better understand flood risk on these sites. Without
further assessment, there is a risk that the at the planning application stage issues may
arise such as detailed modelling showing increased risk on site than currently shown,
historic flooding/local understanding of flooding may be discovered, leading to
deliverability issues.

Historic Flooding

We welcome that the Environment Agency’s historic flood map has been used to
identify areas of flood risk. We would also recommend you use your own datasets and
local knowledge regarding historic flood risk. Not all records of flooding are included
within the historic flood map, such as flooding in Swindon in 2023. All records and
local knowledge of historic flooding should be considered within the SFRA, including
Section 19 reports.

Flood Zone 3b (functional floodplain)

We welcome that a definition of Flood Zone 3b has been provided in section 9.1.8.
The NPPF defines that Flood Zone 3b as land “where water from rivers or the sea has
to flow or be stored in times of flood”, therefore we don’t believe that the 1 in 30
surface water extent is suitable to be included within the Flood Zone 3b definition.
We welcome that maps have been provided showing Flood Zones (Figure 8A-D) and
the functional floodplain (Figure 14A-D). We would recommend that these maps are
provided at a more local scale as it is unclear the designations at the current scale
provided.

Climate Change Allowances

We welcome that section 4.10 refers to the flood risk assessment climate change
allowances (2022). As described above in the modelling section, the climate change
allowances referenced in Section 8 are for the Gloucestershire and Vale Management
Catchment. Although this management catchment area predominantly covers Swindon
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Borough Council authoritative boundary, there are other management catchment areas
within the boundary. Therefore, an explanation as to why this management catchment
has been chosen, i.e. highest values of all management catchments that intersect
Swindon’s Borough Councils boundary, should be included within the Level 1 SFRA.
We welcome that our models have been rerun for different climate change allowances.
Please note, the future risk of climate change should be assessed for all watercourses,
not just for watercourses that have detailed modelling. As part of the NaFRA?2 project,
Flood Zones plus Climate Change (Flood Map for Planning - Flood Zones plus
Climate Change) have been provided to help planners and developers identify the need
for a site-specific flood risk assessment and/or the sequential test. The dataset can also
help to inform the preparation of strategic flood risk assessments.

Sequential test

We welcome that a Sequential and Exception Test statement has been provided as part
of the evidence base for the Reg 18. The Sequential Test does not assess the risk of
flooding from reservoirs. Within the Level 1 SFRA, it is identified that within
Swindon Borough Council’s authority boundary that there are 4 reservoirs, whereas in
the Sequential Test it is stated that reservoir flooding in not applicable to Swindon
Borough Council. The reservoir flood risk from the 4 identified reservoirs should be
considered within the Sequential Test, in line with the Level 1 SFRA.

We welcome that within the Sequential Test future flood risk from climate change has
been considered. As discussed in the climate change allowances section, the future
risk of climate change should be assessed for all watercourses, not just for
watercourses that have detailed modelling. As part of the NaFRA2 project, Flood
Zones plus Climate Change (Flood Map for Planning - Flood Zones plus Climate
Change) have been provided to help planners and developers identify the need for a
site-specific flood risk assessment and/or the sequential test. The dataset can also help
to inform the preparation of strategic flood risk assessments.

As described in the site allocations section of our response, we have also identified an
additional 8 sites that are in Flood Zone 1 but have surface water flood risk associated
with unmodelled ordinary watercourses. We would recommend the same proxies from
the previous SFRA section 3.3.4 (dated May 2019) are included i.e. “For sections of
main rivers and ordinary watercourses which are un-modelled, the Risk of Flooding
from Surface Water and proximity to a watercourse are considered the most
appropriate datasets to inform the Sequential Test.”.

Site-specific SFRA guidance

We welcome that site-specific guidance has been provided in section 9.3, including a
suggested FRA contents.

The SFRA recommend Finished Floor Level to be set at a minimum of 300mm above
the 1% AEP plus an appropriate allowance for climate change flood level (the ‘design
flood level’). To ensure the safety of a development’s occupants, we advise that FFLs
should be raised to a minimum of 600mm above the 1% AEP plus an appropriate
allowance for climate change flood level (the ‘design flood level’). Where there is a
high confidence in the design flood level (for example, detailed modelling), then FFLs
may be set a minimum of 300mm above this level. This is consistent with the national
guidance on preparing flood risk assessments. For developments identified as essential
infrastructure, such as power stations or bridges, they will also be required to remain
operational during the design flood event, and they should be designed to meet this
criterion.

We welcome that Floodplain storage has been considered within the SFRA. Section
11.5.6 states that where is it not possible to provide floodplain compensation storage
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through level for level open floodable areas and floodable voids are permitted.
Paragraph 049 of PPG states stilts and voids 'should not normally be relied upon for
compensating for any loss of floodplain storage'. Voids should only be used under
exceptional circumstances for compensation, where all other options have been
exhausted.

Safe access and egress

We welcome that the SFRA includes information about safe access, including flood
hazard within section 11.7.

Cumulative impacts

The SFRA does not reference the cumulative impacts. We recognise that there are
multiple planned developments within the same catchment area, including some
significant land use change, and it is important to consider how all aspects of flood
risk will be impacted.

Flood management and defences

We welcome that section 7 focuses on flood defences. However, other than section
7.1.5 it is unclear what defences are within Swindon Borough Council. We are aware
of several flood defences and flood storage areas within the vicinity, including Haydon
Wick. Information about all formal defences within Swindon Borough Council
boundary should be provided. We would recommend that Swindon Borough Councils
asset database is considered within the Level 1 SFRA. We are aware of several
historic flood storage areas across the borough. Please can a list of the different
defences/assets in the borough and their benefit (where known) be provided in the
SFRA.

Within the local plan policy, it states that land that is likely to be needed for future
flood risk management features and structures will be provided in Reg 19. We suggest
this information is provided prior to the Reg 19 to ensure that any land safeguarded is
appropriate.

Opportunities to reduce the causes and impacts of flooding

We welcome that the de-culverting of watercourses is included within the Level 1
SFRA. There is also opportunity to reduce the causes and impacts of flooding through
Development Planning. There may also be opportunities to provide flood risk
reduction and wider sustainability objectives through Natural Flood Management
measures, which we are pleased to see referenced in the Level 1 SFRA.

We welcome that property flood resilience has been considered within section 11.4 of
the SFRA.

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

5. CHANGES
Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are

able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please
be as precise as possible.
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(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

Please note in your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence
and supporting information necessary to support your representation and your
suggested change (s). You should provide succinct responses that set out the
changes you suggest in a few sentences. You should not assume that if sending
through significant amounts of information it will be summarised. If sending any
documents through you will need to provide a summary that will be considered.
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Respondent No: 539 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) We recommend the inclusion of supporting text along the following
lines: "Development proposals within the New Eastern Villages shall demonstrate how they safeguard and enhance the key
watercourses in the area, (such as the River Cole, Dorcan Stream, South Marston Brook and any other spatially relevant
watercourses and associated riparian corridors), in accordance with the requirements set out in Policy X — Protection and

Enhancement of the Water Environment."

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 540 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) We recommend the inclusion of supporting text along the following
lines: "Development proposals within the Kingsdown Strategic Growth Location shall demonstrate how they safeguard and
enhance the key watercourses in the area (such as the Bydemill Brook and any other spatially relevant watercourses and
associated riparian corridors), in accordance with the requirements set out in Policy X — Protection and Enhancement of the

Water Environment."

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 541 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response). We recommend the inclusion of supporting text along the folowing
lines: "Development proposals within the Wichelstowe Strategic Growth Location shall demonstrate how they safeguard and
enhance the key watercourses in the area, (such as the Elcombe Brook, River Ray, the South Swindon Green Trail
watercourses and any other spatially relevant watercourses and associated riparian corridors), in accordance with the

requirements set out in Policy X - Protection and Enhancement of the Water Environment."

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 542 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) We recommend the inclusion of supporting text along the following
lines: “Development proposals within the East Wroughton Strategic Growth Location shall demonstrate how they safeguard
and enhance the key watercourses in the area (such as the River Ray and any other spatially relevant watercourses and
associated riparian corridors), in accordance with the requirements set out in Policy X — Protection and Enhancement of the

Water Environment.”

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 543 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) We recommend the inclusion of supporting text along the following
lines: “Development proposals within the North Tadpole Strategic Growth Location shall demonstrate how they safeguard
and enhance the key watercourses in the area (such as the River Ray and any other spatially relevant watercourses and
associated riparian corridors), in accordance with the requirements set out in Policy X — Protection and Enhancement of the

Water Environment.”

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 544 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) We recommend the inclusion of supporting text along the following
lines: “Development proposals within the Pipers Way Strategic Growth Location shall demonstrate how they safeguard and
enhance the key watercourses in the area (such as the River Ray and any other spatially relevant watercourses and
associated riparian corridors), in accordance with the requirements set out in Policy X — Protection and Enhancement of the

Water Environment.”

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 545 I

. Title not answered
. First Name Oliver

. Last Name Murray

. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) Policy CSE11 should be reworded to something similar to the below.
1. Proposals for development on land that is either contaminated, or is strongly suspected of being contaminated, shall only
be approved when: a. a contaminated land site evaluation, investigation and risk assessment, completed in accordance with
best practice guidelines, has been submitted and approved by the Local Planning Authority. This will identify and evaluate all
contamination sources, pathways, receptors, and plausible contaminant linkages b. a remediation strategy and verification
plan has been submitted and approved by the Local Planning Authority. This will outline all the remedial measures required
to achieve an approved standard of land and water quality suitable for the proposed end uses c. a construction environment
management plan (CEMP) has been submitted and approved by the Local Planning Authority. This will detail the steps and
methods to be used to prevent any contaminants from being released and/or polluting any receptors, during and after
construction d. appropriate measures are taken to ensure that migrating gas is safely dealt with where any development is
proposed on land on or adjacent to an uncontrolled 'gassing' landfill site 1. It must be demonstrated by verification reporting
of all remedial measures undertaken, that the completed development will not expose people, property, the environment, or
any other receptors to contamination which would give rise to unacceptable risks or harm to health or other adverse impacts
to receptors. As per the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), after remediation, the land should not be capable of
being classified as ‘contaminated land’ under Part 2A of the Environmental Protection Act 1990. Where planning permission

is granted, conditions may be imposed requiring the submission and approval of the reports outlined above.



Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 546 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) There is a lack of policy committing to the improvement and
maintenance of water quality or water resources. Policy CSE12 refers to the ‘water environment’ when talking about adverse
impacts on receptors, but it would be good to see a standalone policy committing to improving and maintaining water quality.
This could include wording around ensuring statutory environmental objectives are met (eg WFD). A similar policy ensuring

the sustainable use of water resources would also be helpful.

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 547 ]

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) With the rise in interest in river swimming, and more river designated
bathing waters being applied for, it may be worth including some wording around that. If a site were to be designated in
Swindon, the local authority would be responsible for it. We are not aware of any proposals for bathing waters in the

Swindon patch, but it may happen in the future, so the LPA might want to consider adding it to the Local Plan.

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 548 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) ¢ Include climate change scenarios in point a). Eg. “This should
consider the impact of climate change on water supply and quality.” « Include a policy referencing the delivery of WFD
objectives and Environment Act Commitments to ensure that developments to not impact the ability to maintain them in
future. Eg. “c) Demonstrate that growth will not prevent the delivery and maintenance of statutory targets including Water

Framework Directive and Environment Act objectives.”

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 549 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered




Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) The purpose of this chapter should be broadened to include
identifying recently delivered and future water company commitments within the borough. For example, work schedules as
part of this Asset Management Period (AMP) and the Water Industry National Environment Programme (WINEP) Section 5.1
Key Comments - Section 5.1 « The scope of STWs considered should be broadened to include all STW with a catchment
area that falls within the local authority boundary. Include Shrivenham and Marlborough for consideration. « Similarly, growth
outside of authority boundaries that impacts STW should be considered. Discuss with neighbouring authorities to include all
growth predictions that will impact STW in Swindon Borough Council area. Section 5.2 Key Comments - Section 5.2 « The
data used to inform this chapter is not representative of current DWF conditions at each site. (Table 5.2 (pg 90)). Request
most recent data from Thames Water and use multiple years to build more detailed picture of growth impact. For example:
Swindon STW & Highworth STW values are incorrect. « More information and more recent data should be considered when
assessing capacity to deal with growth. This includes: ¢« Delayed AMP7 schemes ¢ Planned AMP8 schemes ¢ Storm
overflow data « New DWF permit requests already requested (Blunsdon STW) A range of future scenarios should be
considered when assessing the impact of growth. This should include climate change and water company delivery
scenarios. Additional Comments - Section 5.2 5.2.11 The infrastructure improvements set out in 2017 WCS report have not
been delivered. 5.2.15 We would like see multiple scenarios considered regarding reduced water usage. It is possible that
assumptions over-predict water usage reductions 5.2.14 Please provide more information about how this will be done. What
calculations or modelling will be used to determine additional flow from growth. 5.2.24 Please provide more information
about how this assessment will be done and using what tools. A number of future scenarios should be considered, including
climate change. This should be done for all STWs in the authority boundary or impacted by growth within it. Section 5.3 Key
Comments - Section 5.3 « Please check that Table 5.3 includes the most recent permit information and identify permits that
will be changing as part of up-coming improvement schemes. « No deterioration should be assessed as well as load
standstill. Assess the likelihood of in-permit deterioration of the receiving watercourse as a result of growth. Additional
Comments - Section 5.3 5.3.1 This process does not automatically occur. Thames Water will need to apply for new permits
and an assessment on what permit limits may be required to support growth should be done through this study to ensure
that it is technical feasible to deliver project growth. Table 5.3 Correct TAL for Phosphorous is 0.25 mg/l 5.3.4 “Pollutant
consents will also need to be revied to reflect the potential impacts of climate change” 5.3.5 Ensure that future permit
changes (due to AMP8 schemes and DWF increase requests) are considered as part of this assessment 5.3.6 Provide
more information about how this assessment will be done. What calculations or modelling will be used to determine changes
in permit. Data in Table 5.2 is not up to date or representative of current condition and all STW will need to b assessed.
Section 5.4 Key Comments - Section 5.4 « Some of the information included in this section is out of data. Update storm
overflow data and request most recent updates regarding STW infrastructure from Thames Water. « Storm overflows at all
STWs should be considered. Identify if sites that trigger Storm Overflow Assessment Framework (SOAF) investigations as
well as Storm Overflow Reduction Plan (SORP) requirements. Assess the impact of growth on meeting SOAF & SORP
objectives and maintaining them. Additional Comments — Section 5.4 5.4.3 Are Thames Water still committing to reduce
storm overflows by 50% by 20307 5.4.4 This statement is incorrect. It is already exceeding Q80 DWF 5.4.8 Reference that
DWMP cycle 2 is being currently being consulted on. Table 5.5 Include other objectives set out as part of WFD, STORP,
WINEP etc. 5.4.11 Check this delivery date. Thames Water may have updated information.

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 550 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) Key Comments — Chapter 6 « Demonstrate how the water cycle
study will assess growths impact on WFD and ensure that it does not lead to deterioration of WFD status. This includes
within status deteriorations. ¢ Identify how this will be modelled and ensure that AMP7 and AMP8 improvement schemes are
captured in baseline data to protect the quality expected after delivery Additional Comments — Chapter 6 6.4.14 Only RBMP
measures included, reference other plans including Catchment plans Table 6.2 & 6.3 This shows the 2022 waterbody
classification, which is the most up to date information at this time. Depending on when the Phase 2 study is done, please
check if the 2025 classification data is available. Table 6.5 Check that this is the most recent information regarding WINEP

schemes.

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 551 I

. Title not answered
. First Name Oliver

. Last Name Murray

. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) Level 1 SFRA Sources of flooding We welcome that all sources of
flooding are included within the Level 1 SFRA in sections 6.1.4 and Table 6.1. Modelling We welcome that Swindon
Borough Council has obtained all Environment Agency models we for the councils authoritative boundary, and have clearly
provided information about them in Section 3.8. Please can you provide us clarity with what modelling you are referring to
for the River Cole and Dorcan Brook (Stream) in Section 3.8.37 If new modelling has been has been undertaken for the
River Cole and Dorcan Brook (Stream) and you would like this to be incorporated into the Flood Map for Planning, please
submit an Evidence Review Request (ERR) to enquiries_ THM@environment-agency.gov.uk. We will need to review your
model to ensure it meets set requirements for it to be considered for use in our national flood risk products and is of
acceptable quality. We will ask for amendments if this is not the case. You would also need to sign a data sharing
agreement so that we can use your data in our published products, and possibly reshare with other customers. It can take
several months to incorporate new evidence into our published products. We also note that within the Executive Summary of
the SFRA it states “particularly as future EA modelling — including ongoing work to remodel the River Cole — can affect
future development planning decisions within the Borough.” Please can any reference to our modelling project be removed
from the SFRA. We welcome that as part of the SFRA, our models have been rerun to obtain flood extents allowing for
potential climate change, based on the EA climate change allowances guidance discussed in Section 8. The climate change

allowances referenced in Section 8 are for the Gloucestershire and Vale Management Catchment. Although this



management catchment area predominantly covers Swindon Borough Council authoritative boundary, there are other
management catchment areas within the boundary. Therefore, an explanation as to why this management catchment has
been chosen, i.e. highest values of all management catchments that intersect Swindon’s Borough Councils boundary,
should be included within the Level 1 SFRA. There is also opportunity for our models to be run for the 3.3% annual
exceedance probability (AEP) event to help assist with defining Flood Zone 3b. To assist with functional floodplain
discussions we have produced the ‘Rivers and Sea 3.3% defended flood risk extents - present day’ layer. This is available
on: Defra Data Services Platform - Rivers and Sea 3.3% defended flood risk extents - present day - Details. As discussed
above, if you would like Environment Agency approval for any updates to our modelling, this will need to be submitted as an
ERR. No detailed modelling/unmodelled watercourses We welcome that within the Flood Zone 3b definition information is
provided on what to do when there is no detailed modelling available. We also welcome that section 3.8.6 references
watercourses that have no Flood Zones and that hydraulic modelling would be required. As detailed above, we have
identified 8 allocated sites to be in Flood Zone 1 but have unmodelled ordinary watercourses on site, that require further
assessment. Where possible detailed modelling should be undertaken to better understand flood risk on these sites. Without
further assessment, there is a risk that the at the planning application stage issues may arise such as detailed modelling
showing increased risk on site than currently shown, historic flooding/local understanding of flooding may be discovered,
leading to deliverability issues. Historic Flooding We welcome that the Environment Agency’s historic flood map has been
used to identify areas of flood risk. We would also recommend you use your own datasets and local knowledge regarding
historic flood risk. Not all records of flooding are included within the historic flood map, such as flooding in Swindon in 2023.
All records and local knowledge of historic flooding should be considered within the SFRA, including Section 19 reports.
Flood Zone 3b (functional floodplain) We welcome that a definition of Flood Zone 3b has been provided in section 9.1.8. The
NPPF defines that Flood Zone 3b as land “where water from rivers or the sea has to flow or be stored in times of flood”,
therefore we don’t believe that the 1 in 30 surface water extent is suitable to be included within the Flood Zone 3b definition.
We welcome that maps have been provided showing Flood Zones (Figure 8A-D) and the functional floodplain (Figure 14A-
D). We would recommend that these maps are provided at a more local scale as it is unclear the designations at the current
scale provided. Climate Change Allowances We welcome that section 4.10 refers to the flood risk assessment climate
change allowances (2022). As described above in the modelling section, the climate change allowances referenced in
Section 8 are for the Gloucestershire and Vale Management Catchment. Although this management catchment area
predominantly covers Swindon Borough Council authoritative boundary, there are other management catchment areas
within the boundary. Therefore, an explanation as to why this management catchment has been chosen, i.e. highest values
of all management catchments that intersect Swindon’s Borough Councils boundary, should be included within the Level 1
SFRA. We welcome that our models have been rerun for different climate change allowances. Please note, the future risk of
climate change should be assessed for all watercourses, not just for watercourses that have detailed modelling. As part of
the NaFRAZ2 project, Flood Zones plus Climate Change (Flood Map for Planning - Flood Zones plus Climate Change) have
been provided to help planners and developers identify the need for a site-specific flood risk assessment and/or the
sequential test. The dataset can also help to inform the preparation of strategic flood risk assessments. Sequential test We
welcome that a Sequential and Exception Test statement has been provided as part of the evidence base for the Reg 18.
The Sequential Test does not assess the risk of flooding from reservoirs. Within the Level 1 SFRA, it is identified that within
Swindon Borough Council’s authority boundary that there are 4 reservoirs, whereas in the Sequential Test it is stated that
reservoir flooding in not applicable to Swindon Borough Council. The reservoir flood risk from the 4 identified reservoirs
should be considered within the Sequential Test, in line with the Level 1 SFRA. We welcome that within the Sequential Test
future flood risk from climate change has been considered. As discussed in the climate change allowances section, the
future risk of climate change should be assessed for all watercourses, not just for watercourses that have detailed
modelling. As part of the NaFRA2 project, Flood Zones plus Climate Change (Flood Map for Planning - Flood Zones plus
Climate Change) have been provided to help planners and developers identify the need for a site-specific flood risk
assessment and/or the sequential test. The dataset can also help to inform the preparation of strategic flood risk
assessments. As described in the site allocations section of our response, we have also identified an additional 8 sites that
are in Flood Zone 1 but have surface water flood risk associated with unmodelled ordinary watercourses. We would
recommend the same proxies from the previous SFRA section 3.3.4 (dated May 2019) are included i.e. “For sections of
main rivers and ordinary watercourses which are un-modelled, the Risk of Flooding from Surface Water and proximity to a
watercourse are considered the most appropriate datasets to inform the Sequential Test.”. Site-specific SFRA guidance We
welcome that site-specific guidance has been provided in section 9.3, including a suggested FRA contents. The SFRA
recommend Finished Floor Level to be set at a minimum of 300mm above the 1% AEP plus an appropriate allowance for



climate change flood level (the ‘design flood level’). To ensure the safety of a development’s occupants, we advise that FFLs
should be raised to a minimum of 600mm above the 1% AEP plus an appropriate allowance for climate change flood level
(the ‘design flood level’). Where there is a high confidence in the design flood level (for example, detailed modelling), then
FFLs may be set a minimum of 300mm above this level. This is consistent with the national guidance on preparing flood risk
assessments. For developments identified as essential infrastructure, such as power stations or bridges, they will also be
required to remain operational during the design flood event, and they should be designed to meet this criterion. We
welcome that Floodplain storage has been considered within the SFRA. Section 11.5.6 states that where is it not possible to
provide floodplain compensation storage through level for level open floodable areas and floodable voids are permitted.
Paragraph 049 of PPG states stilts and voids 'should not normally be relied upon for compensating for any loss of floodplain
storage'. Voids should only be used under exceptional circumstances for compensation, where all other options have been
exhausted. Safe access and egress We welcome that the SFRA includes information about safe access, including flood
hazard within section 11.7. Cumulative impacts The SFRA does not reference the cumulative impacts. We recognise that
there are multiple planned developments within the same catchment area, including some significant land use change, and
it is important to consider how all aspects of flood risk will be impacted. Flood management and defences We welcome that
section 7 focuses on flood defences. However, other than section 7.1.5 it is unclear what defences are within Swindon
Borough Council. We are aware of several flood defences and flood storage areas within the vicinity, including Haydon
Wick. Information about all formal defences within Swindon Borough Council boundary should be provided. We would
recommend that Swindon Borough Councils asset database is considered within the Level 1 SFRA. We are aware of
several historic flood storage areas across the borough. Please can a list of the different defences/assets in the borough and
their benefit (where known) be provided in the SFRA. Within the local plan policy, it states that land that is likely to be
needed for future flood risk management features and structures will be provided in Reg 19. We suggest this information is
provided prior to the Reg 19 to ensure that any land safeguarded is appropriate. Opportunities to reduce the causes and
impacts of flooding We welcome that the de-culverting of watercourses is included within the Level 1 SFRA. There is also
opportunity to reduce the causes and impacts of flooding through Development Planning. There may also be opportunities to
provide flood risk reduction and wider sustainability objectives through Natural Flood Management measures, which we are
pleased to see referenced in the Level 1 SFRA. We welcome that property flood resilience has been considered within
section 11.4 of the SFRA.

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Respondent No: 552 ]

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please also see attached response.) We welcome that flood risk has been considered within Policy HC8,

especially in relation to the vulnerability of caravans

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

In paragraph 3c) the use of ‘area of high flood risk’ is vague. We suggest the following wording ‘are located outside of the
1% Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP) flood event including an appropriate allowance for climate change. There must be

a safe route of access and escape that falls in the ‘no danger to people’ flood hazard risk rating.



Respondent No: 553 I

Q1. Title not answered
Q2. First Name Oliver
Q3. Last Name Murray
Q4. Job Title (where relevant) not answered
Q5. Organisation (where relevant) not answered

Q12.Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

(SBC admin note: Please see attached response.)

Q13.Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested

revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

not answered



Part B - Please use a separate sheet for each
representation

Name or Organisation:

3. To which part of the Local Plan does this representation relate?

Chapter Policies Evidence | Site Allocations
Map base
document
e.g. the
Sustainability
Appraisal

If selecting chapter, please note policy number and paragraph number if
applicable.

4. COMMENTS
Please set out your comments below. Please be as precise as possible.

Site Allocations

We welcome that your flood risk evidence base includes a Level 1 SFRA and Sequential and
Exception Test statement. As identified in your Sequential and Exception test statement
section 1.1, where it is not possible for all sites to be located in Flood Zone 1, a Level 2 SFRA
will be required to assess whether it is possible for sites at flood risk to be developed.

Your flood risk evidence base (Level 1 SFRA, Sequential Test and if needed Level 2 SFRA and
Exception Tests) will be required at the Regulation 19 stage to ensure the plan is justified and
therefore sound.

We welcome the inclusion of the proposed allocated sites within the Reg 18. We have
identified, 13 sites to be in Flood Zones 2 or 3. We welcome that these sites have also been
included within your Sequential and Exception test statement. As discussed above, these
sites will require further assessment within the Level 2 SFRA.

We have also identified an additional 8 sites that are in Flood Zone 1 but have surface water
flood risk associated with unmodelled ordinary watercourses. As identified in section 3.4.5 of
your Level 1 SFRA, Flood Zones are typically not mapped for smaller catchments. The
absence of mapped Flood Zones should not be assumed to indicate there is no fluvial flood
risk.

The 8 sites we have identified to be in Flood Zone 1 but have unmodelled ordinary
watercourses on site, require further assessment. Where possible detailed modelling should
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be undertaken to better understand flood risk on these sites. Detailed modelling will be
required at the planning application stage, which may show increased risk on site than
currently shown, leading to deliverability issues. We also recommend updating your Level 1
SFRA to provide clearer instructions on how to handle sites with unmodelled watercourses
for future uses.

We welcome that historic flooding has been included when considering flood risk to the sites.
Itis also important that Flood Zone 3b is identified within these sites in accordance with your
SFRA to understand whether the site is acceptable in principle in relation to Table 2 of the
PPG: Flood risk vulnerability and flood zone ‘incompatibility’.

We have provided some summary comments that should be considered in your site
assessments within your Level 2 SFRA for some of the key sites below:

Site Assessments:

- Appropriate climate change allowances used (central, higher central) as per NPPF
recommendations.

- Use the most up to date information available (such as local modelling, developer
modelling if available, or national modelling)

- New developments will not be located within FZ3b (except water-compatible uses or
essential infrastructure developments). If a site is partly in FZ3b but you can
demonstrate that no vulnerable development would be proposed in this Flood Zone,
that may be sufficient to remove any soundness concerns we have with these site at
the Reg 19 stage and beyond

- Development would be safe for its lifetime, including appropriate FFLs to design flood
event level with at least 300mm of freeboard as well as the provision of safe access
and egress (including an assessment of hazard)

- Development will not cause an increase in flood risk elsewhere. A high level
assessment of the amount of development required on the site in comparison to the
amount of the site at risk of flooding should be provided. This is to demonstrate
floodplain storage would be safeguarded, to prevent increases in flood risk
elsewhere. Any works that would impede flood flows should also be provided (such as
from newf/altered bridges).

We acknowledge that for many of your proposed allocations, the areas on site at fluvial flood
risk are limited. These sites are likely to be deliverable as long as the amount of development
is restricted accordingly. Site assessments are still required with recommendations that can
be pulled into the site specific policies, but the level of detail required in the assessments
may be less than for sites at much greater risk of flooding.

For further information please see the attached spreadsheet which includes our comments
on each site. The 21 sites therefore need to be included in your Level 2 SFRA in accordance
with How to prepare a strategic flood risk assessment - GOV.UK.

List of sites that will require individual reviews: (21 sites)

REG 18 site ref Site name NGR

18-011 Land to the west of South Marston SU1888587516
18-012 Land at Meadow Cottage SU1950587748
18-013 Great Stall West SU1910186233
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18-014 Upper Lotmead SU1940385790
18-016 Land North of Kingsdown Lane SU1543389658
18-018 Wichelstowe SU1286782915
18-019 North Tadpole SU1316191167
18-020 Land east of Swindon Road SU1520681732
18-021 Berkley Farm SU1534281164
18-022 Akers Land SU1516080751
18-023 Land off Swindon Road SU1481781787
18-027 Former Wroughton Park & Ride SU1517382270
18-032 Land at 12 Turnpike Road SU1515989734
18-033 Land west of Shaw Village Centre SU1126585457
18-034 Newburn Sidings SU1380184359
18-037 Kingsdown SU1604189735
18-039 South Marston and Rowborough SU2031587593
18-040 Great Stall East and Lotmead SU2058486434
18-041 Green Land SU2015885258
18-042 Foxbridge Village SU1987284366
18-043 Redlands Village SU2065984773
(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
5. CHANGES

Please set out the changes you consider are needed. It will be helpful if you are able
to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as
precise as possible.

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

Please note in your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and
supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested
change (s). You should provide succinct responses that set out the changes you
suggest in a few sentences. You should not assume that if sending through significant
amounts of information it will be summarised. If sending any documents through you
will need to provide a summary that will be considered.
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Area

REG 18 site
ref

Site name

NGR

Page
Number

Proposed uses

Flood Risk

Main River

FBG

IEP/ Sewage capacity

GWCL

WT investigated
sites

Water
Mgmt

Planning History

Requirements

Opportunities

Swindon
Central

18-001

North Star

SU1453685453

Resi (743) + swimming
pool + transitional
employment land

none

none

none

SWINDON

no aquifer, no SPZ

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-002

Land to the north of the Station

SU1473185262

Resi (1358) + transitional
employment land

none

none

none

SWINDON

no aquifer, no SPZ. Railway
adjacent to south

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-003

Swindon Station Quarter

SU1491985158

Station + resi (438) +
offices

none

none

none

SWINDON

no aquifer, no SPZ, crosses
railway line

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-004

Bristol St Car Park

SU1445384839

Resi (102)

none

none

none

SWINDON

no aquifer, no SPZ, railway to
northwest

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-005

Farringdon Road Corner

SU1476384817

Resi (8)

none

none

none

SWINDON

no aquifer, no SPZ

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-006

Brunel Quarter

SU1480084705

Resi (1016) + town centre
uses at GF

none

none

none

SWINDON

no aquifer, no SPZ

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-007

The Parade (excluding old
Debenhams building)

SU1500284821

Resi (256) + town centre
uses at GF

none

none

none

SWINDON

no aquifer, no SPZ

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-008

Regent Place and Princes St Car

Park

SU1527284628

Resi (262) + retained
Wyvern

none

none

none

SWINDON

no aquifer, no SPZ

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-009

Spring Gardens Car Park

SU1538584759

Resi (60)

none

none

none

SWINDON

no aquifer, no SPZ

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-010

Civic Campus

SU1538184607

Resi (115)

none

none

none

SWINDON

no aquifer, no SPZ

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

New Eastern
Villages

18-011

Land to the west of South
Marston

SU1888587516

Resi (128)

FZ2and 3 associated with
main river

to north boundary, with
ordinary watercourse to
northwest

European water vole on site

SWINDON

secondary A bedrock and
superficial aquifer. Historic
landfill within site

THM

Further assessment required. This site is included
twice in the Sequential Test statement, both in the
Flood Zone 1 section and Flood Zone 3 section. This
site requires the Sequential Test as Flood Zone 2 and
3 are within the site boundary. The main river and
ordinary watercourse on site are modelled in national
modelling. A site assessment will be required, this
could include, but not limited to: using modelled data,
assessing the impacts of climate change using
appropriate climate change allowances, idenitfying
Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience measures
required, demonstrate that flood risk will not be

i . For more i please
see our written response.

18-012

Land at Meadow Cottage

SU1950587748

Resi (16)

FZ2 and 3 to extreme
edge.

MR 56m to west at closest
point

none

SWINDON

Secondary A superficial aquifer,
historic landfill 93m north.

THM

Further assessment required. As idenitfied in the
Sequential Test statement, this site is within Flood
Zone 3. Asite assessment will be required, this could
include, but not limited to: using modelled data,
assessing the impacts of climate change using
appropriate climate change allowances, idenitfying
Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience measures
required, demonstrate that flood risk will not be

i . For more i please
see our written response.




18-013

Great Stall West

SU1910186233

Resi (700) + retention of
retail + transitional
industrial land

FZ2 and 3 along main
river

MR to southern boundary

"code 2"

SWINDON

unproductive aquifer

THM

Further assessment required. This site is included
twice in the Sequential Test statement, both in the
Flood Zone 1 section and Flood Zone 3 section. This
site requires the Sequential Test as Flood Zone 2 and
3 are within the site boundary. The main river on site is
modelled as part of the Cole EDA (A419 to South
Marston Brook) 2011 model. A site assessment will be
required, this could include, but not limited to: using
modelled data, assessing the impacts of climate
change using appropriate climate change allowances,
idenitfying Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience
measures required, demonstrate that flood risk will
not be increased elsewhere. For more information,
please see our written response.

18-014

Upper Lotmead

SU1940385790

Resi (850)

FZ2 and 3 to north and
east, along MR, FZ2
extends into site

MRs to north, east and
southern boundary,

"code 2"

SWINDON

unproductive, secondary A along
course of main river

THM

Further assessment required. As idenitfied in the
Sequential Test statement, this site is within Flood
Zone 3. A site assessment will be required, this could
include, but not limited to: using modelled data,
assessing the impacts of climate change using
appropriate climate change allowances, idenitfying
Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience measures
required, demonstrate that flood risk will not be
increased elsewhere. There is also an unmodelled
ordinary watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk
from this unmodelled watercourse is unknown and
therefore further assessment of fluvial flood risk is
required. For more information, please see our written
response.

Kingsdown

18-015

Stubbs Hill Farm

SU1619290632

Resi (29)

none

none

none

SWINDON

secondary A bedrock aquifer

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-016

Land North of Kingsdown Lane

SU1543389658

Resi (77)

none

none

none

SWINDON

secondary A bedrock aquifer

THM

Further assessment required. Although the site is in
Flood Zone 1, as established in the Sequential Test
statement, there is an unmodelled ordinary
watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk from this
unmodelled watercourse is unknown and therefore
further assessment of fluvial flood risk is required. For
more information, please see our written response.

18-017

Kingsdown Lane Nursery

SU1635589543

Resi (64)

none

none

clawed crayfish area adjacen|

SWINDON

secondary A bedrock aquifer

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

Wichelstowe

18-018

Wichelstowe

SU1286782915

Resi-led (1620) mixed use

FZ2 and 3, follows MR
through site.

MR flows south to north
through site, other MR flows
west to east at north of site.

Other ordinary
watercourses

European water vole on site,
Bullhead 147m from site,
SSSI954m.

SWINDON

historic landfill on site, and
166m. Rail lines to west.
Secondary A superficial aquifer.

THM

EA registered land
within site
boundary

Further assessment required. As idenitfied in the
Sequential Test statement, this site is within Flood
Zone 3. Asite assessment will be required, this could
include, but not limited to: using modelled data,
assessing the impacts of climate change using
appropriate climate change allowances, idenitfying
Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience measures
required, demonstrate that flood risk will not be

i . For more i ion, please
see our written response.

North Tadpole

18-019

North Tadpole

SU1316191167

Resi (513)

none

no MR, multiple ordinary
watercourses

none

SWINDON

Small historic landfill at
southwest of site, current landfill
directly adjacent to west.
Secondary A bedrock aquifer.

Further assessment required. Although the site is in
Flood Zone 1, as established in the Sequential Test
statement, there is an unmodelled ordinary
watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk from this
unmodelled watercourse is unknown and therefore
further assessment of fluvial flood risk is required. For
more information, please see our written response.




East Wroughton

18-020

Land east of Swindon Road

SU1520681732

Resi (191)

none

no MR, ordinary w/c south
to north at west boundary

none on site, European
water vole area 86m to east

SWINDON

unproductive. Historic landfill
183m to west

Further assessment required. Although the site is in
Flood Zone 1, as established in the Sequential Test
statement, there is an unmodelled ordinary
watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk from this
unmodelled watercourse is unknown and therefore
further assessment of fluvial flood risk is required. For
more information, please see our written response.

18-021

Berkley Farm

SU1534281164

Resi (365)

none

no MR, ordinary w/c south
to north through and
adjacent to site

none

SWINDON

unproductive

THM

Further assessment required. Although the site is in
Flood Zone 1, as established in the Sequential Test
statement, there is an unmodelled ordinary
watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk from this
unmodelled watercourse is unknown and therefore
further assessment of fluvial flood risk is required. For
more information, please see our written response.

18-022

Akers Land

SU1516080751

Resi (300)

none

No MR, ordinary w/c to
west and east boundaries

none

SWINDON

unproductive

THM

Further assessment required. Although the site is in
Flood Zone 1, as established in the Sequential Test
statement, there is an unmodelled ordinary
watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk from this
unmodelled watercourse is unknown and therefore
further assessment of fluvial flood risk is required. For
more information, please see our written response.

18-023

Land off Swindon Road

SU1481781787

Resi (175)

none

no MR, ordinary w/c to west

None

SWINDON

unproductive. Most of site on
historic landfill

THM

Further assessment required. Although the site is in
Flood Zone 1, as established in the Sequential Test
statement, there is an unmodelled ordinary
watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk from this
unmodelled watercourse is unknown and therefore
further assessment of fluvial flood risk is required. For
more information, please see our written response.

URBAN
REGENERATION
AREAS:
Marlowe Ave

18-024

Marlowe Ave Urban Regeneration
area

SU1748685538

Resi-led (976) mixed use

none

MR 20m to north and 187m
to west

"code 2"

SWINDON

mostly unproductive, sliver of
Secondary A aquifer to north
along main river route

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

URBAN
REGENERATION
AREAS: Pipers
Way

18-025

Intel Campus

SU1590882824

Resi (276)

none

none

deciduous woodland west
of site

SWINDON

secondary A bedrock aquifer.
Historic landfill 93m to south

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-026

Wakefield House

SU1611782608

Resi (228)

none

none

European water vole

SWINDON

Secondary A bedrock aquifer,
historic landfill 102m west

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-027

Former Wroughton Park & Ride

SU1517382270

Resi (340)

FZ2/3 fraction to east of
site, associated with
ordinary watercourse

MR 98m to north

None

SWINDON

Unproductive bedrock aquifer

across most of site, Secondary A
superficial to northeast corner of

site

THM

Further assessment required. As idenitfied in the
Sequential Test statement, this site is within Flood
Zone 3. A site assessment will be required, this could
include, but not limited to: using modelled data,
assessing the impacts of climate change using
appropriate climate change allowances, idenitfying
Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience measures
required, demonstrate that flood risk will not be
increased elsewhere. There is also an unmodelled
ordinary watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk
from this unmodelled watercourse is unknown and
therefore further assessment of fluvial flood risk is
required. For more information, please see our written
response.

OTHER NEW
SITE
ALLOCATIONS

18-028

Land at Pentylands Lane/Crane
Furlong

SU2001193413

Resi (53)

none

none

European water vole

SWINDON

unproductive .

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-029

Land at Sams Lane

SU1560990467

Resi (115)

none

none

deciduous woodland east of|
site

SWINDON

Secondary A bedrock aquifer

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-030

Land south of Highworth Road

SU1519590054

Resi (89)

none

none

none

SWINDON

Secondary A bedrock aquifer

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.




18-031

Land at Turnpike Road

SU1495989921

Resi (93)

none

none

none

SWINDON

Secondary A bedrock aquifer

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

SU1453685453

18-032

Land at 12 Turnpike Road

SU1515989734

Resi (48)

none

none

none

SWINDON

Secondary A bedrock aquifer

THM

Further assessment required. Although the site is in
Flood Zone 1, as established in the Sequential Test
statement, there is an unmodelled ordinary
watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk from this
unmodelled watercourse is unknown and therefore
further assessment of fluvial flood risk is required. For
more information, please see our written response.

18-033

Land west of Shaw Village Centre|

SU1126585457

Resi (6)

FZ3

Main river and ordinary w/c

none

SWINDON

Secondary A superficial aquifer

THM

Further assessment required. As idenitfied in the
Sequential Test statement, this site is within Flood
Zone 3. Asite assessment will be required, this could
include, but not limited to: using modelled data,
assessing the impacts of climate change using
appropriate climate change allowances, idenitfying
Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience measures
required, demonstrate that flood risk will not be

i . For more i ion, please
see our written response.

18-034

Newburn Sidings

SU1380184359

Resi (203)

none

main river

deciduous woodland

SWINDON

unproductive. Railway to west

see DPS 128848

Further assessment required. As idenitfied in the
Sequential Test statement, this site is within Flood
Zone 3. Asite assessment will be required, this could
include, but not limited to: using modelled data,
assessing the impacts of climate change using
appropriate climate change allowances, idenitfying
Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience measures
required, demonstrate that flood risk will not be

i . For more i ion, please
see our written response.

18-035

Vacant Bus depot

SU1529283948

Resi (40)

none

none

none

SWINDON

Secondary A bedrock aquifer

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-036

Site of former Whitbourne House
care home

SU1714883982

Resi (37)

none

none

none

SWINDON

unproductive

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-037

Kingsdown

SU1604189735

Resi-led (1552) mixed use

none

None. Ordinary
watercourses flow west to
east across the site.

White clawed crayfish 134m
east of site

SWINDON

Historick landfill 14m from site.
Secondary A bedrock aquifer.

THM

Further assessment required. Although the site is in
Flood Zone 1, as established in the Sequential Test
statement, there is an unmodelled ordinary
watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk from this
unmodelled watercourse is unknown and therefore
further assessment of fluvial flood risk is required. For
more information, please see our written response.

18-038

Kingsdown (Turnpike Road land)

SU1577289160

Resi (125)

none

none

none

SWINDON

secondary A bedrock aquifer

THM

No requirements. We agree with the sequential test
that this site is within Flood Zone 1 and that there are
no main rivers or ordinary watercourses on site that
pose fluvial flood risk.

18-039

South Marston and Rowborough

SU2031587593

Resi-led (2380) mixed use

FZ2 and 3 along river,
largest area to
south/middle of site

MR through site, multiple
ordinary watercourses

Bullead, European water
vole, white clawed crayfish

SWINDON

Historic landfill on site and 188m
north, secondary A bedrock and
superficial aquifer. Railway to
south

THM

Further assessment required. As idenitfied in the
Sequential Test statement, this site is within Flood
Zone 3. Asite assessment will be required, this could
include, but not limited to: using modelled data,
assessing the impacts of climate change using
appropriate climate change allowances, idenitfying
Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience measures
required, demonstrate that flood risk will not be
increased elsewhere. There is also an unmodelled
ordinary watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk
from this unmodelled watercourse is unknown and
therefore further assessment of fluvial flood risk is
required. For more information, please see our written

response.




18-040

Great Stall East and Lotmead

SU2058486434

Resi-led (4050) mixed use

areas of FZ2 and 3 on site

Multiple main rivers and
ordinary watercourses.

"code 2"

SWINDON

Secondary A superficial aquifer

THM

Further assessment required. As idenitfied in the
Sequential Test statement, this site is within Flood
Zone 3. Asite assessment will be required, this could
include, but not limited to: using modelled data,
assessing the impacts of climate change using
appropriate climate change allowances, idenitfying
Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience measures
required, demonstrate that flood risk will not be
increased elsewhere. There is also an unmodelled
ordinary watercourse on site. The fluvial flood risk
from this unmodelled watercourse is unknown and
therefore further assessment of fluvial flood risk is
required. For more information, please see our written
response.

18-041

Green Land

SU2015885258

Resi (275)

FZ2 and 3 across eastern
half

main river to east

none

SWINDON

unproductive

Further assessment required. As idenitfied in the
Sequential Test statement, this site is within Flood
Zone 3. Asite assessment will be required, this could
include, but not limited to: using modelled data,
assessing the impacts of climate change using
appropriate climate change allowances, idenitfying
Flood Zone 3b extents, flood resilience measures
required, demonstrate that flood risk will not be

i . For more i ion, please
see our written response.

18-042

Foxbridge Village

SU1987284366

Resi-led (540) mixed use

FZ2 and 3 to east

main river to east

"code 2"

SWINDON

unproductive

THM

Further assessment required. As idenitfied in the
Sequential Test statement, this site is within Flood
Zone 3. Asite assessment will be required, this could
include, but not 