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Introduction 

In this part of the Consultation Statement, individual responses are set against relevant 

topics/policies/documents.  The table of contents (below) is hyperlinked so that individual policies 

can be reached (SHIPF/RETURN).  Comments from the NDP SG made against representations are in 

[square brackets]. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Each comment highlighted in Part 2 is considered here in Part 3 and an indication is made of how 

changes will be made in the NDP documents where this is considered necessary.  Justification for not 

making changes will also be provided. 

This part of the Consultation Statement considers each comment that raised matters material to 

planning were considered against each part of the NDP and supporting documents. 

¶ Comments from Wiltshire Council are highlighted green in the heading. 

¶ Comments from Statutory Consultees are highlighted orange in the heading. 

Part 4 will show the text changes themselves. 

GENERAL COMMENTS 

A note on the comments received through the Commonplace website that are not material to 

planning: 

The free text responses to the vision portion of the commonplace website were extensive, as shown 

in Part 2.  The majority of the comments did not relate directly to material planning considerations 

but are nonetheless important to capture here. 

By far, and overwhelmingly, the comments that were not planning-related were about transport:  

traffic congestion, poor park and ride facilities, poor bus provision, parking, parking charges, poor 

linkages to the railway station, traffic severance, the lack of easy access to the town centre for 

people with disabilities and parents with young children (who found public transport impossible), and 

conflicts between motorists and cyclists.  These are important matters that must be acknowledged in 

the text of the NDP and this will be modified to more accurately reflect these acute criticisms of 

{ŀƭƛǎōǳǊȅΩǎ ōǳƛƭǘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ also be addressed in the forthcoming Local Transport Plan 

4. 

A prevalent theme related to the recent significant strategic development of greenfield sites around 

Salisbury and how this has changed the character of the countryside and has added to traffic 

congestion, again due to a perceived lack of highways infrastructure improvements.  There was a 

more general theme about the way that strategic housing development had been delivered in a 

manner where necessary infrastructure for health, etc was not provided, adding strain to existing 

infrastructure and just making life a bit harder for everyone.  This should be addressed in the 

forthcoming Local Plan Review. 

Another recurring comment was a resistance to the relocation of the Library which is a matter for 

Wiltshire Council to address. 

Finally, the overall sentiment which was stated again and again was that the NDP went too far in 

seeking to reduce car usage in the centre of Salisbury and that parking should continue to be 

provided, particularly for shoppers, parents with young children, people who had difficulty walking 

and using public transport for whatever reason, and visitors.  The tenor of the NDP will be updated 

to reflect this strongly held view expressed by so many responders. 
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Respondent name 

Wiltshire Council 

Respondent comment 
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NDP response 

Comment on Central Area Framework:  The updated shopfront design guide provides a positive 

way forward for Class MA conversions in the city centre, and therefore promotes vibrancy.  

Liaison with owners of buildings is not material to planning but would be better undertaken by 

²/Ωǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǘŜŀƳΦ  Lǘ ƛǎ ǘǊǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŜǾŜƴƛƴƎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ 

addressed but this is something that the NDP would have difficulty influencing (other than 

through design) because it is up to local businesses to determine what they will provide.  The 

Design Guide goes some way towards providing support for improvements to the public realm.  

The Steering Group considered producing design guidance for the street scene but it was beyond 

the available resources, though the steering group did manage to secure a £15,000 grant for new 

recycling bins which will make a positive contribution. 

 

Comment on Flooding (SRFA):   

 

Comment on Archaeology:  The Historic Environment Record has been obtained and added to the 

evidence.  A new clause has been added to Policy 6. 

 

Comment on new protected view of Old Sarum:   Policy 9 is a long standing policy that originated 

with Salisbury District Council and relies on this historic footing.  There is no available evidence 

regarding views of Old Sarum (which lies within a Conservation Area and is therefore protected 

since a view would be part of its setting).  The steering group does not have access to any 

landscape architecture advice and it is therefor not possible to generate evidence for a view policy 

of Old Sarum.  This may however be something that could be addressed in a review of the NDP.  

However, in the meantime, new policy wording will be added along the lines suggested by WC. 

 

Comment on community led housing ς The steering group has worked closely with the WC 

housing team throughout the preparation of the NDP. 

 

Comment on Appendixes and evidence:  Agreed that the structure of all documents for Reg. 14 

should be modified to make clearer what are appendixes and what are supporting documents. 

 

Comments on general comments as landowner:  Change text in para 401 to reflect that site was 

proposed as landowner. 

 

Comments on Figure 21: 

 

Comment on Policy 12 ς Amend Policy 12 to acknowledge other landowners. 

 

Comment to objection in principle regarding Local Green Spaces:  Planning Practice Guidance 

advises contacting landowners at an early stage about proposals to designate part of their land as 

local green space so that landowners have an opportunity to make representations in respect to 

proposal in a draft plan.  This was, regrettably not done by the steering group as an oversight.  

However, the landowner (in this case WC) has now been made aware and is making 

representations.  So, though the NDP should have contacted WC as the landowner before Reg. 14 

consultation, the fact that WC are now responding indicates that they have been made aware and 

that they are making representations.  So, though the steering group did not make contact at the 
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right time, it did make them aware and so have met the spirit of PPG.  It is however unhelpful to 

have an objection in principle on these grounds since no material harm has been caused ς the 

right to respond has been provided and met.  In this response, vague statements are made about 

how the land could be used for alternative purposes.  However, the NDP provides specific sites 

shown on an OS base and the WC response does not consider these nor make comments on its 

intentions for individual sites.  This is therefore, on all appearances, and objection for the sake of 

objection and not about any specific sites.  On this basis, there will be no changes to the NDP. 

 

Comment on para 385 ς this is actually para 386 and this change will be made. 

 

Comment on para 401 ς replacement text added. 

 

Comments on Policy 32 ς will make opening sentence of policy clearer to reflect that the site must 

first be made available. 

 

Comment on Ap6/S13 ς This site was NOT allocated so not clear what the objection refers to. 

 

Comment on Ap6/S10 ς Appendix 6 is background evidence and describes the process that the 

steering group undertook.  It is not for landowners to correct the thinking of the steering group.  

Brown Street Car park was chosen as part of a steering group wide deliberation over Salt Lane car 

park because of its location near the centre and because of Culver Street car park which is almost 

adjacent. 

 

Respondent name 

Wiltshire Council (subsequent letter dated 22 March 2023) (full letter in Part 2 of consultation 

statement appendix 9)  Only relevant sections shown here 

Respondent comment 
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NDP comment 

Comment on SEA ς final version of NDP will be sent to LPA for new screening.  AECOM will be 

asked to update as necessary. 

 

Comment on flood risk ς the response is ambiguous.  It refers to the NDOs but not the NDP which 

now contains no sites and therefore it is not clear whether SFRA Level 1 is required for the NDP.  

(A separate Flood Risk Assessment for Coldharbour Lane NDO is being undertaken at the time of 

writing).  The response says that SFRA Level 1 was carried out by WC and remains available but it 

is unclear whether it is now acceptable for the NDP to omit a SFRA.  However, on the balance of 

evidence, the NDP steering group considers that since the NDP is not allocating land in an area 

subject to flooding that the SFRA Level 1 prepared by WC is sufficient.  No changes. 

 

Comment on Local Green Spaces ς See commentary in Part 2 about LGS.  WC has been made 

aware and asked for comments on the LGS designation but no site specific comments have been 

received.  No changes. 

 

Archaeology ς the HER will be consulted and new evidence included in the rewritten NDP 

including a policy reference in Policy 6 and a new appendix. 

 

 

Respondent name 
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Historic England 

Respondent comment 

 

 
NDP response 

Noted with thanks. 

 

 

 

 

Respondent name 

Laverstock and Ford Parish Council from commonplace website. 

Respondent comment 
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Laverstock and Ford Parish Council is pleased to support the Salisbury Draft Neighbourhood Plan, 

and wish to complement Salisbury City Council on a well conceived and well written document.   

The Vision Statement gives a clear insight into the aspirations driving the plan in each topic area. 

 

We are particularly pleased to support their aspirations regarding green/blue infrastructure and 

transport issues (especially walking/cycling), which are of particular importance to our own 

residents living on the outskirts of the city. 

 

We welcome the policies aimed at developing brownfield sites, which sit well with our own aims 

to reduce pressure on development of greenfield sites.  Collaboration on sites for displaced 

businesses would be welcomed, as employment land is commonly included as a feature of large 

developments, but, all too often, not sufficiently developed or marketed to be viable. 

 

It is good to see higher expectations within the Design Guide than has perhaps been the case over 

the past few decades, particularly relating to appropriate styles for buildings to blend with the 

local context, and ambitious sustainable/energy efficient design and construction.  We are 

pleased to see that the Community Survey showed strong support for action on climate change 

and hopefully this will add to the pressure for a significant uplift in Building Regulation Standards, 

which developers are then compelled to meet. 

 

Overall there is a lot of detail which can be expected to underpin planning in the city for several 

years ahead. 

 

NDP response 

¶ Noted with thanks. 

 

Respondent name 

The Coal Authority 

Respondent comment 

No comments 

NDP response 

None 

 

Respondent name 

Salisbury Civic Society 

Respondent comment 

Will not be submitting a corporate response ς asking individual members to respond.   

NDP response 

None 

 

Respondent name 

JP a resident 

Respondent comment 
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1.   Fisherton Street is the approach into the city from the station.   What a woeful sight for 

visitors at the moment.   The buildings need smartening up and painting, and the pavements look 

old and tired. 

 

2.   The Cathedral and Stone Henge have just been mentioned in the national press as two of the 

top tourist attractions in the country.   What Salisbury needs is a smart, modern and comfortable 

hotel (not a dreary chain) to attract visitors to stay here, and not press on to another town or city. 

 

3.   The hotel needs to have an excellent restaurant for the guests - and open to all.   There are not 

nearly enough really good restaurants in Salisbury. 

 

4. An comfortable, easy-to-negotiate cinema on one level is paramount.   Many older audience 

members cannot climb the stairs to the present cinema, which is a great sadness to the many film 

fans who live here. 

 

5.   Finally, Parking.   That old chestnut.   If there aren't enough areas given over for parking, no 

one will come here and shop.  Please don't get rid of it.   Park and Ride is a real hassle if you are 

carrying shopping bags, baskets, umbrellas and other paraphernalia.   Another point, not 

everyone wants, or can pay with, a phone. 

NDP response 

Most matters such as design, the Close, and visitor accommodation have been addressed.  Other 

matters such as parking and a cinema are beyond the scope of the NDP. 

 

Respondent name 

SF a resident 

Respondent comment 

There's a climate emergency.  Make people more conscious of it.  Mandate turning off 

commercial (shop, factory) lighting when unoccupied, and reduce the intensity of external lighting 

during hours of darkness. 

 

We need a proper transport interchange in Salisbury's central car park (Maltings), with a big 'bus 

station, like at Bath.  If it's not done at The maltings, it could be done at Waitrose's site, but that's 

further from the attractions, and for the future. 

 

Either run a tram/shuttle to the station platform 6, or set aside space to move the railway station 

(easy in this case) to The Maltings for a comprehensive interchange.  One or other is essential. 

 

Add a 3 story car park for shoppers & tourists, subsidised (free?) by business taxes on account of 

the facility.  Price makes a difference - Southampton Road shops are used less when city parking is 

affordable/free, by me at least. 

 

Whatever might be thought about the desirability of motor cars, plentiful and cheap parking is 

THE key to keeping visitors and shoppers coming.  This is a tourist spot and an overgrown market 

town after all. 
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Move the bus, coach, taxi depots here, shopmobility, tourist information etc, 24 hour free toilets 

& medical health centre.  Cycle stands etc. Electric vehicle charging points.  You know the list. 

 

There are jammed narrow streets, crazy bus service since closing the previous 'bus station, coach 

drop-off inconvenience, closing shops (don't need any more).  This is a rare opportunity to fix 

most of this. 

 

Access from the ring road keeps traffic out of the medieval streets which are easy to access on 

foot. 

 

The existing shops & market are the natural shopping area, there's no need to move the centre, 

and no need for more shops either large or small. 

 

Developing a transport interchange at the existing railway station is not a solution, and could not 

have all the necessary services.  The Maltings development cannot be viewed in isolation, it has 

effects on the transport arrangements throughout the City and the region. 

 

Short & medium term money concerns are no way to decide this, which affects a major historic 

city for all future time.  There are deeper heritage issues. 

 

  

By all means include youth hostel and hotel accommodation along with residential flats above 

shops, but keep Sainsbury's as is. 

 

Do not move the Library.  It's position serves its function.  It's function serves its position.  It is a 

free public service, in public ownership.  Do not change this.  Commercial considerations have no 

bearing in these matters.  The library will die if moved with reduced footfall, do you want that?  

The art galleries need to be in the same building of course. 

 

Nationally, container traffic could be largely transferred to rail if there were a transfer depot near 

each town, so only the last mile is by road.  This could be at the disused rail yard behind Salisbury 

station, likewise at Wilton and Solstice Park Amesbury. 

NDP response 

Most of these matters are not material to planning and so cannot be included in the NDP. 

 

Respondent name 

Wessex Area Team, Natural England. 

Respondent comment 

Habitat Regulations Assessment  

We concur with the conclusion of the Habitat Regulations Assessment, namely that: 

the Salisbury NDP has the potential to lead to likely significant effects on two European 

sites alone and/or in-combination with other plans and projects. This is due to the three 

allocated sites in policies 29, 30 and 31, and 12 other policies due to the potential for 

increased phosphorus pollution, recreational pressure and air quality impacts on the River 

Avon SAC and recreational impacts on the New Forest SPA/SAC. 
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Strategic Environmental Assessment. 

We note that the site selection process does not seem to fully consider negative impacts on the GI 

network. E.g. Site 7: Land East of Devizes Road (Cowslip Farm) does not consider that developing 

this site will place the currently rural public right of way adjoining it into an urban setting, which is 

typically of less appeal than a rural one. 

We note that some conclusions do not appear to be well supported by the text. For example, the 

central car park scores poorly for climate change for no clear reason.  

It is not clear how the SEA was used to inform the ultimate choice of sites. 

 

NDP response 

The sub-consultant AECOM who prepared the SEA will be provided with these comments and 

asked to update the SEA. 

 

Respondent name 

Environment Agency 

Respondent comment 

We would like to commend the Steering Group and Salisbury City Council for producing an 

excellent document in terms of sustainability, climate change response and environmental 

matters. We have only one concern and one suggestion to offer below. 

NDP response 

This will be addressed in the appropriate part of the NDP (below) 

 

Respondent name 

Wessex Water 

Respondent comment 

Thank you for consulting Wessex Water on the Salisbury Neighbourhood Plan. We note the 

opportunity to respond via Commonplace however as we wished to include information via 

ŀǘǘŀŎƘƳŜƴǘǎ ƛǘ ǿŀǎƴΩǘ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜΦ 

 

NDP response 

The specific comments are addressed below. 

 

Respondent name 

Dunsford Parish Council 

Respondent comment 

I am xxxx, a member of Durnford Parish Council who was unable to attend the recent meeting you 

called with your neighbouring parish councils. 

 

But my colleagues have briefed me and I have read the summary booklet. 

 

On one hand I appreciate the significance of a Neighbourhood Plan but at the same time I am far 

from convinced that it saves us from developers.  On balance it s something that we as  Parish 

Cuncil have now agreed to pursue and will be pursuing the funding available from Wiltshire 

Council - mainly, some might say for us to try to protect ourselves from Wiltshire Council. 
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You may or may not be aware of a few of recent planning applications we have fought. The first 

was for the re-placement of the main salt store buildings at High Post; the original one suffered 

from design defects and failed but as ever in these matters those who came up with and approved 

the initial base and structure were blameless. We opposed the new hight and pointed out that the 

Council itself was unable to meet the original specifications set for screening this eyesore from the 

road. If they cannot enforce the conditions they set for their own development, then what chance 

of any other ones. We objected : we lost. 

 

The next was for the relocation of the 2 Naish factories from Wilton to land adjacent to the Salt 

Store at High Post.   This failed to satisfy any Core Policies and all hinged on CP34 and the 

economic necessity and at Strategic Planning it was effectively said that High Post is ugly and to 

make it more ugly is fine and that since 120 jobs depend on it, then go ahead and develop on 

open farmland. We fought ; we lost. 

 

Then earlier this year we had PL/2021/11914 for 40 industrial units at High Post. We fought hard - 

we got 350 objections. Just ONE formal consultee was in favour ( Economic Development) . Seven 

other Wiltshire Council's own departments OBJECTED and the applicant eventually 

withdrew.  HOWEVER, the applicant is coming back again and this time he has the Police and 

Crime Commissioner on board with the carrot of land for a 4 acres police facility - i.e - this solves 

yet another mistake of selling off the old police station by delivering a new one for Salisbury but 

based at High Post.  We will fight and we will cite every Core Policy they fail to meet but Salisbury 

wants a police station and the Council knows this.  Do the good people of Salisbury really want to 

travel to High Post every time they need the services of the Police ??  It is obvious to many that 

the developer is using this provision simply as a way to gain what he seeks. 

 

So we sit is a very rural community - the joint Parishes of Durnford and Woodford and we are 

looking down the barrel of the 2 proposals in the Emerging Local Plan - one for 146 acres of 

development around the Stones Hotel and another for 350 acres of housing to link High Post to 

Longhedge. 

 

This takes me to the SCC plans and in the vision for 2036 it states : "Salisbury City will retain its 

separate and unique identity because green spaces between it and other settlements will have 

been preserved".   

 

NOT SO if the above 2 proposals for High Post to Longhedge get approved.  This will see the 

continuation of the sprawl outward from Salisbury in a ribbon towards Amesbury and if the other 

proposed housing developments for Amesbury go ahead, then this link up gets a further stage 

closer.  My question to SCC is how can to have such a vision knowing these proposals are in the 

Emerging Local Plan and not want to raise any concerns ? 

 

The SCC plan also states the "City will thrive" and....will have  "sufficient community structure 

to see its needs".  How is a police station 5 miles away meeting the needs of the city ?  How can 

this fit into any concept of having "Sustainable development principles" ??  Any developments at 

High Post or at other locations outside the City contravene the core policies on Transport and fail 

to reduce reliance on the use of private vehicles. 
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I fully appreciate that SCC is like every other parish council in Wiltshire and of course looking out 

for its own future, but not so long ago it was "Salisbury and District Council" where the interaction 

and interdependency of the City and the surrounding villages was recognised.  The geography has 

not changed.  I fear that Salisbury as a City is not looking more widely ; dumping industry on open 

farmland is not a great thing to do and if it were ever said that rural parishes should have their 

share of employment land and sites then we in Durnford already have this with employers 

like Cheering ( 300+), Apsley Engineering (20), Stones Hotel, the 30+ business already within the 

enclosed High Post Business park and the 2 Naish factories to come giving over 600 jobs. 

 

Please do not think that solving Salisbury's problems of not having a police station and wanting to 

shift employment out of the City to places like High Post is the answer  - it is not.  I sometimes 

look at the mess that is Salisbury and accepting what I was told when I first moved here - 

"everyone knows Salisbury needs a by pass , everyone knows we will never get one". I see a mess. 

There is no joined up thinking - just some ideas that get put forward forcefully enough for 

sufficient others to go along with it. The next one that in years to come will be looked back on as a 

disaster and where were is nobody around to accept any blame will be to have a police station 5 

miles away in the open countryside.   

 

If SCC is able to look outside of the City and what ruinous developments will have on its 

neighbouring and supportive parishes then please join us.  Please object to the proposals for the 

146 acres at High Post and the 350 acres from High Post to Longhedge.  This can be done now on 

the Sustainable Amesbury website.  In the coming weeks we will be hit with the revised 

proposal from Hibberd Developments for industrial units at High Post PLUS the Police Station - is 

this where Salisbury really thinks is where its police station should be ? The PCC does. 

 

Please have your Neighbourhood Plan and the various visions and aspirations already set out but 

please get a grasp of the reality that these visions will have on the neighbouring parishes. 

 

NDP response 

¢ƘŜ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƻŦ ŀ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ Ǉƭŀƴ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƻ άǎŀǾŜ ǳǎ ŦǊƻƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎέΦ  Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ b5t ƛǎ 

restricted to land within its neighbourhood area and thus cannot comment on the planning 

decisions referred to.  Not clear what impact the Salisbury vision will have on Dunsford parish. 

 

Respondent name 

RS Salisbury NHS Trust 

Respondent comment 

I am currently working at Salisbury District Hospital within the Site and Discharge Team. Prior to 

this, I served for thirteen years in the Royal Air Force, during which time I engaged in various 

Community First Responder (CFR) schemes and projects. On leaving the RAF, I gained my Adult 

and Paediatric First Aid, Automated External Defibrillator (AED) and Mental Health First Aid 

Instructor qualifications, with the plan on delivering adult training sessions. 
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Following an article, I recently read in the Salisbury Journal regarding the neighbourhood 

development plan, I came up with an idea which I believe could benefit Salisbury and its 

surrounding communities.   

 

As the population within Salisbury and surrounding areas increases so does the inherent risk of 

more medical emergencies and in extreme cases cardiac arrests, which will undoubtably put more 

pressure onto our already strained ambulance trusts. 

 

²ƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ !95Ωǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ƙŀǎ ǳƴŘƻǳōǘŀōƭȅ ǎŀǾŜŘ ƭƛǾŜǎ ŀƭƭ ƻǾŜǊ ²ƛƭǘǎƘƛǊŜ 

and to those individuals who had the courage and confidence to give the much needed first aid 

which makes all the difference in crucial seconds following a cardiac arrest. However, the process 

of identifying and administering Basic Life Support (BLS) can be a daunting/traumatic prospect and 

many people may not have the confidence time or money to undertake training courses. On 

speaking recently to a gentleman at thŜ ƘƻǎǇƛǘŀƭΣ ƘŜ ǎŀƛŘ άL ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ Řƻ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ L Ŏŀƴ ǘƻ ƘŜƭǇ 

someone who is sick, but the prospect of delivering CPR or attaching an defibrillator is not 

ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ L ŀƳ ŦŀƳƛƭƛŀǊ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴŘ L ǿƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ŦŜŜƭ ŎƻƴŦƛŘŜƴǘ ƛƴ Ƴȅ ƻǿƴ ŀōƛƭƛǘƛŜǎέΦ 

 

I firmly believe that a bit of encouragement and hands-on experience could give anyone the 

confidence to deliver effective and time critical lifesaving interventions. 

 

The Seconds Count community project, consists of delivering short, detailed and at no cost 

training sessions in BLS and defibrillation, which can be delivered at evenings or weekends across 

Salisbury/surrounding areas, with the aim of introducing BLS to a wider audience. I would use my 

background and experience to deliver these sessions in my own time and use training equipment 

provided by Salisbury Foundation Trust. All I would ask, is that participants of these sessions make 

a small donation towards the STARS appeal. I would also like to use the opportunity to promote 

local training providers that deliver first aid courses, which would offer individuals the opportunity 

to pursue a formal qualification if they wish. 

 

This is something that is very close to my heart and if I can give something back to the community 

which would increase confidence, personal development, take pressure off our health service and 

ultimately save lives, I would expect nothing more. 

 

NDP response 

This response has been brought to the attention of the City Clerk for her to progress because this 

is not a town planning matter and as such cannot be addressed in the NDP. 

 

Respondent name 

Benchmark for Martin Family  

Respondent comment 
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NDP response 
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¢ƘŜ b5t ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ƛƴǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ άƻōƭƛǉǳŜƭȅ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜέ ǘƘŜ .ǊƛǘŦƻǊŘ ǇŀǊƪ ŀƴŘ ǊƛŘŜ ǎƛǘŜ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ 

neighbourhood area.  Figures 17 and 21 will be reviewed and corrected/updated where 

necessary. 

Figure 17, view over Britford hospital site (outside NA) will be checked and corrected. 

 

tƻƭƛŎȅ мл ǿƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ǘƻ ƳƻǊŜ ŀŎŎǳǊŀǘŜƭȅ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ άǇǊŜǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘέ ƛǎ ǘƻƻ 

strong and should be positively worded. 

 

!ŘŘ άǿƛǘƘ ƭŀƴŘƻǿƴŜǊǎέ ǘƻ ǇŀǊŀΦ мтрΦ 

 

Agree that para 163 is too restrictive and will amend wording to allow for greater flexibility, for 

instance for strategic allocations. 

 

Agree that Appendix 6 is now dated and it will become background evidence, no longer an 

Appendix. 

 

The steering group will absolutely not withdraw from the position that it will seek to provide 

brownfield sites within the city area for development in preference for greenfield sites.  This is a 

fundamental objective in the NDP and is fully supported by the NPPF 120. 

 

Respondent name 

Savills on behalf of Wyatt Homes 

Respondent comment 
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NDP response 

This site was not put forward in the 2020 Call for Sites. 

 

The representation is extensive but acknowledges that the NDP proactively seeks to allocate land 

for housing and that it exceeds the target (set by Wiltshire Council in the LPR).  The projected 

windfall sites (over 2000 expected) against the requirement (410 homes) leaves a significant 

margin for failure and it can be assumed that with past trends what they are, it is almost a 

certainty that the requirement of 410 homes can be met through windfall development. 

 

With regard to the approach to new site allocations in the future, this will be a consideration for 

the review of the NDP if such occurs. 

 

The NDP is criticised for not taking account of strategic sites.  This is incorrect ς the NDP made full 

reference to the LPR and drew on evidence therefrom.  In addition, NDPs are excluded from 

addressing strategic matters such as future housing allocations that may or may not be made in 

the LPR.  The NDP is being criticised for matters that it cannot control. 

 

The NDP has not been formed with the objective of only allocating brownfield sites.  A site 

methodology was employed that considered greenfield sites that were put forward (and this site 

was not put forward at that time) but the greenfield sites were discounted for planning reasons 

and not because they were greenfield.  The process is fully described in Appendix 6. 

 

The amount of affordable housing is set by WC in the Core Strategy and is not something that the 

NDP can affect.  Policy 15 provides a broad indication of the types of affordable housing but 

leaves decisions on house mix (number of bedrooms) to applicants to propose.  This is a flexible 

approach that focuses on the type of affordable housing that is required but allows the market to 

decide what the remaining 60% market housing will be. 

 

It is true that the NDP does not make much reference to employment land, but it relies upon 

policies in the Core Strategy in this regard, and it seeks a flexible approach to redevelopment of 

the city in the Shopfront Design Guide and design guidance masterplan for the Churchfields 

industrial area and also seeks to protect existing Class E businesses in Churchfields.  Therefore, 

this criticism is unjustified because it is beyond the scope of the NDP to allocate land for 

employment. 

 

It is also true that the 3 site allocations are on difficult sites that face a host of issues.  These were 

the sites that came forward in the call for sites ς ƴƻ άŜŀǎȅέ ǎƛǘŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘΦ  Cor 

Quidhampton Quarry, the steering group has been working with the proposer to identify and 

agree the best policy conditions.  For Coldharbour Land and Brown Street it is acknowledged that 

the current proposals are not fully worked out, but neighbourhood development orders are in 

preparation which will address the concerns raised in this response. 

 

The NDP is not allowed to consider strategic matters such as how it should contribute to overall 

Wiltshire housing need over whatever plan period the planning authority finally opts to use in the 
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LPR.  It is therefore incorrect to criticise the NDP for doing something that it is not empowered to 

do. 

 

²ƛǘƘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘ ǘƻ ōƭǳŜ ŀƴŘ ƎǊŜŜƴ ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΣ ǿƘŜƴ ŀ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ ƛǎ Ǉǳǘ ŦƻǊǿŀǊŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜǊΩǎ 

site, the City Council will certainly wish to engage proactively regarding the natural environment 

and other planning matters. 

   

Agree that Figure 21 should not refer to land outside the parish boundary.  This will be amended. 

 

The rationale behind environmental improvements is set out clearly in Appendix 2. 
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Respondent name 

Savills on behalf of Hallam Land 

Respondent comment 
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NDP response 
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Agree that Figure 21 should not refer to land outside the neighbourhood area and this will be 

addressed in an amendment to that figure. 

 

 

Respondent name 

Harnham Neighbourhood Association 

Respondent comment 

 

Preamble  

Initial investigation revealed  little interest at both the Guildhall and the Salisbury library as near  

to nil, Response has therefore been restricted to on line examination of  the rambling 500 page 

document, It needs drastically editing  .There  is much to commend but we consider there are  

things to leave out for clarity and some serious omissions . Some policies would be better 

amalgamated to make the document easier to read. 

The task being to clearly summarise the  parameters the  City Council has the powers to  

influence. 

The editing process needs to spell out the planning  framework hierarchy separately and 

especially that which restricts  real local concerns the plan spells out ( for  example highway 

infrastructure)  In view of the  National  Framework Strategy .which states :Neighbourhood plans 

will enable  local people  to influence the development of where they live and work. The strategy 

must  not  exclude criticism and the  SNP  needs  first and foremost to advise  any enquiry of  

necessary amendments   from changed and unforeseen circumstances in perpetuity. A remit to 

revise. 

 highly detrimental impacts  since  commencement of the  plan  

No  place can have sustained the level of damage to its  people and business as Salisbury . 

following the Novichok  poisonings and two years of pandemic  all of which impacted on the city 

centre. No parish can have suffered like Salisbury. Salisbury is unlike any other Parish not only due  

its size . The plan has to ask for Salisbury being a special case. It does not. Climate change is also 

a long term problem with us and needs headlining. 

The site  

The red line  boundary of the  city conflicts with the map  fig.21 which outlines the Park and ride  

bus routes needs to be the real boundary. Proposed major routes for cycling and Walking  serving 

the  huge redevelopment of the hospital (Heat project) need to be included`. 

Piecemeal thinking. 

Harnham has been the epicentre of  Wiltshire Housing Land Allocation plan  in  South Wiltshire 

and the target of big developers. The outcome has been the lack of  solutions that ignore well 

founded local concerns and no consideration beyond actual site allocation boundaries. This is not 

what the National Planning   guidelines for neighbourhood plans advise. A clear statement on the 

need for the plan to promote all relevant elements must be part of site development 

considerations.  

Superfluous comment and lack of consultation 

 Where policies of a protective nature exist ,such as conservation zones and listed buildings There 

is no need to do more than briefly mention them. A policy document needs to be concise . 

Thereby making it easier for those not use to planning policies to comment(see preamble above) 

A vehicle for  bottom up comment is the document itself. Work remains to achieve this. 

Where protective legislation exists ,it should be removed from the plan. 
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134 states that which is not well designed can be refused however lack of consultation  is enabling 

developers to present flawed cases for  permission.  Harnham in particular is an area where even  

power of councillors to demand consultation, has been  ignored. 

 There is no need to comment on the historic building fabric . Listing is already tightly controlled . 

There is no need to mention the Close . photographs merely useful graphics (historic built 

environment section) 

Design guidance is subject to planning process. A commitment to architectural competition  on 

sites needing sensitive solutions might be as much as the plan should say. 

Other factors than tourism 

The focus on Tourism ignores that Salisbury traffic issues deters local people ,those more likely to 

support the local economy in winter . The  Central Area framework must be an essential appendix. 

It states 69% of people on the fringe of the city do not use its facilities. Poor public transport 

cannot help, neither costly parking backed by aggressive control. Historically central Salisbury 

used the river to generate electricity for business. Supporting sustainable energy projects would 

be to ensure  a life line long term and encourage business to invest in the city. Working from 

home is a new kid on the block post covid (the plan must take on board a changed environment 

and plans to deal with it) 

The housing plan must  embrace  landscape and open space  provision. Polices 12 and 13 

reinforce this  but it needs to be reiterated for housing. 

Specific sites  

THE MALTINGS 

The  current plethora of termini spread over a wide area must be replaced by one central point. 

The plan should promote resolution to resolve this  and the Matings has huge potential to do so. A 

bus/taxi  concourse and rly station waiting  facilities. A welcoming  facility for  tourist and resident 

alike could include: Information centre facilities ,a police post  ,banking  and other businesses.  

Nearby medical facilities close to a local transport hub make for good planning. An alternative to 

Brown St. (refer also to business below) 

Brown Street 

The Central Area Framework does not exclude the site from a neighbourhood plan. This needs to 

be clearly stated. This seems to conflict  with  any use of  the Maltings site for an integrated 

community health service where an element of such services exist already. Use of Brown street as 

a multi storey car park with it s  upper level as a roof top  green community space  and a café 

facility is possible. It  would enable greater pedestriansatiom/ 

Health facilities need to be in consultation with the  HEAT project. Some discussion  with the 

Central Area Framework and between the NHS  needs to be widened.  

Policies 

Health pressures determine the need for a thorough air quality action plan ( now out of date)  

Policy 15. ECO technology must embrace filtration and be in  the local plan brief. Pressure on 

health services can be reduced  as a result of air quality management on the micro scale.  

Policy 17  has no mention of Harnham as an infrastructure route to Salisbury Hospital. A  

movement plan for a large refurbishment of the hospital and a university faculty has been the 

subject of negotiation for many years and a draft plan is under consideration. The 

Neighhbourhood plan should support the elements that pass through Harnham and if a 

pedestrian bridge  were provided would help correct a lack of walking /cycling  and public 

transport facilities from  a community deprived East Harnham.  Cost is relatively small. 

Policies 23-25 are supported 
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Policies 26 -29  WE refer to the above  specific sites note 

Policy14  why cannot this be edited to go with policies 1-5  biodiversity et al. 

 

HOUSING 

Policy 15 Housing  Needs developer guidance to include:  

 

 Prime energy generating schemes in cases where the provision of affordable and social housing  

is to be provided. Section 106 agreements relating to infrastructure and community provision  

must be timed at early phases to prevent land banking. 

Sites must be approved in relation to infrastructure capacity. Numbers have tended to override  

any other consideration South of the river and conflict with in some cases County Council policy . 

Historic housing data is irrelevant . The house type data is however a guide. 

It is more a guide as to what percentage of affordable housing is needed. Smaller units indicating  

the 40% rule may need to be higher 

Housing  policy must demand a high certification of  inspection  and testing to achieve 

sustainable energy targets . Affordable and social housing    need to be low energy .  

All sites have their own infrastructure  peculiarities, their own terrain. The standard site   is a 

fiction but the illusion exists that  the standard detached attracts buyers. The plan must recognise 

the need to use difficult sites due  to local land shortage . It is worth looking at what the old 

District Council did with  Old ST. Harnham.   . Sites themselves create  character often requiring  

tailored solutions . 

 Eco housing itself is likely not to look  anything like a standard house type . Orientation to south 

and West has eco implications 

 

A variety of house types needs to be part of the plan .  This is an omission. The policy needs to 

address housing for the disabled which is often very specific and should be a relevant percentage 

of development. 

 A new type of  unit geared to those who work at home and are in effect start up businesses need 

simple  serviced spaces separate from a flat or house unit.  Grouping them is possible. Add to 

policy 26 

We must consider allocation of land for self build , shell housing for completion  to be 

components of affordable housing. In order to remain affordable   in perpetuity, the council 

should take a small controlling stake.  Cornwall already has the model due to  high house costs 

and second homes. 

The plan must encompass all the aforementioned. 

 

The stock of Reema concrete houses should be taken off the defective category since they are not 

morgagable but potentially provide  family homes that can be further improved or divided. 

 They are not structurally defective. 

 It is worth noting a twin engine aircraft hit one on Bemerton Heath, It is still standing. 

This huge stock is currently being bought  by the cash in hand renting market reducing the stock of 

affordable houses to buy.  Both Bemerton and Harnham have big stocks of Reema houses.  

Cannot  Churchfieds simply be designated as a site for housing .Design and layout being subject to 

Policy 15. 
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NDP response 

The response is strongly worded and clearly, there are very deeply felt emotions being expressed.  

However, it is very imprecise in its criticism and it is therefore difficult to understand how 

individual policies should be amended. 

 

The response is heavily focused on transport matters that are, unfortunately, outside the remit of 

ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎΦ  hǘƘŜǊ ƳŀǘǘŜǊǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ŀǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ b5tΩǎ 

remit. 

 

There are a number of criticisms about affordable housing and the need for a housing mix policy 

but these are addressed in Policy 15.  Live work units have been mentioned in the policies on 

Churchfields and Quidhampton quarry and can also take place under Class MA development 

which is covered under a design guide. 

 

Respondent name 

SF a private resident 

Respondent comment 

Dear Planners, 
 
There's a climate emergency.  Make people more conscious of it.  Mandate turning off 
commercial (shop, factory) lighting when unoccupied, and reduce the intensity of external lighting 
during hours of darkness. 
 
We need a proper transport interchange in Salisbury's central car park (Maltings), with a big 'bus 
station, like at Bath.  If it's not done at The maltings, it could be done at Waitrose's site, but that's 
further from the attractions, and for the future. 
 
Either run a tram/shuttle to the station platform 6, or set aside space to move the railway station 
(easy in this case) to The Maltings for a comprehensive interchange.  One or other is essential. 
 
Add a 3 story car park for shoppers & tourists, subsidised (free?) by business taxes on account of 
the facility.  Price makes a difference - Southampton Road shops are used less when city parking is 
affordable/free, by me at least. 
 
Whatever might be thought about the desirability of motor cars, plentiful and cheap parking is 
THE key to keeping visitors and shoppers coming.  This is a tourist spot and an overgrown market 
town after all. 
 
Move the bus, coach, taxi depots here, shopmobility, tourist information etc, 24 hour free toilets 
& medical health centre.  Cycle stands etc. Electric vehicle charging points.  You know the list. 
 
There are jammed narrow streets, crazy bus service since closing the previous 'bus station, coach 
drop-off inconvenience, closing shops (don't need any more).  This is a rare opportunity to fix 
most of this. 
 
Access from the ring road keeps traffic out of the medieval streets which are easy to access on 
foot. 
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The existing shops & market are the natural shopping area, there's no need to move the centre, 
and no need for more shops either large or small. 
 
Developing a transport interchange at the existing railway station is not a solution, and could not 
have all the necessary services.  The Maltings development cannot be viewed in isolation, it has 
effects on the transport arrangements throughout the City and the region. 
 
Short & medium term money concerns are no way to decide this, which affects a major historic 
city for all future time.  There are deeper heritage issues. 
 
By all means include youth hostel and hotel accommodation along with residential flats above 
shops, but keep Sainsbury's as is. 
 
Do not move the Library.  It's position serves its function.  It's function serves its position.  It is a 
free public service, in public ownership.  Do not change this.  Commercial considerations have no 
bearing in these matters.  The library will die if moved with reduced footfall, do you want 
that?  The art galleries need to be in the same building of course. 
 
Nationally, container traffic could be largely transferred to rail if there were a transfer depot near 
each town, so only the last mile is by road.  This could be at the disused rail yard behind Salisbury 
station, likewise at Wilton and Solstice Park Amesbury.  

 

NDP response 

Almost all of these comments relate to transport which is outside the scope of the NDP.  The NDP 

also has no effect on the location of the library. 
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CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION (EXCL. VISION) 

Respondent name 

Wiltshire Council 

Respondent comment 

 
 

 

 

NDP response 

Comment on para 11:  Agree that there should be better organisation of background document so 

appendixes (which form part of policy) are clearly differentiated from evidence (which does not 

form part of policy).  This will be addressed at submission stage. 

 

Comments on para. 17:  text modified to give greater clarity on location and transport. 

 

Comments on Paras 21 ς пнΥ  ŀŘŘ ŀ ƴŜǿ ƘŜŀŘƛƴƎ ά.ŀŎƪƎǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ±ƛǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ {ŀƭƛǎōǳǊȅέ 
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VISION 

 

Respondent name 

Wiltshire Council 

Respondent comment 

 

 
NDP response 

This is a difficult comment to interpret.  It sets out a statement about what a vision and objectives 

should be but does not comment (except for employment, tourism and water management) on 

the actual Vision for Salisbury.  It is therefore unclear what is being objected to or what an 

acceptable remedy might be.  Also, is this saying that the evidence is not proportionate ς if so, 

why not?   

 

In attempt to address this vague criticism, a table will be created that lists vision against policies 

but there can be no certainty that this is what the LPA is seeking. 

 

The vision discusses tourism and working patterns so this aspect of the comment is not 

understood. 

 

 

Respondent name 

άaŀǘŜǊƛŀƭέ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƳŀǘǘŜǊǎ ǊŀƛǎŜŘ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ±ƛǎƛƻƴ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŦǊƻƳ tŀǊǘ нΣ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ŎƻƳƳƻƴǇƭŀŎŜ 

free text comments (highlighted yellow) 

 

Respondent comment NDP response 

1. introduce limits on hard landscaping for all 
properties 

This is addressed in the Design 
Guide starting at para. 100. 

2. I'm also not sure how having mainly no 
vehicles in the city centre will work for 
those who live in the centre & need to drive 
& park. There are also many businesses in 
the centre who need immediate access to 

The Vision has been adjusted to 
ǊŜƳƻǾŜ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ άŎŀǊ ŦǊŜŜέ 
which has proven to be 
controversial in many of the 
responses. 
















































































































































































































































































































