
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

1. Introduction  
  

1.2 The significance of effective community involvement in planning has been emphasised through the Government’s localism agenda, particularly that of 

the Localism Act 2011 and through the National Planning Policy Framework. This has resulted in a requirement for developers to consult local 

communities before submitting planning applications for certain developments.  

1.3 This Statement provides a full explanation of the consultation process undertaken in preparation of the submission of this application, and summarises 

the outcome of feedback received. 

1.4 The emerging Stroud Local Plan Review seeks to allocate land at Draycott Cam for residential development with ancillary infrastructure and open 

space. The draft allocation is controlled in part by Persimmon Homes and in part by Robert Hitchins (hereafter referred to as “the parties”). It is not only 

best practice for the parties to work together to create a cohesive masterplan for the wider allocation, under the Environmental Impact Assessment 

regulations it is also required that an Environmental Statement is compiled which considers the entirety of the allocation. On this basis, whilst both 

parties are submitting separate applications, the parties have worked closely on the formulation of the design concept and this has also meant working 

together on consultation. 

1.4 This statement therefore summarises the consultation process to date undertaken by both parties in the context of the wider site and is submitted in 

duplicate in support of both parties separate planning applications. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

2. Planning Policy   
 

2.1 The relevant planning policy references for pre-application consultation applicable to this application are: 

• The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (February 2019) 

• Stroud District Council Statement of Community Involvement  

• Cam Neighbourhood Plan 

National Planning Policy Framework (February 2019) 

2.2 The revised NPPF was published in February 2019 and sets out national policy with the fundamental overarching principal of sustainable 

development  

2.3 Paragraph 39 of the NPPF highlights the importance of pre-application engagement and front-loading and states:  

 “Early engagement has significant potential to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the planning application system for all parties. Good quality 

pre-application discussion enables better coordination between public and private resources and improved outcomes for the community.” 

Stroud District Council Statement of Community Involvement (March 2019) 

2.4 The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 requires Local Planning Authorities to produce a Statement of Community Involvement. The 

Stroud District Council’s Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) was adopted in March 2019 and states: 

 “This document sets out Stroud District Council’s strategy for community involvement in the planning process. It sets out the ways in which we will 

inform, engage and consult people when we are formulating planning policies and considering planning applications and how we will give feed back 

to the community on the results” 

2.5 The SCI states the benefits of the Council’s pre-application service in that the developer can explore the planning issues raised by their prospective 

development, without incurring the cost of submitting a formal planning application.  

 



 
 

Cam Neighbourhood Plan 

2.6 Appendix to of the Cam Neighbourhood Plan is the pre-application engagement protocol and it is evident from the wider Neighbourhood Plan that 

engagement with the community is very important to the Parish and wider community. 

2.7 The document sets out that “drawing from the 10 Commitments and other guidance on best practice, potential applicants should work with Cam 

Parish Council to fulfil the following principles”: 

o ‘Day One’ contact: By far the best results for all emerge when contact is made with our Parish Council, and through us with our local 

community, at the very start of any process; consulting people late with already prepared schemes is not productive. 

o Agreed Process: A key aim of this early contact is to discuss and agree the nature, scope, timetable, information and so forth of the 

engagement – i.e. the process to be followed.  

o Applicant Leadership but Shared Responsibility: Although it is the applicant’s role to lead and fund engagement, the Parish Council will offer 

as much support as possible to any agreed process; for example by providing local information, contact details for local groups, advice on 

meeting places, access to newsletters and so forth. 

o Openness and Transparency: Building trust between all and ensuring an agreed outcome depend heavily on having a process that is as open 

as possible on all sides, though the Parish Council will respect any issues of clear commercial confidentiality. Cam NDP | 2020 Referendum 

Version 5 cammunity One Plan | One Cam | One Voice  

o Agreed Community: A project may have an impact on a limited number of people or on all of the parish. The details of those to be involved 

will need to be discussed and agreed for any project, as will the potential ways to contact and engage them.  

o Agreed Scope: There will also need to be agreement about the scope of the engagement, i.e. what is and is not open to change (e.g. layout, 

quantum of development, design etc.).  

o Proportionality: The nature and scale of engagement will be balanced in appropriate proportion to the scale and likely impact of any 

proposals.  



 
 

o Final Reporting: The applicant should submit, with any final application, a thorough report – a full report - describing and summarising the 

outcomes of the engagement, demonstrating how the proposals have (or have not) responded to results. If they have not, a short note should 

be included to explain this. If the process has been followed fully, the Parish Council will endorse this report; if not they may submit their own 

evaluation of it. 

  



 
 

3. Consultation with the Local Planning Authority, County Council and Government Agencies   
 

3.1 Whilst the parties tried to enter into formal pre-application for over a year, due to lack of resources at the Council this was not possible. The parties 

did however have a number of informal meetings and discussions with both the heads of planning policy and development management to give a 

running commentary on the progress of the overall design work. 

3.2 Feedback was also given on some elements which have then been incorporated in to the scheme, for example detail of the open space requirements 

and new open space strategy, details pertaining to feedback from the local health group and details regarding education requirements. 

3.4 The parties also submitted a request for a scoping response as to what the Council believed would be required to be covered by an Environmental 

Statement. This resulted in a number of detailed consultee responses which have informed the applications as well as the Environmental Statement. 

3.5 The scoping exercise for the Environmental Statement and scoping for individual reports supporting the applications and Environmental Statement 

chapters has also resulted in ongoing discussions with various Council and governmental departments including Gloucestershire County Highways 

and Highways England. 

  

 

 

 

 

  



 
 

4. Consultation with the Parish Council and Community  

 

4.1 Prior to putting pen to paper in masterplanning terms, Persimmon Homes and Robert Hitchins met with Cam Parish Council on the 7th August 2019 to 

discuss the site and to hear comments from the Parish Council as to what was important to them and what they would wish to see as part of any 

overall design concept for the site should it come forward for development in line with the Stroud Local Plan Review. A number of comments were 

then also forwarded following the meeting and these comments were considered as part of initial work on masterplanning. 

4.2 In tandem with the emergence of the Stroud Local Plan Review, the District Council were keen to have a cohesive masterplan developed for the 

overall allocation which could be presented as part of the consultations on the emerging Plan. With this in mind, whilst expert consultants had yet to 

be instructed and expert reports compiled, Persimmon and Robert Hitchins carried out their own desk based assessment of the constraints and 

opportunities relating to the site (landscape impact, topography, drainage, heritage etc) and together with the comments of the parish council, 

formulated an initial concept masterplan. 

4.3 On the 9th October 2019 Persimmon and Robert Hitchins presented the initial concept masterplan to the Parish Council and asked for feedback. ON 

7th December 2019 Stroud District Council held a public consultation event at Cam Parish Council’s hall which sought to provide information on the 

draft Local Plan Review. As part of this, Persimmon and Robert Hitchins attended with the initial masterplan presented and answered questions as 

well as taking feedback from members of the public specific to draft allocation PS24. 

4.4 Following this, a team of consultants were instructed to carry out various surveys and reports in relation to the site with the ultimate goal of not only 

compiling an Environmental Statement, but fundamentally providing an informed set of constraints and opportunities which would lead to an amended 

and informed concept masterplan. This informed masterplan is the subject of this Design and Access Statement and the development and evolution 

of which is discussed throughout the rest of this document. The masterplan was presented to Cam Parish Council on the 4th November 2020 and 

feedback used to make amendments. 

4.5 A further public consultation was also run in January and February 2021 comprising of a leaflet drop and consultation website seeking further 

comments and views from the public. The flyer is shown overleaf and the public consultation website can be viewed at 

https://sites.google.com/view/northwestcam 

https://sites.google.com/view/northwestcam


 
 

  



 
 

 

 

 

 



 
 

5. Outcomes of the Consultation  

5.1 The comments received from the parish council across the various meetings as well as the comments from the public at the consultations has helped 

inform the scheme which is reflected in the application documents. A detailed evolution of the design process can be seen in the Design and Access 

Statement, submitted as part of this application.  

5.2 The consultation responses received during the January to February public consultation are shown in Appendix 1. 

5.3 A short summary of the key themes taken from all the consultation approaches and which have informed the design of the scheme is as follows: 

o Aspiration to improve access to Jubilee Playing Fields and provide additional parking 

o Design to reflect the important features which make Cam unique; including a particular focus around connectivity for pedestrians and cyclists 

along existing and new snickets and the importance of trees and their role in the design of place 

o Need to fully consider parking and road design, with want for a bus route wide enough for its purpose 

o Noise to be fully considered in terms of the motorway 

o Existing bridleway and public rights of way to be key consideration to ensure connectivity is retained and where possible enhanced   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

6.  Conclusions  
  

6.2 Persimmon Homes and Robert Hitchins recognise the importance of community engagement in the planning application process as set out in the 

NPPF, the Council’s SCI and also the Cam Neighbourhood Plan.  

6.3 As such, PHSV has undertaken an extensive pre-application consultation with the Council and the local community, in which the feedback received 

has been used to inform the design of the scheme. Full detail of the design evolution can be read and understood fully in the Design and Access 

Statement. 

  



 
 

Appendix 1 – Consultation Responses to January and February Consultation 
  



 
 

Ridiculous place to put vehicle access adjacent to a petrol station and very close to existing estate entrance . 

As a regular walker of the footpaths in this area I hope your drainage survey will be over normal specification as the fields adjacent to jubilee playing field are 
waterlogged and on clay soil. Especially near the entrance proposed right next to a petrol station. No from me 
There is no mention on the details about the bridleway that runs down the side of the playing fields and under the motorway linking to gossington Bridge. I will be 
reporting to the British horse society 
Does Cam really need any more new homes given the current climate. I think the council should suspended this project and consultation for at least 5 years to 
allow impact of other near building work by Boris to be completed and the impact on school places of these homes be felt before trying to build anything else. 
What about when the water "New surface water and foul water sewer networks will be constructed to service the proposed scheme."but then where where do 
they go . Existing system for town will need major upgrade. 
It distresses me to find that this is an ADDITIONAL proposal, beyond the devastating amount of development that has already been earmarked to take over our 
green spaces, with little consideration as to the effect outside of the microcosm of the development. All effort is made to seemingly make the development as 
acceptable as possible, claiming to protect biodiversity (you're stealing 39 hectares of green space from us with this proposal, I'm sorry, but no amount of 'but 
we'll keep this one little area for you' is going to make up for that loss), sound-proofing for residents - yet allocating your allotments as close to the polluting M5 as 
possible. The fact of the matter is there is no consideration for the people who live here already. Up to 1000 homes, circa 1500 extra cars on road which are 
already creaking under the strain of the current population travelling to the closest amenities via Cam High Street. Increased traffic will cause not only frustration 
for residents who already experience difficulty exiting onto the High Street from their residences, but the reduction in air quality due to the inevitable increase in 
idling cars in traffic reduces and endangers the quality of life of ALL residents. Our public transport via the local train station is already woefully inadequate, 
oversubscribed, and unable to serve increased population.1000 new properties, so potentially 3000+ new residents who will need access to vastly oversubscribed 
health facilities such as GP surgeries, where an appointment already takes up to a fortnight to achieve. An additional development of this scale will devastate the 
natural area, the health, and mental health of existing residents. The planning proposals already in place for other developments are maligned enough, yet still 
you seem intent on destroying our community by piling yet more into our locality. Shame on you. 
Hi there I have just received your leaflet for public consultation West of Draycott, Cam, PS24, with regard to any feedback I might have to the proposal. Firstly, I 
am a horseback rider and use the lane at the back of Jubilee Fields to ride through (under the motorway bridge) to Gossington using Everside Lane for access 
and riding adjacent to Jubilee Playing Fields. I can currently ride all the way through, across the A38 and ride a loop. Can you please confirm this access will still 
be available to me, you state walk way and cycle path but no mention of horse back riding access. Secondly, you do not mention any proposed date or dates, 
when this development (if planning permission goes ahead) will take place? Third and final, is this in addition to the Wisloe development or instead of the Wisloe 
development? I look forward to hearing from you. 
Yet another disgrace by ‘developers’ AKA, ruiners!!! This VILLAGE as it once was has already been trashed by the antics of your brethren at BOVIS and others, 
towards the station. Now what is left of the greenfield areas of our village is going to be plastered with yet more hideous chav boxes so you lot can line your 
pockets. Why GREENFIELD??!! Why??! Cam high st has already become a motorway because of all this development and you greedy lot will now add to the 
nightmare bringing in more people who’ve never set foot here. There are brownfield sites all over the place but oooh no, you’d have to spend a few quid clearing 
them. Then of course about 3 years of wagons, indolent builders who drop their rubbish and fag ends everywhere and all for what? To house people who aren’t 
queuing up in caravans at the M5 junction begging to live in Cam??! No doubt they’ll all be redbrick too. Oh how charming!! Not!!! 



 
 

Collaboration between two companies . They won't do all the required added extras . Only build 70% get discharges on community stuff. No no no thank you. 

A school . In that location will constantly be flooded. Where will everyone park. It will be carnage and dangerous. I would never agree to a school with only 
residential access. Complaints all round I feel. 
I'm devastated about your proposals. I only just bought my house here in November and one of the main reasons I bought it was because of the surrounding 
countryside and nowhere near a building site. I wouldn't have bought my house if I'd known this was going to happen. Gutted 
With the two new housing developments in Box Road, and the new estate in the old coal yard, infilling and in Dursley the Littlecombe site another 1,000 houses 
seems excessive, especially on green belt. I don't think the infrastructure (roads, sewage system) would be adequate for the amount of housing proposed as 
there are occasionally problems in Slimbridge which is where, I believe, the sewage from this development would have to go. The 'potential' school should be 
built anyway as local schools may not have enough room to take all the children that could move on to the estate. What about another doctors surgery, and 
shops? 
Whether the proposal is for 950 or 700 new homes (dependant on which part of your proposal you care to read) this huge development removes further green 
space from Cam. As you so rightly state the visual impact on the area will be considerable and lead to a further denigration of the area - but hardly a reason that 
will be considered sufficient to curtail this huge expansion. Another depressing example of in-fill housing only curtailed by the motorway with a no doubt well 
intentioned sop of a 'potential school' which we all know is unlikely to ever be built. All so sad. 
Yes, great that an school is in the equation but what about the fact we have one secondary school that would not cope with the extra children in the future? Also 
would access to the m5 be considered as this amount of houses will create greater traffic through local villages to gain access and A38 is already a very busy 
road? 
The school is too close to existing houses. Why can it not be moved further back towards the M5? Also, can it be confirmed that the Jubilee Fields park will not 
become an extension to the school and that dog walkers will continue to have clear use of Jubilee Fields without interference. 
How will this impact the local shops (ie tesco isn't bigger enough to cope ), GP surgeries ( up to capacity) and secondary school again up to capacity) ? Will there 
be plans for more food shops, GP surgery and more money into the local secondary school? 
I think the plan looks very good and I am pleased there will be better access to jubilee playing fields 

In the planning status it indicates allocation for 700 dwellings in the proposal it says 900 so which is it ? Also the vehicle access both out onto the A4135 which is 
unable to deal with traffic as it is during working hours, with an industrial estate opposite and new developments continuing at Box Road. The bridge over the M5 
which has suffered and will not be able to cope with traffic without serious rebuilding/ restoring. Considerations should be given to the type of property being 
submitted, in light of recent judgement given that traffic pollution exacerbated asthma problems, housing should be set back off the road and not on the roadside. 
Dear Sirs , thank you for your flyer and the invitation to comment on your proposed development at Cam West. Our concerns have already been logged with the 
council at their planning development stage . They remain the same and briefly, are as follows. • The percentage of Affordable housing( 30%) is COMMITTED to 
and Prioritised as inclusive housing i.e., dispersed equally amongst the development ; and not exclusively sited in minimum profit areas . This development to 
include disability access housing .The ghettoization of ‘ social housing’ is negative concept and should be avoided. • All houses will be as low carbon impact as 
feasible ( as I am sure you will be aiming for anyway) • The ‘Potential’ school is a Definite need.- the current pressure on existing schools is already extreme – 
and with potential new styles of teaching ( due to COVID-19 & it’s fall out) that pressure will not diminish. • That a bus route is included in the development – the 
development of cycle lanes is welcomed and to maintain diversity in demographic alternatives to car ownership is essential. 



 
 

Cam cannot support another 3000+ residents. The roads arent wide enough in many places for the additional traffic. We have limited to no space in Drs surgeries 
or Dental Practices etc. This is yet another ill advised scheme where additional housing is just dumped on Cam for the Stroud districts quota 
This proposal is an absolute insult to the local residents of Cam. There is already significant growing traffic in the area owing to the draw of Cam; the commutable 
distances to Bristol and Cheltenham are ideal. By building a school, the traffic would increase even more and make the area undesirable. Why not look at 
revamping existing areas? There are thousands of homes empty elsewhere. The area does not need a school or more houses. There is already excessive 
destructive work going on by the train station. Surely we don’t need another one! Also, the environmental impact is not commensurate with modern day culture. 
There are fields and trees and open areas that would suffer and the impact to local residents lifestyles and local animals is again not worth it when there are 
many other alternatives. This is a money grabbing opportunity which is being forced into an area that does not need it! Take a vote of all the residents in the area 
and see how it goes. 
Why dont you just stop destroying our countryside which i have had the pleasure to walk on the many footpaths In Lower Cam. You can dress it up any way you 
like but this development like Box Road will have a negative effect on the community,in terms of the local environment,wildlife and fauna,not to mention the 
increased traffic flow along Cam High Street. As a person of 62 years of age who has lived in the Parish all his life i see the effects on our roads and community 
of increased housing locally. Speeding cars all day long,numerous accidents,cars parked everywhere,i could go on but your local plan doesnt mention any of the 
above does it. Where will all these people shop,Tesco's icar park in Cam is not big enough to support the increased volume of traffic,what of the local Doctors and 
Dental practices,more people means longer wait times and a less personal service,funny but you dont mention any of these issues. I have seen many accidents 
in Cam High Street in the last couple of years and the situation is getting worse. Perhaps you could explain how these 950 homes,originally 800 will enhance our 
local roads and give me a greater quality of life whilst out walking my dog. I look forward to your reply on all the above issues. 
I think Cam village has had enough development as it is. Why do we need any more. This development should not be allowed as it is outside the settlement area 
and is in a flood plain. 
With regard to the proposed housing development in Cam, what provision will be made to the infrastructure with regard to doctors' surgeries and local pharmacies 
which are currently under pressure having already had to absorb the extra intake from the Box Road housing development. Are there plans for building further 
surgeries and pharmacies? As they seem to be proposing a new primary school what is being done regarding the extra intake of pupils to local secondary schools 
such as Rednock? The plan also seems to show proposed development on the other side of the A4135 which will again affect surgeries, pharmacies and schools. 
Yes, we need to building extra housing but surely Cam has had its fair share. Enough is enough!! We don't want to see Cam turning into another KingsWay! 
When do you think work will commence on further decimating our countryside at Cam. 
We rent a small patch of ground to carry out our hobby, which we will have to move. It would be nice to have some idea of how much longer we have. Are we 
talking 1 -2 years or maybe 5. 
1/. What is the effect on doctors surgery’s and supermarkets? Any new facilities envisaged? 
2/. Construction access affects on existing traffic flow? 
3/. Will the new road layout create a ‘rat run’ for shortcut seakers? 
As a lay person I do not fully understand planning rules, allocations and all that but I note this is for up to 1000 homes vs the draft allocation of 700 homes so 
some 40% increase. Is that correct? Given that the area of land seems the same as the draft allocation then the housing density must be increased. Or am I 
missing something? What does this mean for the type of housing proposed? 
 



 
 

I am pleased that a possible school is planned but am concerned that this plot could 'under pressure' become housing. What is the status of this part of the plot? 
There is insufficient information on school access and traffic flow for the school and it looks like that may be a major issue. This requires more detail. 
 
There is no provision for small retail outlets. With such a sizable development and alongside box road too this is surely required. Why is this not considered or 
mentioned? 
 
The plan looks very stand alone. It would be useful to understand the (additional) links to box road and cycle, footpath access through to the station. Also any 
enhanced bus stop provision. 
 
I am concerned that the access may impede flow along the A4135. There is a roundabout shown at the northern end but not the South. Will A4135 through traffic 
have priority and will there be turning lanes or whatever to minimise impeding traffic flow? 
 
Is the area of land separating the two parts of the site to be kept free of housing or could that be filled in? If so how does the plan allow for that or how is that land 
'protected'? 
 
The view from Cam Peak will undoubtedly be impacted. I would want to see and comment on the package of mitigation that has been drawn up to ensure any 
impacts on the landscape are minimised and are acceptable. What consultation will there be on this? 
 
Where can the evidence be scrutinised that shows this scheme working with ecologists, arboriculturalists and our designers actually does what you say re: 
hedgerows, trees and biodiversity i.e. retains, emphasises and reinforces? 
We live in the small lay-by opposite the one route into the proposed development. (Nr railway bridge.) can you tell us how the roundabout will be placed in respect to 
our junction onto the main road? It is hard enough at present getting out on to the main road and worry this will make it harder unless our junction is incorporated into 
it?  
 
Also I can’t clearly see on the plans if you are putting any retail units in as a small shops or coffee shop would benefit this side of cam greatly. 
I would like to raise a few questions regarding the proposal  
 
1. When is the proposed build and completion dates 2. What provisions are in placed for the current bridle way running along side Jubilee, to the motorway and under?  
3.  The junctions allowing access to site, are they going to be roundabouts to slow the traffic flow along main road 4. Increased traffic for school proposal-  what is 
proposed school parking so no impact seen to manor avenue or cam high street residents. 



 
 

5. Is this development as well of or instead of the Wisloe fields by slimbridge roundabout. And if is as well as, that’s 5 housing developments created in last 10yrs and 
only one school being supported, no other employment or provisions to scale with it.  
6. Are the jubilee playing field improvements set to be completed in line with the housing site development. 
Hi 
Im not in favour of this at all, there is far to many housing developments going on as it it around this rather small country, mainly due to our incompetent government 
constantly letting in millions of immigrants ever couple of years. We (the British people) were never asked! It'll come to a point when theres hardly any countryside left! 
We are only a tiny island. We dont need this "west of dracott" housing estates, we've just hard loads of new houses built near the train station. When will enough be 
enough!! 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
I have no objections toward new housing developments in the area and never do. People need homes. 
 
However, I'm seeing an issue repeating itself over and over throughout Cam and Dursley, with our new developments over the past 15 years and it's a serious issue 
that housing developers need to start addressing, because it's bad enough that the infrastructure all over the country is just not suitable for the amount of people who 
live here. 
 
Our largest issue is with roads and parking. Now, we can't make roads wider in most places that are already built. Looks like we're just going to be stuck forever with 
no space for cyclists (forcing us to drive everywhere) and not enough room anywhere for parking. Not having enough room for parking isn't going to stop people getting 
cars and driving, because they need to in order to live a fully functional life in todays society. 
 
The problems with all the developments is continuing to pack every house in smaller and smaller spaces, with less and less parking and roads still are getting wider for 
all the traffic that is on them. 
Issues with parking can become something of an ordeal, causing rifts between neighbours and antisocial behaviour. It's happening all over Cam and Dursley and has 
been for years. People are fighting over parking and roads and developers are the ones causing all this drama. 
 
I completely object to continuing to build developments with garages too small to fit even a small car in it. None of the garages on my estate (which is one of the new 
developments near Draycott) actually fit cars in them and this can be seen across Gloucestershire with newer buildings. These garages are therefore, largely a waste 
of space. I have just one parking space, and if you're thinking of giving any household just one parking space, you've already gone wrong unless it's a one bedroom 
home. 
 



 
 

We need wider roads and more parking to accompany the growth of our town and village, or our town and village needs to stop growing and developers need to go 
somewhere else. Please consider my suggestions. 
Thank you 
Hi there 
 
I have just received your leaflet for public consultation West of Draycott, Cam, PS24, with regard to any feedback I might have to the proposal. 
 
Firstly, I am a horseback rider and use the lane at the back of Jubilee Fields to ride through (under the motorway bridge) to Gossington using Everside Lane for access 
and riding adjacent to Jubilee Playing Fields.  I can currently ride all the way through, across the A38 and ride a loop.  Can you please confirm this access will still be 
available to me, you state walk way and cycle path but no mention of horse back riding access. 
 
Secondly, you do not mention any proposed date or dates, when this development (if planning permission goes ahead) will take place? 
 
Third and final, is this in addition to the Wisloe development or instead of the Wisloe development? 
I am concerned about the amount of housing proposed to be allocated in this area. Although a disagree with the l Stroud District housing number allocation I 

understand sites need to be identified.  

 

Cam is now an urban area and although this is not a brownfield site I would be supportive of PS24. 

If PS24 is included in the local plan, then the site on the other side of the M5 at Wisloe should be removed as it will tip the balance in the area and saturate the 

market. The local area will not be able to cope and it will put lots of pressure on Cam and Dursley. PS24 is included in our NDP and can be built out accordingly 

in line with what has been agreed. I do think the allotments should not be positioned next to the M5 in case of pollution. It will be interesting to see how the noise 

barriers will work. I would be concerned as these could be seen from the other side of the motorway if it is too high. 

I live in draycott crescent just in front of the proposal of buildings. I have to say I am very much not in favour of any of this proposal !! I suffer with severe anxiety 

and depression and I use my back garden space area for peace and relaxation and an escape from Reality and everyday pressures .with the accompanying view 

I find peace . I enjoy watching the many different types of wildlife there are in these beautiful fields this proposal will have detrimental effects on my life and well-
being especially with a great big school plonked right in my back garden!!!!!!  There’s more than enough new houses being built in cam as it is! And also to finish 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

it is not a great idea putting allotments right next to the M5 with the pollution from the  motorway going all over your crops!!!!! I hope for my sake that yourPlanning 

permission is turned down although I very much doubt that I also know that many people share my view 

Do we really need all these houses, the impact on the A4135 will be horrendous with the 2 developments going on in box rd as well. Please no traffic lights, let it 

flow! Can"t see anybody buying houses next door to the M5, if they build will they really put in a school? That field is as well used as the jubilee fields for walkers 

and there is a natural water feature in the middle! The area is flooded at the momment hence its old name "flood acre". These will be dormitory settlements, 

everybody will have to travel to work. Public transport is useless for workers with current shift patterns 6-2 2-10 etc. I know i used to be a bus driver! Please some 

common sense, lets see the impact of box rd first, I am well aware of the goverment demands for housing but is this the right place, we surely have had our share 

with the Lister"s devellopment as well 
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