Comment ID: 10355
Location in consultation document: Scenario 6
Name: H Argo

Comment: | believe this is the most sensible and fair approach to dispersing additional
housing within the Cotswold District. Just because a settlement is within the AONB
should not give it immunity to additional housing. Smaller developments throughout
the Cotswold villages will have less impact on the district rather than dumping all the
housing on the south of the district in huge housing estates which will distort the
existing village/town. Additional housing should be worked out using a formula in direct
relation to the current size of the town, village, hamlet or cluster of houses. Why
shouldn't places like, for example, Coln Rogers or Turkdean, for example, be allowed to
expand by one or two houses?



Comment ID: 10454
Location in consultation document: Scenario 1
Name: H Argo

Comment: | believe you need to look at the settlement scoring determining Kemble as a
Principal Settlement.

The Settlement Role and Function Study uses the ONS figures for Kemble Civil Parish
which includes Ewen, Kemblewick and part of Cotswold Airport.

This Local Plan Review specifically states the proposed principal settlements refer to
the settlement only and not the whole parish.

Therefore, if the population and settlement, employment and economic, and the
community facilities and services figures for Kemble in the Settlement Role and
Function Study are recalculated, the 388 houses of Kemble village may not meet the
criteria to be a principal settlement site.



Comment ID: 10466
Location in consultation document: Scenario 1
Name: H Argo

Comment: | believe you need to look at the settlement scoring determining Kemble as a
Principal Settlement.

The Settlement Role and Function Study uses the ONS figures for Kemble Civil Parish
which includes Ewen, Kemblewick and part of Cotswold Airport.

This Local Plan Review specifically states the proposed principal settlements refer to
the settlement only and not the whole parish.

Therefore, if the population and settlement size, employment and economic activity
and community facilities and services figures for the civil parish of Kemble are
recalculated, Kemble village may not meet the criteria for a principal settlement.



Comment ID: 11059
Location in consultation document: Infrastructure needs
Name: H Marson

Comment: Infrastructure is key to future development. eg sewerage and drainage in
Down Ampney is currently at breaking point and the health of the occupants of the
village will be at risk if the current sewage system is is not updated ahead of any more
housing development. The village floods when there are periods of heavy rainfall. This
will make properties uninsurable and consequently unviable for habitation.



Comment ID: 11044
Location in consultation document: Question 2
Name: H Marson

Comment: | do not consider any development in an area with no public transport to be
sustainable as it would necessitate increased use of private cars in the area



Comment ID: 11071
Location in consultation document: Question 6
Name: H Marson

Comment: | find this whole document too vague for me to be able to agree with. | would
have liked the document to have had greater clarity. From reading the document itis
very difficult to understand what the district will look like in 20 years time.



Comment ID: 10306
Location in consultation document: Question 4
Name: H Tonks

Comment: Re: Cirencester and Siddington proposals (and, to some extent, the Kemble
proposals)

1. The developments in Cirencester and Siddington suggest significant numbers of
properties being built between now and 2043 and beyond. All development appears to
be south of the town with no suggested development north of the town. Any residents
living in these new developments, who need to travel north of the town, will use the
network of roads surrounding Love Lane and the Fire Station roundabout. Itshould be
understood that residents are unlikely to drive south from The Steadings area and
Siddington to access the A417 and will, in order to drive north out of town, drive through
Somerford Road/Love Lane/Fire Station areas, and possibly use the one way system
through the town centre. Whilst acknowledging the benefits of the recent highway
works around the fire station roundabout, there are still queues at peak times. Any
additional houses will add to these queues.

New residents in Kemble, driving north, will also add to congestion on the Fire Station
roundabout or in the Town Centre.

What action will be taken to mitigate these problems?

2. What action will be taken to ensure that there is sufficient parking in the town centre
for these additional residents? These areas are too far out of town for many people to
walk in. This parking needs to be sympathetic to the town.

3. What action will be taken to ensure that the town centre thrives as a result of these
additional homes?

4. What sustainable transport networks will be put in place (eg, bike paths and safe bike
parking) to reduce the number of cars accessing the town centre?



Comment ID: 9596
Location in consultation document: Context
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: The calculation using the standard method for housing targets is skewed
because of the vast AONB within the Cotswold District and disproportionately
negatively affects communities which sit outside the AONB. | propose that the standard
methodology be robustly challenged and the target weighted to take into account the
large proportion of the District which is unavailable for development.

House prices within the AONB are generally higher than average, which surely
influences the affordability factor in the standard method algorithm.

The end result is disproportionate pressure on land and communities which fall outside
the AONB with the almost certain consequence being further social and environmental
polarisation between the communities in and outside the AONB.



Comment ID: 9598
Location in consultation document: 2. Spatial strategy options
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: Test to see whether this comment posts



Comment ID: 9599
Location in consultation document: Context
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: The calculation using the governments standard method for calculating
targets is skewed due to the vast area of the district which is National Landscape (NL)
and consequentially unavailable for development. Communities which sit outside the
NL are disproportionately negatively impacted by the proposal. The standard
methodology should be robustly challenged and the targets proportionately revised to
reflect the proportion of the district which is in fact available for development.

This, combined with the fact that property prices within the NL are generally higher than
those outside it, has the inevitable consequence of further social and environmental
polarisation between the areas within and outside the NL.



Comment ID: 9620
Location in consultation document: Question 3
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: | would oppose the building of higher density developments for the reasons
set out in my response to 2.8 above. It is not suitable outside urban settings and is out of
character for the District. Any such development outside of the main service centres
would destroy the character, appearance and visual appearance of the landscape.



Comment ID: 9623
Location in consultation document: Table 2
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: The relative increase in the number of dwellings in and around Preston is
completely disproportionate and if realised will have an apocalyptic affect. | would
suggest the following are the minimum required for any scenario to proceed:

- green buffer between Preston and Cirencester and Preston and any new development
- safe, continuous walking and cycle routes

- no access to developments through the village - any access should be from the major
Aroads

- pedestrian crossing solutions for both the A419 and A417

- provision for medical and emergency services

- improved community facilities and car parking within Preston
- transport upgrades

- better public transport facilities

- provision of schooling, doctor, dental surgeries, leisure facilities and outdoor
recreation spaces for children - these must all be in place before the developmentis
complete.



Comment ID: 9601
Location in consultation document: The different scenarios
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: If a fair reduction in the target is not achieved, the CDC must, as a matter of
urgency, liaise with neighbouring local authorities with a view to sharing development
needs. In doing so, both the current shortfall and the fact that the size of the NL
prohibits development in the majority of the District should be taken into account.



Comment ID: 9604
Location in consultation document: The different scenarios
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: Every scenario disproportionately affects Preston in a negative way. How
objectively is the CDC looking to find other locations to more evenly distribute the
required housing? Spreading houses more evenly between different settlements (even
outside the NL) would reduce the devastating impact on the small village.



Comment ID: 9608
Location in consultation document: Scenario 3
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: Focussing the main development on existing service centres is the most
logical solution from an environmental and socioeconomic viewpoint. Outside the main
service centres there are limited services and facilities, negligible public transport and
no job opportunities. Significant development outside the main service centres will
result in substantial environmental damage as a result of unsustainable levels of traffic
and a loss of nature in development.



Comment ID: 9609
Location in consultation document: Scenario 5
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: Every scenario negatively impacts the village of Preston and the surrounding
countryside. The parish is composed mainly of countryside with scattered housing and
small businesses. Residents value its rural setting, village life and the existing green
buffer between the village and Cirencester.



Comment ID: 9612
Location in consultation document: Scenario 5
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: The proposal's impact upon Preston is devastating. It will be engulfed by
urban spread from Cirencester, eroding its distinct setting and rural character. It will no
longer exist as a village to the detriment of all who have chosen to live in and contribute
to a rural village community.

The impact upon traffic, road congestion and safety cannot be supported and
significant infrastructure investment would need to be guaranteed in order for any of
the scenarios to progress.



Comment ID: 9614
Location in consultation document: Increasing density
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: Increasing the density of development with the proposed areais notin
keeping with the District and will negatively impact the wider view and usual
appearance of the landscape. Any development within the parish should have lower
density and plenty of open space and trees in order to ensure the rural and historic
character and scenic beauty of Preston is maintained. Please refer to the Design in
Preston Statement and Preston's Neighbourhood Development Plan 2013-2031.

Itis imperative that the rural buffer between Cirencester and Preston is maintained and
that any scenario which proceeds provides for a substantial green buffer between
Preston and any new development.



Comment ID: 9616
Location in consultation document: Question 1
Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: Scenario 3 is our preference. Itis the most environmentally sustainable and
has the least negative impact on the rural communities in the District.



Comment ID: 9617
Location in consultation document: Question 2

Name: Hannah Curtis

Comment: If locations are not sustainable housing should not be built there.



Comment ID: 10580

Location in consultation document: 1. Introduction

Name: Hannah Woloszczynska

Comment: Why Poulton Is Not a Sustainable Settlement for Housing Growth

Resident

Submission — Cotswold District Council Local Plan Review (Regulation 18)

Name: Hannah Woloszczynska & David Woloszczynski
Address: Hazel Cottage, Cricklade Street, Poulton/ Poulton resident]

Date: 2.1.2026

| object to the proposed housing allocation for Poulton.

Poulton is a non-sustainable rural village and does not have the essential facilities or
infrastructure required to support further housing growth.

For Poulton to be considered sustainable, the following facilities would need to be in
place or legally guaranteed before any development:

¢ Village-wide flood mitigation (not site-by-site)

¢ Adequate sewage and wastewater treatment capacity

¢ Full-fibre broadband (FTTP) to every dwelling

¢ Reliable indoor and outdoor mobile phone coverage

¢ Viable public transport (including evenings and weekends)
* Access to primary education capacity

¢ Access to GP, Dentist and healthcare services

e Safe highway capacity and traffic management

These facilities do not exist in Poulton and are not secured by the Local Plan.



Flooding and sewage problems are long-standing and unresolved, particularly around
Ranbury, Bell Lane, Stoney Pool and the A417 bridge. Past development has already
worsened flooding elsewhere.

Poulton also suffers from poor broadband speeds and unreliable mobile sighal,
resulting in digital exclusion. This restricts home working, access to NHS digital
services, emergency communications, education and day-to-day public services.
Digital infrastructure is now essential infrastructure, equivalent to water or electricity.

Allocating housing in Poulton fails the Local Plan soundness tests: ® Not positively
prepared (known infrastructure deficits unresolved)

¢ Not justified (reasonable alternatives exist in sustainable locations)

* Not effective (no guaranteed delivery of infrastructure before occupation)
* Not consistent with national planning policy

Failing even one test makes a plan unsound. Poulton fails all four.
Conclusion

Poulton is not an appropriate location for further housing growth. Unless flood
mitigation, sewage upgrades and full digital infrastructure are delivered and operational
before occupation, the proposed allocation should be removed or substantially
reduced.

Signed:
Hannah Woloszczynska

David Woloszczynski



Comment ID: 10184
Location in consultation document: Question 6
Name: Hayley

Comment: | would like to understand more about the infrastructure that will be
increased to support this proposed development in Fairford. Dcotors? Schools?
Roads?



Comment ID: 9938
Location in consultation document: Question 2
Name: Heather

Comment: No - 'Unstustainable' seems to answer the question. | am concerned with
Moreton in Marsh and the significant flood and water drainage risks. The current
development has already added to the risk, and more is inappropriate.



Comment ID: 9939
Location in consultation document: Question 3
Name: Heather

Comment: | do not support higher buildings. The landscape is one of the principal
attractions of this rural area, and why we love living here.



Comment ID: 9940
Location in consultation document: Question 4
Name: Heather

Comment: No, and | am concerned with Moreton in Marsh. | don't agree that Moreton is
a transport Hub. There are buses, but the roads are so congested that the buses are
slow and not used. The train station services Worcester or Oxford, but people don't
commute From Moreton to jobs in those locations; they do and will continue to drive -
and that's unsustainable. The train is used for some trips to Oxford but mostly to
London by commuters and by tourists. There will be less tourism with 3000 more
homes. Where do you think all these people are going to work?



Comment ID: 9942
Location in consultation document: Question 6
Name: Heather

Comment: | think the vision is admirable, and | would agree with it. We live in this area
as itis'rural' and we appreciate the vital natural landscape and all it has to offer. We
like that children can go to good schools which are at capacity, that there is healthcare
which is also full. we do need more affordable housing. This must not come at the
expense of the the over all wellbeing of the people living here now. Further
development that adds more cars to a creaking infrastructure will put all this at risk.



Comment ID: 8824
Location in consultation document: 3. Indicative figures
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Allocate every high street as a regeneration and development site



Comment ID: 8830

Location in consultation document: 4. Beyond conventional housing

Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Why are you still allowing developments without soar?



Comment ID: 8835
Location in consultation document: 5. Revised vision and objectives
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Our vision should be that 90% of homes are occupied by locals not 10 by
locals and the remainder second homes or holiday let's. The balance in villages has

gone, and house prices unaffordable as forced up by this. There should be a strategy
that any new housing must be locally occupied as in Devon, Cornwall snc Yorkshire.



Comment ID: 8837
Location in consultation document: 6. Call for sites
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Any landowner is going to offer you their poor quality land for example that
which floods to maximise their profit margin. If it's offered its for a reason....



Comment ID: 8828
Location in consultation document: Development beyond 2043
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Moreton has mo infrastructure, mo secondary school 2 small doctors. Sort
this first! No infrastructure no homes.



Comment ID: 8831
Location in consultation document: Employment and commercial development needs
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: In our area you have to fpgo 20 miles for employment opportunities that are
not poorly paid tourist jobs. Quality employment before tourism.



Comment ID: 8832

Location in consultation document: Gypsy and traveller needs

Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: If they are travellers then sites should be transitory only, no permanence,



Comment ID: 8825
Location in consultation document: How did the Council select locations?
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Brownfield sites are everywhere as is high street regeneration. If you ask
people to allocate sites they will try and allocate unsuitable sites so they can make a
profit.



Comment ID: 8819
Location in consultation document: Increasing density
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Every high street now has empty property unlikely to be occupied as retail.
Turn itinto live/work units for local artisans.



Comment ID: 8826
Location in consultation document: Indicative figures
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: The government target are ridiculous because they all want second



Comment ID: 8833
Location in consultation document: Infrastructure needs
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: | look forward to finding out where in the Cotswolds actually has these things
on this list in there entireity! Developers build first then find excuses not to upgrade
these accordingly.



Comment ID: 8821
Location in consultation document: Question 1
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Scenario 3 and with local occupancy only.



Comment ID: 8822
Location in consultation document: Question 2
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: No, it's unsuitable for a reason.



Comment ID: 8823
Location in consultation document: Question 3
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Flats, maisonettes and brownfield regeneration will help local people only if
it comes with an occupancy restriction, otherwise they will be snapped up as
investments, left empty or turned into 2nd homes.



Comment ID: 8829
Location in consultation document: Question 4
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: No. Nowhere has the infrastructure to cope. Infrastructure first. Pointless
increasing populations without doctors, dentists, roads, sewage schools etc



Comment ID: 8834
Location in consultation document: Question 5
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Ensure developers put the infrastructure in place before housing builds are
commenced. In Plymouth a new town has been built,promising leisure, health and lots
more, none of which transpired as the developers said they had no money. Residents
are not happy as they bought into the promise not the delivery.



Comment ID: 8836
Location in consultation document: Question 6
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Infrastructure should be in place before anything else......



Comment ID: 8812
Location in consultation document: Scenario 1
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: There is no point in allocating sites when 70% or more of any homes built will
be sold as holiday homes, holiday let's or second homes which remain empty. Stop
allocation sites and deal with the empty homes we have already. Provide planning
permission on brownfield only and use initiatives to turn empty shops into quality
housing, then you don't need greenfield and AONB.



Comment ID: 8813
Location in consultation document: Scenario 2
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Too many villages have empty homes due to vast swathes of second homes.
New housing should carry a principal or local occupancy restriction as in Lake District,
Yorkshire Dale's, South Devon and Cornwall. Too much new housing is built for second
home owners and holiday let's in this area and it should be controlled as ot forces
prices out of the hands of the young and the local.



Comment ID: 8814
Location in consultation document: Scenario 3
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: This is preferred but needs to be fornprincipal occupancy ONLY of you will
create housing which ends up empty 90% of the time.



Comment ID: 8815
Location in consultation document: Scenario 4
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: As half of new homes in Motreton for instance are empty Mon to Friday it
needs control that the homes are principally occupied. Transport hubs are fine but
where is the employment? London?



Comment ID: 8816
Location in consultation document: Scenario 5
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Stop sprawl. Use brownfield only, andbuee empty shops for new housing.
The days of the high street are long gone everyone shops online or at retail parks.
Revitalise town centres with new housing for LoCALS.



Comment ID: 8817
Location in consultation document: Scenario 6
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Any housing must be for local people not as second homes, holiday let's or
left empty as an investment. We don't constantly want luxury detached homes.



Comment ID: 8818
Location in consultation document: Scenario 7
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Support regeneration not greenfield sites. Use empty homes, empty shops
and turn them into affordable homes for locals, ban sales to people who do not intend
to live here but run holiday let's or as second homes or investments only.



Comment ID: 8827
Location in consultation document: Table 2
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: Willersey cannot cope with any new housing due to regular sewage overflow
into gardens and watercourses. It's a public health issue. No infrastructure should equal
no homes and that goes for everywhere



Comment ID: 8820
Location in consultation document: The Council’s preferred option
Name: Heather Rothwell

Comment: The Councils preferred option will just turn 50% or more of tye housing into
second homes for the rich, change planning policy that any new home must be
principally occupied.



Comment ID: 8809
Location in consultation document: 2. Spatial strategy options
Name: Helen

Comment: The calculation using the standard method for housing targets is skewed
because of the vast (80%) National Landscape (NL) area within Cotswold District. In
this case itis unfair and should be weighted to reflect unavailable areas. Alternatively
the standard method should be robustly challenged.

Development land is extremely scarce within the NL, meaning sites must be
concentrated in the remaining portion of the Cotswolds district which is not designated
NL. Additionally, house prices in the National Landscape tend to be higher than average,
impacting the affordability factor in the standard method algorithm. The end result is
unfair pressure on land and communities outside the NL and the high likelihood of
further social and environmental polarisation between the areas in and outside the NL.



Comment ID: 8811
Location in consultation document: Question 3
Name: Helen

Comment: Although higher density development may be appropriate in urban settings,
it is unsuitable for rural villages (or non-principal settlements). It is essential to ensure
their rural and historic character and scenic beauty is retained whether inside or beyond
the National Landscape. In such areas any development should have a lower density
and plenty of open space and trees and also include a substantial green buffer to firmly
separate existing villages from new development.



CommentID: 10186
Location in consultation document: Table 2
Name: Helen Haresign

Comment: | am surprised to see Poulton on the list of strategic sites identified for
development. Poulton is not a sustainable location, with long standing flooding and
sewage issues - a recent development in Bell Lane was passed on appeal (despite
strong local opposition due to risk of increased flooding) with the planning inspectorate
stating the proposal provided a 'betterment’ to surface water management - yet within a
couple of years houses were flooded downstream of this development yet again!! We
cannot unbuild the houses but to add more to this location would be wrong - it is
developmentin the wrong place. Poulton does not have the infrastructure (no general
store, no school, no doctor's surgery, no meaningful bus service) - it has no mobile
phone signal nor high speed broadband. It should be removed as a strategic location for
development with only small individual infill permitted until the flooding and sewage
issues are addressed.



Comment ID: 8810
Location in consultation document: Scenario 5
Name: Helen Lynas

Comment: Every scenario negatively impacts Preston, the village and surrounding
countryside.

The parish of Preston is composed mainly of countryside with scattered dwellings and
small businesses. Part of the village is designated Conservation Area, defined in part by
its rural setting and its separation from nearby Cirencester. Residents highly value
village life and the existing rural buffer between Cirencester and Preston.

The proposed scenarios engulf Preston Village with suburban sprawl from Cirencester,
harmfully eroding its distinct setting and predominantly rural character. Additionally
they raise serious concerns about the impact on traffic, road congestion and safety,
particularly adding further pressure to already congested points on the road network,
including Kingshill Lane, the Tesco roundabout and Preston Toll Bar.

Significant infrastructure investment will be required to support the proposed scale of
growth, including major upgrades to transport, utilities, schools and healthcare.

If any of these scenarios go ahead, it must be with due notice of the Preston
Neighbourhood Development Plan and with full consideration for the long-term
wellbeing, identity and safety of the village and its residents.

Ameliorating measures must include:

. A robust and substantial green buffer between new housing and Preston
Village to preserve rural separation and identity. This is essential.

. Safe, continuous walking and cycling routes extending between
Cirencester and Preston, including new off-road paths linking to schools and other
facilities.



o Steps to prevent rat-running through Preston Village, protecting its quiet
character and safety. Access to any new development be via the major A-roads and
should not cut through the village.

. Crossing solutions where Kingshill Lane meets the A419 at Preston Toll
Bar.

o Addressing flooding on the A419 at Preston Toll Bar and along adjacent
Cricklade Road.

o Traffic and pedestrian safety measures at Preston Toll Bar and along
Kingshill Lane.

o Provision for emergency services - The recent fatal accidents at the
roundabout on the tollbar required the field where development is proposed to be used
as a landing spot for helicopter ambulances.

Improved community facilities and car parking within Preston village.

. Better public transport provision for both the village and new
developments.

o Improved provision of schooling, doctor and dental surgeries, shopping
etc.

Infrastructure - transport upgrades, utilities, healthcare and schools must be putin
place before developmentis complete.



Comment ID: 8867
Location in consultation document: Infrastructure needs
Name: Helen McMaster

Comment: Existing infrastructure issues need to be addressed in Willersey before any
further building is permitted. These include:

Sewerage - the current system can not handle the existing houses with raw sewage
frequently being discharged onto Collin Lane and Badsey Road and polluting the brook
which runs along side the recreation ground.

Flooding - Collin Lane and Badsey road flood with heavy or prolonged rain. Linked to the
sewerage issues and means residents gardens are subjected to flood and sewerage.

Doctors Surgery - it is already difficult to get a doctors appointment. This will become
worse with further housing in Willersey and Broadway.

School already under pressure, no shop and limited public transport.

The current road system can not cope with current traffic which will only be increased.
There have been a number of accidents on Collin Lane build outs and roundabout.

These fundamentalinfrastructure issues must be addressed before subjected to further
load from even more new houses.



Comment ID: 10785
Location in consultation document: 4. Beyond conventional housing
Name: Henry Kenner

Comment: Environmental considerations needs to be addressed as part of these
proposed developments particularly given the adjacency of the AONB to much of the
proposed developement.

Moreover, within proposed developments proactive requirements for the provision of
easy cost effective solutions such as native plants in hedging, provision of hedging,
planting of native trees and bird boxes/bricks etc will go some way to help mitigate the
effects of the developments and moreover help to provide BNG locally and not distantly
which would be appropriate



Comment ID: 10787
Location in consultation document: Question 5
Name: Henry Kenner

Comment: An emphasis on affordable social housing is important to ensure that these
developments provide for thriving, sustainable and balances communities



Comment ID: 10789
Location in consultation document: Question 6
Name: Henry Kenner

Comment: The vision is admirable, but to ensure it is realised will require some
assertive requirements made of developers and communinties in ensuring the existing
environment is conservec. The proposals clearly are in contradiction of some
previously agreed objectives; as an example at Moreton in Marsh a recent development
was built on existing nest sites for Skylarks amongst other ground nesting birds. The ESA
recognised and provision was required and duly made for localised near adjacent sites
to be dedicated to assisting these birds in their breeding; however, it appears that
future development will build on these dedicated areas thus negating the previous
efforts and requirements; so considerably more resource needs to be focused here to
ensure this risk is not realised and the Council's vision to conserve is indeed realised;
currently this is not addressed or resourced.



Comment ID: 10792
Location in consultation document: Table 2
Name: Henry Kenner

Comment: The provision at Broadwell ( and no doubt others) seems to have been based
onh some erroneous and misconstrued data. As such understanding the justification for
the proposed number is difficult to understand and justify. Moreover, this is a village
thatis largely within the AONB so more clarity as to what is proposed would be helpful.

Morover, the scale of the ask of Broadwell seems disproportionate to its size and when a
closer inspection is made of the village the lack of infastructure in general and flooding
in particular together with a lack of tangible commitment to any such infrastructure
appears to further question the credibility of such a proposal.



Comment ID: 10076
Location in consultation document: Table 2
Name: Hugh

Comment: | would suggest that Kemble is, comparatively, very underdeveloped and is
notin an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. It has a service to London by train in just
over an hour as well as a train travel time of less than three quarters of an hour to
Cheltenham. There is easy access to the M4 to Oxford, London and Bristol. There is an
underused site of 532 acres that is currently the privately owned Cotswold Airport that
is used primarily for leisure and only open six days a week. If this site were to be
developed with medium density housing it would provide in the region of four thousand
homes.

If the ‘Cotswold Airport' site were considered it could reduce the pressure on other sites
such as Moreton in Marsh that is already due for over development, does not have the
such speedy access to London or other major areas of employment and already suffers
from the lack of infrastructure to support its current population.



Comment ID: 10080
Location in consultation document: Infrastructure needs
Name: Hugh

Comment: Why has no additional infrastructure of any sort that should include
schooling, traffic calming, parking, sewage, pavements/footpaths, and entertainment,
to name but a few, been instigated in spite of Moreton in Marsh doubling in size over the
past twenty years.



Comment ID: 10088
Location in consultation document: Employment and commercial development needs
Name: Hugh

Comment: Despite Moreton in Marsh doubling in size over the last twenty years, little or
no effort has been made to develop the necessary infrastructure. The risk of flooding
continues, with warnings from the Environment Agency a regular occurrence. Raw
sewage is pumped into the rivers at an unacceptable leveloctors und. Doctors have
been put under an unreasonable strain to provide medical care. Opportunities for new
employment remain limited, and parking remains an unresolved issue after fifteen
years. Despite being a ‘principal settlement’, Moreton only has a primary school with no
secondary education within walking distance. The list goes on, with no effort given to
encourage improvements in standards.



Comment ID: 10089
Location in consultation document: Infrastructure needs
Name: Hugh

Comment: Despite Moreton in Marsh doubling in size over the past twenty years, why
hasn’t any additional infrastructure been instigated? This should include schooling,
traffic calming, parking, sewage, pavements/footpaths, and entertainment, to name but
a few.



Comment ID: 10087
Location in consultation document: Question 4
Name: Hugh

Comment: Developing the Cotswolds to the extent proposed by the Government would
be counterproductive. The area’s popularity as a tourist destination stems from its rich
history, historic buildings, and farmed countryside, which have been cultivated over
centuries. The Government’s plan to wipe out this heritage in less than twenty years
would create an urban landscape that would not attract tourists and significantly
reduce foreign income. While the area has a diverse range of businesses, many of which
rely directly or indirectly on tourism, the proposed level of urbanisation would destroy
the goose that lays this golden egg of tourism, not just for the Cotswolds but for the
entire country. It’s important to remember that tourism is the UK’s second-largest
source of income, after financial services.



Comment ID: 10086
Location in consultation document: Table 2
Name: Hugh

Comment: Kemble is comparatively underdeveloped and not in an Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty. However, it has a train service to London in just over an hour and a train
travel time of less than three quarters of an hour to Cheltenham. There’s also easy
access to the M4, which leads to Oxford, London, and Bristol.

Currently, the privately owned Cotswold Airport, a 532-acre underused site, is primarily
used for leisure and only open six days a week. If this site were developed with medium-
density housing, it could provide around four thousand homes in the region.

Considering the ‘Cotswold Airport’ site could reduce the pressure on other sites like
Moreton in Marsh, which is already due for overdevelopment. Moreton lacks the speedy
access to London and other major employment areas and struggles with inadequate
infrastructure to support its current population.



Comment ID: 10077
Location in consultation document: Question 4
Name: Hugh Wainwright

Comment: Developing the Cotswolds to the degree that has been proposed by the
Government will be counterproductive. The main reason that the area is a popular
tourist destination for people from all over the world is the history, the buildings and the
farmed countryside that has been created over centuries. The Government propose to
wipe out all of this in less than twenty years creating an urban landscape that will not be
a draw for tourism and will reduce foreign income considerably. Whilst there are a
variety of businesses in the area many of them rely directly or indirectly on tourists.

Whilst no area should be held in aspic and a reasonable level of development must be
expected the proposed level of urbanisation will destroy the goose that lays this golden
egg of tourism, not just for the Cotswolds but the whole of the country. It must be borne
in mind that after financial services the main source of income to the UK is tourism.



Comment ID: 10079
Location in consultation document: Employment and commercial development needs
Name: Hugh Wainwright

Comment: In spite of Moreton in Marsh doubling in size over the last twenty years there
has been little or no effort taken to develop the required infrastructure. Risk of flooding
continues with warnings from the environment agency a regular occurrence. Raw
sewage is pumped into the rivers at an unacceptable level. The doctors are under an
unreasonable strain to provide medical care. Opportunities for new employment remain
limited. Parking remains an issue that after fifteen years remains unresolved. In spite of
Moreton being a ‘principal settlement' it only has a primary school with no secondary
education within walking distance. The list goes on with no effort given encourage a rise
in the standards.



Comment ID: 253
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hal Moggridge

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/ad5001ed-33e0-4318-87b9-b4d57c7fd7fe/253_Hal_Moggridge_redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=n-gWTbUG2vTOHnsYjzQZbpplW7LQEuvsxoXZ6rglieeZRH31zICBh0GmER5vnsXP2HGqqJyDyKM6zze7KqYDK95SmFdDY-hzAlxvhOxS3wm3O-RLoz-tfo5u1rammCULJPQ8UJE7swPAT9QS8bRre5d-U47ZL5pT3yM8gbhWE9V5ha2QnpExscaF6aPoo0cDExuQovd5v3C7R2KIlcUEFqxx7r4cEonpdAfH21U1QTC4WgIknv9~F3qIQZu2Pd8Pu9L8SSIsKxurOPX6lSC89ufePR8nXeIZXLnCpKBU86mxqZ0P-7PwrbjCL5wKdl682G0n4MoZnVWxUn~lvxeDPg__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 166
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hall

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/f40d5a62-ee01-461f-8489-6a909dd8f727/166_Hall_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332304&Signature=Vo2HEEldTZGSeDfylmF2yGkM6PPlL5aqR2tsVVqEldMRxh3lFnFw8b9v4Lg4eyyWwooSjH~gxfj4mM257Z8HWUFxgUKASaf2wmD2vaYwG5t4XIdbfhW4ky1C-9-nM70yenXME~fRGZH57BDEX2Fk334KNLF5xk3afvMZkUI4c8Gp9Ijm~XbbThsc2C0XXz81Spa1Adk79bWU95MdFpfBLSwi7h7HvcY3PVZUCWWakGqMDNBVVpVPgAtwsaqyrvPhFemQk2BFV3UPlyS3MiZbGU16G1~P6qj8Ny80BzJnFzRkNIdhGtsR7ci9nDw3588HcZ2UMJuw2xlZiVBtVtvfYg__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 335
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hallam Land

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/b9bd65df-8a96-4bab-9ba4-1b3c094693d8/335_Hallam_Land_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332302&Signature=bw6TUud50ecdbX99xOU02fw8sTX-0lmMoXebEinbiYZL5p~6VwlHqqyhvkLSvmMa009idKxf9M7dRuUo7FGg-h-PtY4m3XdxfK470vEsTllDsSgHv~iFiSV1WkfxJAbvdnUeIvL0XS81vL9VRphbWGDIOBVoFt0lh6v-BdOVX7ojwjKwAAzHHRofJ9gX~wbCp11k9mICytESPvQ3J3GICsdZUswkiNBMsKAo1gHJMtiR3-H4-4gr7u2G0hHx1BotHfUzyA4u7C1KGX448KbHCho~hLVb8DTPG~1JCppwWDb5ur9-UAw7yW6ki0sksuw1dga6n9TWwy-AQN4OIvWnsw__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 336
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hallam Land

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/c5cf20da-9485-4db3-84ad-bf1fcf039cb9/336_Hallam_Land_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332302&Signature=fht7qj1Juirsi74VtqUNEQ~y~SMjf7Zyjh2TvYxIKR-nDsYL5dWFCwQbGSbZQNa7jIe1NByAgpKPtc5jOyRr1d6TztjV1Ls~wnlxgDg0TfIVK-uJQ6vLhuibo3G~GmvzQJNc7kOtPoOHsP48K1hXpuWZu0Im6P8mdeDqw4H1urnlKI1ydZknx0RN8j~ELbnOdxEGdEzDpYAAf8DMVoT0yQ4n3p5VCL0yM0Vsq1oVtmStiBP40tQ9OaAVemRcIPWiLzIJOxetP3coP30t6KpuRmCedsXmAi6j2T8qjU0zftpRzOKLegCGlzjE27eyHTAj9XoKThmSodTbWUH094vRcw__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 337
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hallam Land

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/7c6728ab-1f51-4e8f-be40-64967c3923ff/337_Hallam_Land_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332302&Signature=Vp0ms6M9FjXX0CEkLmN88XMrJ-leJXQnGIfwaD~Tid3epwjINa2oNX0gL~9QtCYngHCmamuhVl5AN65e4jQiMYq8OZEXjBT1gx5CwHKypSdmpmE2CB4yxjbo~asJX9ihEQ4-t6JeFDdhK24wj1oKlaKp-mKfiq2jt9dUW1Do5uOcOscOrSauhE1dRf8PdNzADYOXP3JizIErnDmcAU8h3LOot3TARafxYbV0~gOAEBfxrf2U7~8T6ifVXqS1H6G61fW49DpuAK~4eBoyVeNzDbNL6JnreU85DxQXe~uvBUsJ62aLU2NUGLc0PwL1Q6Ut-2ER-5RckIywApI7ODbdOQ__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 338
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hallam Land

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/4c5d2306-46e0-47f6-8c26-fd9a239d72ab/338_Hallam_Land_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332302&Signature=wcJSfO~drtTNcfizscwrtwJPYRY8-0Jpeg8B5uSkZerfdaEy2F6zWa3-zAAJfCoX2EaTfwnmUvre2cLshDsE1DRvQ83qTYsJcvrsqlk00wIlvK3vQ2ItYMU5aMqkhIyNqS1S2f4rayaOG9L5aC8GTyOinfWt06IalDMXgzUoNSg61V8omGikr6aBNl44vHKAe~PV6kEvcP10fI-VxdFPAeMg3W6PiW4xv2LJhF-L7-PgT-94JUX9BEweVlx5iD66tGbevRCBex349EaB0wZ8POXaSboLWpWIroqQjHYk6n6o7Ud5eCM1U7qW09HLyioFdRfTJDyge7HSm-yZAydVIg__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 256
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hannah McCollum

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/c742f9d5-4208-4f66-840b-9bfbb88993cc/256_Hannah_McCollum_redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=p9QmAa3ms6Vcz1DwjWXzKYvVcX6VGJ7b7k78KMy2SnGkaSnEUjGkvIdapPf7sxxR95JJJcjNSSrSyw5~dgwVERv0IY2WXUoqna6ujDgiVvn2F6a2r81RFNSj-VOtcWcJFBugBVqVLSGJX6uvjoBvH75-YiGMit8JZtLApJyQP1IZIMIRV8yy0c6Mx2BytTYCF0F6~WnPX9ZCuoWQf9ob7ImOo-Ce~2jvRMsxhdh~hQd5CpThxT9NMbJN4T8ZAI7Ait5g6~PSgti~iBbJvjxS6oTYDEiu7QvmHzwL2Xvl9PAxMTU1gVohaz3BfJhAql3NQDMOReWpva-UlwaWeToKsQ__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

CommentID: 175
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hannah Walker and Luke Armitage

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/ad699a25-a98d-4990-8888-526040a72424/175_Hannah_Walker_and_Luke_Armitage_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=Ue6KpvhL1OiY3TFk0ccPMPzNC8kqTi7B4jwyw5I~1xoT66frjyPh7XtNhJTwzxqe2tKIh2~r5EALT93~7g6G7jVZjCNmidt-ibDnBJY3717AlJx~XBQ10qxB5xgxUTwSFwjLp9jour3vbHGo7kQxW8LCuEoGsXEwFJ2kTJmXYXmd7awuW1GAtTl74F3DmOblzTLnmwiJh55cgv4-1vx-trvCjmRKnDO77OHGp4d1wqldADgKK14u6mw72-IZ1A5Y2ZL1bXucJLYD-lyPM58tsOiEGCxd1Ml5LnUODXyaxCsbWQqZQZGuQdgbknLyqRfEJQ2IIYziv6ZtxTKgHbQV7g__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 421
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Harold Porter

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/aad2e544-56ad-4bbe-8891-bfa5a699b74b/421_Harold_Porter_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=EiCNyapqF0~2zrQuKlTo7pj-uWG4drhArafq9YRc2dMe6~-PMHfYmZgJwIds2lRWBvqJRvPWZ-ob3paBRvCgRs7-IT-HOk0P2yJpXxzDn~ibvwINcpITAJXXueZcb9EDugQL1u0MIE3JA9rX0vTI7Ipj4QvVHgIXpco9ge1IxNfM0G4BXRJ3QsEKm~0YjMPUvijkYAEQBtgtq~OGJVGPw5UR-ybTsSC98Qdk17Hm~jUpEUYiVBZzgatW4vW5mJaGgfF6bOSOmzKW6lfEi9j3YCyVlI8VcCGEexYUVZpJyGOBDBBrNv6-2CykkKxLuv6G8Ry-0N5z0jJJ2-3O094hbg__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 806
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Harold Stevens

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/763f694a-28a7-415a-9e62-512ca40d38cc/806_Harold_Stevens_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332302&Signature=FZO-RIPPFGsYl7DaLaFmr2WR5hLxmvAiXQ9a~tVw8ipS9mOU8OtU-P~lror8fAcMtpwjg-8Ha9N3YpIo9pQA~bBYOC~0J3OkI-wmz22ujbyudx6fHPwm94xAAv~LrwO-TEQEAQtCVQfeTo523524mze9fIE3nZC1cGi59Z5hf2BLE7AgSTawGnOMKdSMKLw4YpPCs8Ysiia4yz4IXqg0ydlZQxBsy9HHbuHceLiROD~sq6vQYv4J5eWfmRxdauBjvKQ~8zr8hWoH6euCTQAGHqgR1rCzzQae7fLGT6m88tGXwnIY13dhNFdFCt26oWF97Z6rSxYuRiyLf63scdZ0cQ__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 605
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Harper Crewe

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/b6f3de28-358d-4e59-871f-3dc9de449dab/605_Harper_Crewe_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332304&Signature=sxoDGWkjwHHkz7WJ7Hhq3IlNSWPRNtvKHFUzuJjOLRLU7Wx9lCl7cP1x6imYVF~NvqiG040LW~8Zwqg4Hy5pND-gI1-96arHRXQJmUb7C2zqXge6~fHQIIaSmCq93zXOsCrruy1Jb6MNtmy-pPYX2kwXmq0AqQGOZ6OVfUrl6xc-7BSEUVtItiAYB30U1ZO7n7xf40oloHg-D~rtk5mdNm5P-s6L37bxse2ZnNRIYsyRONUH7RIN9n9Bca8PwvTurEK1k66ai~PJZOWQexK-Udv6~IuLMIdDtA41JnZFIheYMoNVZSq2S3I78wDhV4KHqXdFpdwAQODo3~1yR0xt6A__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 602
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Harriet Waddell

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/655746a5-a46a-4e9c-97a1-eb285fdd4bb9/602_Harriet_Waddell_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332304&Signature=CHymEf0X2az50oSrlWUOlf6tmMcIgXzJKTHsYvCcrnqm2aFx93NrYlpx~djRhy74QN28B6Tgvuq6iZTBFBjGnJkvNVifbQem38shxGQjgdX~8GRJ6ESgmtVxQTfnEr63kr9eKs1b8bgimKEC45w2g0zQDcJLehQ4elmCBybGo2ZbgmO0oHynkQq0jx-lLBnJO8h0cwIT4F0eJCM~D3cDzOuENvzBRjQOb2Cg3lszNxbWXFrNLVATJNCWiENEIsYm5ETFs6TbwSUcuFCnoOgZSz78SVGYUMF7WVVaytIXQq128Ne-DpVPxzqeGsYyYNQHK40BSZJ37pb2UcHLouWvaw__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 849
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Harvey Barton

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/d122fd53-181f-4db7-a716-e128a8d47df5/849_Harvey_Barton_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=nCrHNrhNQZFg8yOE39SmettfKGL4Z9~226f~z4uasCzd~UqG--m-GlCe7v5UpE~sFyJ4F58KnRtiEuugteZY-QCKkux3ObnyDuJJYI6n6J-0xbsmjPC0o5nJXOPNNP5h6pxncvlXR-JXALnPjFhRJen5aCpI4DvEejr0ub9CenX2mndM3raxArjNySsd-~Tr6R1yiI3GlIAcF9~minLtRNOuLmtHvV-5h3wixeVgPwDTfUyovSyZukM604xz6mgHqGRuFJNy7X891IBvVa~FpIxEVhkbUCBcjxMxEkK5jkJOs70XBTVfDr9b3tu1yOErIWR3xxsFgmHs~1mxyndbBQ__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 488
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hatherop Parish Council

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/34871e99-997b-44cc-b7f0-bcfdb5bcf8f1/488_Hatherop_Parish_Council_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=hiQI8pH5lejPJMeXxz0Ww8ZmEJouqaE7qr9ckFWe7OICFybrH9AVlp7cVuU8RYoWI-yuQmjdIZ~RFr6~5IYZbSF4zzK9tQefcOV5KI1nJ5S9JyIymy-Gt4dg9IoC6W3FZOaQL~fxMGVXLX4rtAbwePo3zPaEoSjR24ylJxOFFzthTgV--OPUMJvBlPnaAMTaUpUFzDjE64OZQA~tnBVjQ8Lw94rYhi8yqUXRCKD4Uvt7mRDhabMmH84H~58rrkGW0txx-4ep3FISIo4chnZs0Jvq134fmpAQ~VN-YAFoYEFz5XLG7BiSBmUgML~YLh8gmlgQoecKlNJuUPV2KBdckw__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 159
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hazel Nichols

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/ccfe3364-c32e-48ef-8aed-e9a3d8a004bc/159_Hazel_Nichols_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332304&Signature=zJpqJ6jsw25DBREnThzkYOblB0DJ8w8fVXEd2rD1TgoCQMDQ5ClNoi9HS9F3W5Jy2LSk~dQfcRfurqZ6NTNBk6uP8HEw6JypUu88IUuKtjODVX9JpNLFuvZi7L1Je0L3UGasdsXB9miSORnEGEgBTkOxZTWbtEzWz2b81LuugFQHNXpHAeB85UxozSD9AEbbvAX1SEYjmE9auuKeFxINEfZi9QD-~UTAs3D~WkNMQKiTYlCOEFk3b0yYkA2EMCqPmgaRVnOeztAM9TcjSLdBBOjyEIW3~ObbiyNODH8Dng8TnHHhaXa605cCK4nmEjN52ZFeyLP5OByHndX7RPyr6A__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 453
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Heather Baker

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/d5c080fc-ec3f-4856-8505-036230d571b6/453_Heather_Baker_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=x4YjxSLYbqiF9uDuGizImz0YZxyRfgdRIYmoBSAFEb1T5R~yKlHSD-t5CoqWaPfEpEa0ZY1RRhyVOZNerhOjub53dnY8lQ-Ej8idIcMTOTGETS8zNUUwhQNmHMykyXj6xDvaCtM~IiKq3-9OEPIQO1G9RpL7T7QtD57piShVLouMfotxV2TXI7txz58SNu53xD2a19IUOz~1HliLh6sP-WKL7~AVjeanjmdwUwdwuHo4Z3Ry~c9~2Fa-H4nSknEqwE--ICtBaeUxXZ~JEiEUGZgzGN2NgH6u7Nx0npyNUT2imKZz5ShSHNA4COF8O7TjuLT~zjhSwQ~APvA-SqUOUg__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 759
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Heather Jefferies

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/b59f8467-88d4-47b0-8ad2-2fce520461cc/759_Heather_Jefferies_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332304&Signature=LWZoNkmWfIdAYcVgIKf6CioBSaHMeqB3390Sy0R6nvW~KWuN7dIwZLsbTt~haoiJPOML1db4MoJtTqyxCHKyP1-1cHruw97lrcrPMSLgGrxn8SfOlhr02CB5ezV8bJEGNnZl5yi~rzvir62Vj4awjCRUe2au1yXEd2byUOfbQJkr64ONsLqXch3Gren8M7DBvEsw4V9rA3tu2r8F9aHLoqSwcnDCQAWqYB-cKhAfLPA2aYz0dToPmBUbRr5xe7sHyVYMzydBhpfPPC~FwPvV5UJS61UJNOQ~lPCPaQBPfpPjQryQoEV6LDfPNwfvsO3c7kWWhRSUWc6mKswO5S7D8g__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 781
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Helen Haiselden

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/5791319d-594a-4364-ad5d-fd8122f8a793/781_Helen_Haiselden_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332301&Signature=tGR73630z6tCwW21iFz8A7OWVmRpP~bMpYWNFpbZRXRRZ7AZ~Nspv3LFMmHyy2h4WrNfq1V7e2kt1KNkrWTOuKUYRGycfGTAntew-dk98kSEajUbAXFDriL25RrdDiN1eQZ2JSBeOybFaMaWhOkxRfj50F~1tG7HNmtQcFeF~1k5BoLQ8fPWZ8DDzwdiYEDA31lybzYOwiiXAQyNnRAMkAaECgULwKxlu7cmHTeNd1WMVNlPgdo91yc7GqekcGYeQdnePt5M2NJARHu2QVWdf6MznsVGiNuRRvcLWVFfTN~Tl4CmZVCoVf0omPiDiVRNl0pHnQtoTjWahB9zfgoj4g__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 198
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hilary Apsley

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/de54a635-2368-404a-97cc-ac8cafdfc227/198_Hilary_Apsley_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=SCcDtb-uMWeAbdsjKw0BAbvf4NrwpAe2l7oe1fCY2zyV4ukv~XIQvlGu3nDUHUTPTEk3Y6eTURIjY6JbJKv7L0KdXwgpGtPid6NhuSqZhL5-fvWoqzV-4VNbJSGnBDAqym0cnFt6-vWyModrof3ZrInvxxNBf2EBsrwtoTVwymCN4AG6-OmLuo632G~HeDFwSLHn1zFcL38mNbYZwQ2GqcE5r~dwfHMX4I2chw4dyGq~mgtogsYQTe7c0O7BStix6FyXASASc3DBKGnq340p-mw9cxmQZkdw1-TwSDR38xbvI7xXGizD2KjT~18bxHwc8JS3jGFPHg0MrfiEbwtP0A__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 818
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hilary Apsley

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/9fb90915-10da-4e37-8fdf-24578e3249e5/818_Hilary_Apsley_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332302&Signature=XBfvbYq-BFYxCQpOwy9-WGJvtMcv-Bx0CFcl7Nv1VgDFAQr0OEUgfbkGrCippMCU660JjyeF5Um~Tq-umO8YmEjiVXbkuRvrUNUeQ7boqhbBc8da4ev5vls0jkSiW4jdp8pjrlsYrbZkjdDBMZFGsATT~Fdu-y4UlZHFV5hyGrWgHeOKhJl2IpdjBQ~z4UE2z1ceX~BvZeXZAzFTxV1Y~ifgtxHsKw7irYrWEoP673WCjuy1ItGcU2fb10zAENxUR2H-eOEoe3NtGxu1N5r0vrEfh9b5tWHGFJpIYw1z~OmYMU-Qn7pyCefPC1L3v0nXif9mf~qgQ-JC9fT9tEWU4g__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 472
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hillary Becque

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/350663ff-147f-4056-8efc-926f236d5241/472_Hillary_Becque_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=rQCDn2gVGGWRuUXkyZ0BmdtEo0w7HJIv-Lqa36CLfjKzihmEEtSNgew9VhghUbtRQ--fIHRWbeRHKkaHHJA~712lyMask5dK1KR3IeCp50mMgnTzQl54oPozNyfmfbTLbZQjvnkzfV2zZ8Nxm9mq77WLSAJJAE2pnYj0vGEtG8Ucz4ZH61ArkZdiIWRPe4HPy6N7Fe72c97eZZr7NOv729XCgNuouO3jMzSebb41XKfhZU9nK1do~3yMPwACZ6t6fDIsLXl9bqjZ4lcyl~UA~wVPgs-TA0AWsjzzFuZpyw4gC1~SnNAkKjaoaHTCtTHmfvTk5CAGuB4RMKb8P6o9rQ__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 683
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hillary Becque

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/04947df7-399e-4066-ba73-19d8e05440e0/683_Hillary_Becque_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332302&Signature=CPgsI9HO2gUMBGIZMcqwztzS8BpoiAmrrmvIn62Kc6xEeQIrR~GUU7Kbr-UMfirjPIcfUZZDx8AK1UeOduBwg8O1SIxQMWOfIY~i5CVkokQxIel5m01aoS5tyA8YvYPo2TWjM5CckctnKHmBgQisF~HFhRKqYhuPu9OTlzCwZQC6~UubxLJE1FUN5yW6WeP8oCAxZcYsCZ0ORJ7krDGTMXU4xM39tNI6tigUTxgZ2F4ElcEvz6qv9H5-3o9hr4IYfd8XnIKfYM7IUegMcg7FTUvPOYJ790trcpEuxFEfIdM39j3xDg4-jly~KrfDMpRESDB0PHEYWOChO8EFTC2IQg__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 258
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hills Homes Developments Ltd

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/36add853-ddb8-4a99-b481-3a11bf328865/258_Hills_Homes_Devlopments_Ltd_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=0KQ8zb9eLmKgWUt3ttaEunp6WCpQY1aByet4Cm-d4H0ShDsb-QRP8NY2IsEMQt0tW6WP5SwxsFJysEHAp3LHCF42OB2zbrWimZLAfNpggIKCMoOowexup9begUDmcagCGXsv5Om0q7czW~t~xWrb234FM0K9dxauhoy5nfTls7XCmyZDTddAvBcpEwDgq~4LZMryrK~gzNaC1xRYDbWoOeBlC1oSj8ufR6R4h-wZJ~P2veew4JWrQsux3zShb8k3jrr8YqQV3c8CeL43PcpRRr98THN6KFipR3f5YkAqJj4mIeaMT3n7EFYliaKTxDDXmMr1rPwDhUUWCJx9CA0qgA__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 294
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Historic England

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/d09e42ba-6230-4902-8e73-0c7977a6a920/294_Historic_England_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332301&Signature=S3WWnrxc8kOvxg9cTpxXkfofdwri0eH8Mtj7r2xOHairkPpPvS-CZswhwgQWM36la18u43uztQXLT2TzweVABH3Mw08CvJ6wQ6op1gBTPt-NagKqAkt7EtC5UJXOuRdtHQ-RfXVXJcZRfn5frutVI40cSl-h6Bo~q7FgehcBUVmOV4QkzobPez7zDN9tZRHtrbPesFliZblLZ8bBW4432YyZ~wt2Gw0G4R0puelgp2yzLyeuN9ps2npOh-RThYcAtPph2MYI-azkkCOQFJCNHsuPcPlfgN0wq1rYWSq4sK623qUsq0dgscX604LE68TlaB5UtHKo7wg1fj7AE2Me2g__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 687
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hodges

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/84d16dba-8812-4ed6-9a2a-671ac8490623/687_Hodges_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332302&Signature=PcY7~Q9FVU98mMIVspEkOGFMCHOW8GOct8cVsn7VV5t21~3~4PDgG0uQN2EtvcuB7OlIxCbncOIMKvMia3NDYJEs2frp3iA0kiZmOHWOF5449GTWS5aiHx7np89iW9qlIC977Vf2qy~khGOunjxlcaiVYp-TbJaNQGqYRKDRlUCuA6TpE-DP0zbE9JkwTRw-y5VzSJS0WQz156-L1mMsHMyuQ1i72Z8cCUg-24SIXLGZvugyEO8QlfqRe8Bsldl3fXwUkMCGPLI-zE1aHMrHBV7JbbiPyxum2LvBm51W2StaZKccghyf-0OofPQcYE6J-h4Y62SiZYxMLY1yv~P4yw__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 624
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Holly Robinson

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/ac1a9cd1-fc57-4388-a2e5-b5ece60b8f2d/624_Holly_Robinson_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332304&Signature=k9ACNQKTI~h9aMhfM3B0czZ9VNssz24FQFE1I~KaWnM-M4Nq95-yKOVbXiB5iXYnUxBXAiumOQJB-cdemibb9CaynMP-OFj53XKdJf2k9B4VDDNWwzw1EcRUC~70rb2BDeYHTMXcxpSzCnuuJy2IZsg3MiLqF0WgMkBh5veDrLuSjJ2R~fNu08D4mtnrx8RLzLScswuaNRXkQueRg~4DFOK688l4YjpKDjvaLdy5f5qmpcD2FxFTlA9rEOIhns7aKHXy66ovUzPmev8PB48ZbMabQM93YKQ~eDwBk52jJkDxv3rQMDUIw~qn3vFKNEek6xrdawQrsPTFpYN3xg70lg__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 647
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Home Builders Federation

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/d2c1e669-bef3-415e-9bc4-c2e650d4d2f5/647_Home_Builders_Federation_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332304&Signature=SfdF6M5SwqSEiAIi5NIIB6T6vWYsvDdGQ1fTadnwAf59qIM9LqCIh4x~ERlVczKtAERXwFX~4R1LQjKXlX8OAfZiuWz1caIafl2Yskiv~A1DuKDx-Yy5q7FjNOhzyQKSGBQdMLoavc28ndIag3me-VPH~uQ~BsKjBGIWOINxcxsAv4Z8nXy3cTyIVCA4kRNt9cGPujrX0bxBvN8Qmq5JHNlG16xF68~z58LF8eZBqu6iHXm22M6Y6Ua4kAgMcihuhYvxyhITydfzSfbkgF3e~ArR3UfCEeeUZzXX5Jl-x4mWLQK15SHHSYs0lHxQ~H-3ZSsz5LHOGHNoA0fhyzR63A__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 873
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Home Grown Hotels Ltd

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/102b1de3-b25b-44c8-bd9c-2f7000a06b8b/873_Home_Grown_Hotels_Ltd_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332302&Signature=wFVJ8pJ-jcMMnCwQ3~1uuV6kSUvCMPBF1lKmnBLRAFuWPzGX5jEs8mM4UIjcWwc-LCD8F4~0tXJi8KhuZiJXEzDJNeNsTORxVaSIPt68ySAEwPSr1ECZkot83ATlmfDUs~zalqw3GJShMwpNEbWMLJzPKzP6xkjHA6d2fYkHY8H~gigsHte3msJkeEb~r7rYM-fAPsvVVsGrk4tdXPJZMafCZjzs77Ar~3oSKPebiWObVA0C~Big4sygBY-tKVRQWuPb0f6zvAWG5NHHFT2-Oox~xG9magugnFYtcZvbLo5qrQ3CqtOa7Lalm4oZJKKLHlrUDmJhdZG9NRKsLHl5vg__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 168
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Honeybourne Parish Council

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/3f0ca4bf-168b-4ea8-948b-69fcd0b38e2c/168_Honeybourne_Parish_Council_-_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332304&Signature=Q6x9CRi5hkEOVr6sg3EbFDZtg68iHppHSIy44HH0ii79EpuKR57yb0igUkEXgYx1vjI-k6fQAGpUkomhwVaVNOgbVQjqcUFAhLRtjHefFX4vVReXxstc1vXxMOlGTKKNhKqENUq4in2vp6rfpxb9frqgKJ37690KQImzx9rPDaR1JYWX3vdcwW4irGJBxPeQNh2fULpdV5NHsh4s~Y6CnAUdfMc4q6nLjy6HL4oXaPJH-WcfOun4Z1umdnq2K-CEc8Yc09wUl4mfu9evzXYqZywKHySJglOY8zKrM1YcYv3jv~rLJrpwOt1Yhk6rUNFbR0Npw-reJxfkXJrnPSQozw__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 854
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Hugo

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/c079eec0-d758-4fb3-ba87-0adfe5d412cc/854_Hugo_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332303&Signature=oNmXZZ9YF5Klf4y5vXBpg23xfhVh8A45amsIxd3bcJvKizLFiC4avNh-FH9si7hXitxz0MvDcrQewlfsXuH1OjioEP3SrAN3bbjk5j9H7~TPYifJWQBgUOo~-jDCQs2xOqvmy7uJCECWPNqMxndepAH10ky7hu3uQP~JnZm0K425MPt5rbnbzkUPSfPwVk5e5SNj2n-pNMa44qfC2oB5qYUYrUCJw~HPoaZpOQ5cyNVZOE4Nt-giPBd06QFAELbtKf4iObOf44dUD76BOiirKZNw5dN9c4C-byfj2PS-Bl1q1e5SK8HHULJ~SfCHniLmsF6LSxZV3iS9rM2OVkX-vA__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

Comment ID: 688
Email/Letter Representation
Name: Huw Jones

Comment: Click here to view full comment


https://your.cotswold.gov.uk/uploads/a14be202-7bf9-4350-af58-a774bdf8f878/files/file/content/c108914e-5335-455d-bd84-73ac196e4b85/688_Huw_Jones_Redacted.pdf?Expires=1792332302&Signature=CRl97Z5936EJBZ9EOZnDeDXQNPHrr19dchdMaIIj8R05kWv8Ont6rvkCClu2GhvAC8RiP0tWuYh1a7gnURCdgLtaJ5u6Y9XdhJTT3aN2SgKqr5LPTHUHjFeWiOPSg3P-wdjkUC0LdQCWoDDkr3AJrF3OEd0~PqE6KPhMjMQzK4JRoVSOJxP8JhE74uW0ztgJMJFIaY4n9bN8ZKJreNEJL6teV1CHTD6tTm8~K8eS08tZAa7v5ayS~XzO2oV5jI2BDwnuvn~KGBkgsaFBJBVFZzlKAZ8WWjcDabgbmZORLeL4dRpFr1JMO6m2eaiM3DiYoqAqhGQ0oWGKu7jSuUkb3g__&Key-Pair-Id=K33PCIBF60FT3I

	H.pdf (p.1-71)
	HH.pdf (p.72-102)

