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Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

Please we cannot have more houses. Our Doctors, chemists are overwhelmed. The traffic is terrible. We have barely any space left as it is please dont

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 12.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

13.

Please don’t do it



Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 14.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 15.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

16.

Please don’t do it

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 17.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 18.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

19.

.



Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 20.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 21.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

22.

.

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 23.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 24.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

25.

.



Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 26.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 27.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

28.

.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 29.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 30.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

31.

.



Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 32.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 33.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

34.

.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 35.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 36.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

37.

.



Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 38.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 39.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

40.

.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 41.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 42.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

43.

.



Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 44.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 45.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

46.

.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 47.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 48.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

49.

.



Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 50.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 51.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

52.

.

Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 53.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 54.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

55.

.



Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 56.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 57.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

58.

.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 59.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 60.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

61.

.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 



Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 62.

Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 63.

Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

64.

Too overpopulated and too full already

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

65.

Welsh

English

If you wish to speak at a hearing session which language would you wish to use?66.

Part 5: Welsh Language



We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

67.

Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

68.

here you 
character‐
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View results

Anonymous 17:52
Time to complete

186

Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

I would like the application cancelled as having lived in Monmouth All my live and I have witnessed the flooding getting worse ! Over 62 years .
Also no infrastructure has been put in place for such dwellings . And the Sewage system cannot cope with the capacity at present .

 I have witnessed the current kingswood estate sewage being blocked monthly since built .
There are better areas above sea level that should be considered , where All the necessary amenities can be provided.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 12.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

13.

The access points are not fit for people.



Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 14.

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 15.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 16.

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 17.



Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 18.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 19.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 20.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

21.

As stated earlier.

Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 22.



Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 23.

Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 24.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 25.

Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 26.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 27.

Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 28.

Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 29.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 30.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 31.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 32.

Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 33.

Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

34.

As previously answered

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

35.



Part 5: Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

36.

Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

37.

About you
It is important for us to understand the potential impact of these proposals on different groups. The following section asks about where you 
live as well as questions that will allow us to analyse the responses received from people who possess one or more of the protected character‐
istics defined by the Equality Act 2010.  
You are not obliged to complete these questions and can select ‘prefer not to say’.
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264

Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

Plan not to proceed until the traffic issues at High Beech roundabout have been resolved to allow for the extra vehicles the proposal will generate. Current
road layout unsuitable.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 12.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

13.

Redesigning of High Beech roundabout



Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 14.

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 15.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 16.

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 17.



Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 18.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 19.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 20.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

21.

The current infrastructure does not support current traffic volumes let alone the extra traffic generated by the development.

Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 22.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 23.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

24.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 25.

Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 26.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 27.



Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 28.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 29.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

30.

Welsh economy depends on tourism. Asking tourists to pay another tax would act as a deterrent. Better to scrap the costs incurred by the extra Sennedd
members.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 31.

Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 32.



Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 33.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 34.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 35.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 36.



Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 37.

Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

38.

Currently the infrastructure in Chepstow cannot sustain existing levels of transport let alone additional capacity

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

39.

Welsh

English

If you wish to speak at a hearing session which language would you wish to use?40.

Part 5: Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

41.



Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

42.
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View results

Anonymous 43:53
Time to complete

260

Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

Pages 150 - 151 land identified for residential development in Shirenewton. As a family we feel that the addition of a further 26 houses to our village on a
greenfield site is detrimental to the village of Shirenewton. The local school is already full, we have no village shop and a poor bus service. We are five miles
from our nearest town, so walking and cycling would be out of the question, as the road to Chepstow is rural, narrow and has no footpath. An increase of 26
houses would potentially bring a further 52 vehicles into our village, which will in turn increase the number of car journeys on the narrow roads within the
village. Twenty six houses could bring another 30 plus young children into the village, this equates to one whole extra class at the school which just does not
have this provision. These children would then have to be bussed out of the area at a considerable daily cost to Monmouthshire County Council. I am
therefore writing to ask for the Plan to be changed to remove the housing proposal for Shirenewton from the Plan.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 12.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 13.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

14.

Pages 150-151, proposed development of 26 houses in Shirenewton. Please see our previous reply over the page.
We object to the plan as the necessary infrastructure in the village of Shirenewton, does not exist to support a development of this size. We therefore ask for
the development proposal to be removed from the plan.

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 15.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 16.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

17.

Due to the lack of infrastructure in the area, we would like Shirenewton removed from the development plan as an area for the addition of a further twenty
six houses. Please see my first comments for reasons.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 18.



Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 19.

Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 20.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 21.

Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 22.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 23.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

24.

Pages 150-151, for the provision of 26 new houses to include 13 affordable houses. The infrastructure within the village is not able to support a development
of this size. Please see my response earlier for reasons. Please remove Shirenewton from the plan as a place for affordable housing.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 25.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 26.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

27.

Pages 150-151, the infrastructure within the village of Shirenewton does not exist to support a development of this kind. Please see my comments/reasons at
the start of this response. Remove Shirenewton as an area for residential development.

Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 28.



Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 29.

Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 30.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 31.

Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 32.



Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 33.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 34.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 35.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 36.



Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 37.

Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

38.

The infrastructure to support future residential development in rural areas does not exist in Monmouthshire.

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

39.

Part 5: Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

40.

We speak very little Welsh in Monmouthshire, so no impact at all. Those that move to the area are predominantly from England.

Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

41.

None, as English is the first language of Monmouthshire.
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View results

Anonymous 43:07
Time to complete

189

Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

Shirenewton, a conservation area in Monmouthshire, is renowned for its historic stone-built homes, medieval church, and idyllic rural setting. This village is a
living testament to our heritage, with its narrow lanes, unspoiled natural beauty, and timeless architectural charm. As guardians of this extraordinary legacy,
we must ensure its preservation for future generations.
The proposed development of 26 houses near Reddlandes poses a grave threat to the character and integrity of Shirenewton. This historic village, defined by
its iconic stone homes and tranquil atmosphere, would be irreversibly altered by such expansion. The narrow roads, essential to the village’s charm, cannot
safely accommodate increased traffic, endangering pedestrians and disrupting the community’s peace.
Moreover, Shirenewton lacks the infrastructure to support this level of growth. The local school is oversubscribed, there are no shops or medical facilities, and
the nearest shop is four miles away, accessible only by private transport due to the lack of a safe pedestrian walkway. Public transportation is severely limited,
leaving residents heavily reliant on cars. Such a development would strain already limited services and isolate those unable to drive.
In addition to the social and infrastructural challenges, the environmental impact of this proposal would be devastating. Shirenewton’s rich ecology and the
scenic beauty of its surroundings must be protected.
I urge the council to reject this proposal and uphold their commitment to preserving the unique charm, heritage, and environmental integrity of Shirenewton.
Once lost, this village’s character cannot be restored.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 12.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

13.

The growth strategy outlined in Policy S1 should carefully consider the unique characteristics of areas like Shirenewton, ensuring that any proposed growth
aligns with the preservation of the village’s conservation status and rural environment. While growth is necessary to address key issues, it should be slow and
sustainable, avoiding large-scale developments that could overwhelm existing infrastructure and change the character of the community.

In Shirenewton, there are concerns about the limited capacity of local services, such as the school, public transport, and medical facilities. Therefore, any
growth should be carefully balanced with improvements in these services to prevent strain on already stretched resources. Furthermore, growth should
prioritize smaller-scale, community-focused developments that respect the heritage and environmental qualities of the area.

Overall, while growth may be needed, it should be managed in a way that does not compromise the rural charm and historical integrity of conservation areas
like Shirenewton. The level of growth should be proportionate to the area’s capacity and infrastructure, ensuring that the community can thrive without losing
its character.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 14.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 15.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

16.

The Spatial Strategy outlined in Policy S2 should prioritize the protection of conservation areas like Shirenewton, ensuring that development is carefully
directed away from historically and environmentally sensitive areas. Shirenewton, as a conservation area, has unique heritage and natural beauty that must be
preserved. Therefore, the strategy should focus on sustainable growth that does not impact the village’s character, narrow roads, or limited infrastructure.

Development should be concentrated in areas with existing infrastructure capacity, such as locations near public transport, schools, and local services. Any
proposed developments should be small-scale, community-oriented, and designed to integrate seamlessly into the existing landscape and village character.

For Shirenewton, any growth should be incremental, avoiding large-scale residential or commercial projects that would disrupt the rural setting. Ensuring that
developments respect the environment and heritage of the area is crucial to maintaining the village’s identity for future generations.

In summary, while growth is necessary, the spatial strategy must prioritize protecting Shirenewton’s heritage and character, focusing development in areas
that are already equipped to handle it without overburdening the community or environment.

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 17.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 18.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

19.

The Managing Settlement Form policies (OC1 and GW1) should be carefully applied to ensure that developments in rural and conservation areas, like
Shirenewton, are compatible with the area’s character and infrastructure limitations.

Policy OC1: This policy should ensure that any development within or near Shirenewton respects the settlement’s traditional stone-built homes, narrow lanes,
and rural character. Development should be small in scale and sensitive to the village’s historic architecture and natural beauty. Any proposals should be
carefully reviewed to ensure they align with the conservation area’s regulations and do not overwhelm the local infrastructure, such as roads and services.

Policy GW1: This policy should focus on protecting the green spaces and surrounding countryside of Shirenewton. Any development should avoid
encroaching on valuable green land and must preserve the ecological balance of the area. Given the village’s location in a rural landscape, developments
should be limited to areas with existing infrastructure and should not detract from the scenic views or biodiversity that make Shirenewton a desirable place to
live.

In both policies, I would recommend stronger emphasis on ensuring that any new development is compatible with the village’s conservation status and that it
does not compromise the rural atmosphere, the environment, or the local infrastructure. Development in sensitive areas like Shirenewton should be gradual,
respectful of the heritage, and thoroughly assessed for environmental and social impact.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 20.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 21.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

22.

The design and sustainable placemaking policies (S3, PM1, PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3) should ensure that new developments, particularly in areas like
Shirenewton, are carefully designed to blend with the existing built environment and respect the area’s heritage and natural surroundings.

Policy S3: The plan should emphasize that developments in conservation areas, like Shirenewton, must prioritize design that complements the existing historic
architecture, using traditional materials and styles. Any new builds should enhance the rural character and avoid out-of-place modern constructions that
could disrupt the village’s unique aesthetic.

Policies PM1, PM2, and PM3: These policies should stress the importance of incorporating sustainable design principles that align with the village’s
conservation status. Developments should be energy-efficient and use eco-friendly materials, while ensuring that green spaces, wildlife corridors, and the
natural environment are maintained. In Shirenewton, maintaining the village’s green boundaries and preserving the rural landscape should be central to any
new development.

Policies HE1, HE2, and HE3: These policies should reinforce the need to protect Shirenewton’s heritage assets, including its historic stone-built homes and
medieval church. Developments must respect the village’s history and contribute to its long-term preservation. Any proposals for new construction should
undergo thorough heritage assessments to ensure they do not negatively impact the character of the conservation area.

In summary, these policies should ensure that all developments in Shirenewton adhere to the principles of sustainable placemaking, heritage preservation,
and environmentally responsible design, ensuring that any new growth complements the village’s historic and rural character while supporting long-term
sustainability.

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 23.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 24.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

25.

The climate change and renewable energy policies (S4, NZ1, CC1, CC2, and CC3) should be carefully applied to ensure that any new development in
Shirenewton is sustainable and aligned with the need to preserve the village’s rural and historic character.

Policy S4: This policy should encourage energy-efficient building practices and the use of renewable energy in all new developments, ensuring that
Shirenewton’s environment and the aesthetic of its conservation area are not compromised. Renewable energy solutions, such as solar panels or wind energy,
should be incorporated in a way that does not harm the visual appeal or character of the village.

Policies NZ1, CC1, CC2, and CC3: These policies should focus on reducing the carbon footprint of new developments, encouraging the use of low-carbon
technologies, and improving the sustainability of the village’s infrastructure. However, it is essential that these policies are applied in a way that respects
Shirenewton’s rural setting and does not lead to overdevelopment or significant environmental impact.

In particular, the integration of renewable energy should be balanced with maintaining the village’s heritage and natural landscape. For example, any
renewable energy infrastructure should be designed and sited so that it does not detract from the visual appeal of the area or disrupt the village’s character.

Overall, supporting these policies is important, but they should be carefully tailored to ensure that they benefit both the environment and the preservation of
Shirenewton’s unique heritage. Renewable energy solutions should be introduced gradually and sensitively, ensuring that growth does not overwhelm the
village or its resources.



Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 26.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 27.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

28.

The green infrastructure, landscape, and nature recovery policies (S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3, and PR0W1) should be strongly
supported, as they align with the preservation of Shirenewton’s rural and environmental character. These policies should ensure that development in and
around Shirenewton is managed in a way that preserves the natural beauty, ecological value, and biodiversity of the area.

Policy S5 and GI1-5: These policies should prioritize the protection and enhancement of the village’s green spaces, natural corridors, and wildlife habitats. Any
development in Shirenewton should ensure that green infrastructure is maintained and incorporated, protecting the surrounding countryside and promoting
sustainable practices that support biodiversity. The rural landscape should remain a central feature of the area, with any new development respecting existing
green spaces and wildlife areas.

LC1-5 and NR1-3: These policies should ensure that any proposed developments do not harm the landscape or natural habitats in Shirenewton. There should
be strong guidelines to protect areas of scenic beauty and ecological value, such as woodlands, wetlands, and wildlife corridors. Shirenewton’s rural
environment should be safeguarded from overdevelopment that could lead to habitat loss or fragmentation.

PR0W1: Public Rights of Way (PRoW) are crucial in maintaining access to the countryside and the scenic beauty of Shirenewton. Ensuring the protection and
enhancement of these rights of way, as well as creating new connections where possible, would encourage more sustainable, active travel and support local
wildlife corridors.

In summary, these policies should be strongly supported, as they promote the long-term protection and enhancement of Shirenewton’s natural environment.
However, it is essential that these policies are rigorously enforced to prevent inappropriate development that could harm the landscape, biodiversity, or rural
character of the area.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 29.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 30.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

31.

The infrastructure policies (S6 and IN1) should prioritize the enhancement and careful management of infrastructure in rural areas like Shirenewton to
support sustainable growth while preserving the village’s character.

Policy S6: This policy should ensure that any development in Shirenewton is matched with the necessary improvements to infrastructure, such as roads,
utilities, and public services. Given Shirenewton’s limited capacity for growth, including an oversubscribed school, lack of medical facilities, and limited public
transport, it is essential that any new development is supported by an upgrade in local infrastructure. Developments should not outstrip the capacity of
existing services and infrastructure, and any increase in population should be carefully managed to ensure that local amenities can accommodate the needs
of residents.

Policy IN1: This policy should focus on improving connectivity and accessibility in rural areas like Shirenewton. With limited public transportation and a lack of
safe pedestrian walkways, the plan should prioritize infrastructure that supports non-car travel, such as improved bus services and safer walking routes.
Additionally, it is important to ensure that infrastructure improvements, such as road upgrades, do not negatively impact the rural character of the area.

In summary, these policies should be supported with the understanding that any growth in Shirenewton must be accompanied by infrastructure
improvements that enhance the quality of life for residents without compromising the village’s rural and historic character. Infrastructure upgrades should be
aligned with sustainable development principles and meet the specific needs of the community.

Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 32.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 33.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

34.

The housing policies, including affordable housing and Gypsy and Traveller policies (S7, S9, H1-H9, and GT1), should be carefully considered to ensure that
development in rural areas like Shirenewton is sustainable and does not negatively impact the village’s character or infrastructure.

Policy S7 (Housing Growth): The level of housing growth in rural villages like Shirenewton should be carefully managed to prevent overdevelopment. Given
Shirenewton’s conservation status and limited infrastructure, growth should be gradual and proportionate to the capacity of local services. Large-scale
housing developments would put undue strain on already limited resources, such as the local school and medical facilities. Any housing growth should focus
on small-scale, affordable housing that meets local needs without overwhelming the village’s infrastructure.

Affordable Housing (Policies H1-H9): The need for affordable housing in rural areas is recognized, but the location and design of new housing must respect
Shirenewton’s unique heritage and rural environment. New developments should be designed to complement the village’s traditional stone-built homes,
with materials and styles that are in keeping with the village’s character. Additionally, affordable housing should be integrated into the community in a way
that doesn’t disrupt the social fabric of the village or put pressure on local services.

Gypsy and Traveller Policies (GT1): Any proposals for Gypsy and Traveller sites should be considered with respect to Shirenewton’s rural character and the
impact on local infrastructure. The policies should ensure that such sites are located in areas with appropriate access to services, including transport and
utilities, and do not negatively affect the natural environment or heritage of the area.

In conclusion, while the need for housing, including affordable housing and provision for Gypsy and Traveller sites, is important, growth in Shirenewton
should be carefully managed to ensure it is in line with the village’s infrastructure capacity and conservation area status. Support should be contingent on
ensuring that any housing developments are small-scale, appropriate in design, and respectful of the village’s heritage and environment.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 35.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 36.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

37.

Given Shirenewton’s status as a conservation area with limited infrastructure and a delicate rural character, I object to the proposed residential site allocations
in policies S8, HA1-HA18, particularly in areas that could place pressure on the village’s infrastructure or alter its character.

Shirenewton cannot sustain large-scale residential development without compromising its heritage, landscape, and existing services. The local infrastructure,
such as the oversubscribed school, lack of medical facilities, and limited public transport, is already stretched. Therefore, any new residential sites must be in
line with the village’s capacity and sensitive to its conservation status.

In addition, new developments should be designed to respect the village’s traditional stone-built homes and rural charm. The development of large,
unsympathetic housing estates could irreparably alter the aesthetic of the village and its surroundings.

In conclusion, I strongly object to residential site allocations in Shirenewton unless they are carefully planned to ensure they are small-scale, in keeping with
the local character, and supported by the necessary infrastructure improvements. Development should be gradual, sensitive, and fully aligned with the
conservation area’s objectives.



Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 38.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 39.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

40.

The economic policies (S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1-RE6) should prioritize sustainable development that supports the local economy while protecting the unique
character of rural areas like Shirenewton.

Policy S10: Economic growth should focus on small-scale, locally relevant initiatives that do not put undue pressure on the village’s infrastructure or
environment. Supporting small businesses and local enterprises that complement the rural character of Shirenewton is key. Large-scale commercial or
industrial developments should be avoided in the village or its immediate surroundings.

Policy S11: Tourism can be a valuable economic driver, but it must be carefully managed to avoid overcrowding or harm to Shirenewton’s conservation area
status. Any development related to tourism should be low-impact and aligned with preserving the village’s charm and historic sites.

Policies E1, E2, RE1-RE6: These policies should support rural businesses and encourage sustainable agriculture, artisan industries, and eco-friendly initiatives.
Any economic development should be small-scale and designed to preserve the landscape and heritage of Shirenewton. Large commercial developments or
those that negatively impact the environment should be avoided. There is potential to develop the local economy through initiatives like green energy, craft
industries, and small-scale agriculture, which would align with the rural character of Shirenewton.

In conclusion, support should be given to policies that foster local, small-scale economic growth, sustainable business practices, and tourism that respects the
area’s character. However, object to large-scale developments or commercial projects that could disrupt the village’s rural, historic nature or strain its
infrastructure. Economic growth should be sustainable and in harmony with Shirenewton’s conservation area status.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 41.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 42.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

43.

For the employment site allocations (Policies EA1 & EA2), it is important that any proposed sites are carefully located and scaled to fit with the rural character
of Shirenewton and surrounding areas.

Policy EA1 & EA2: Employment sites should be small-scale and should not disrupt the village’s historical and environmental integrity. Shirenewton is a
conservation area, and large-scale employment sites would place additional pressure on the village’s already limited infrastructure and could lead to an
irreversible change in its character. Ideally, employment opportunities should focus on sustainable, locally-driven businesses that support the rural economy
and fit harmoniously within the landscape.

Any proposed employment sites should be located away from sensitive areas to protect the natural environment, historic assets, and public amenity spaces.
Employment growth should focus on green industries, eco-tourism, or small-scale enterprises that complement the village’s heritage and rural nature.

In conclusion, while employment growth can be beneficial, object to any large or industrial-scale developments near Shirenewton that could harm its
infrastructure or heritage. Support should be given to small-scale, sustainable employment initiatives that align with the character and needs of the
community.

Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 44.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 45.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

46.

The visitor economy policies (S12, T1, T2) should focus on supporting tourism in a way that benefits Shirenewton while preserving its rural and historic
character.

Policy S12: Tourism can be a valuable part of the local economy, but it must be managed carefully in Shirenewton, a conservation area. Any growth in the
visitor economy should be low-impact and respectful of the village’s heritage and landscape. Sustainable tourism, such as heritage tours, eco-friendly
accommodation, and local crafts, would align well with the character of the village. The scale of tourism development should be controlled to prevent
overcrowding and protect the tranquil environment that makes Shirenewton unique.

Policies T1 & T2: Tourism-related infrastructure should be developed with sustainability in mind. Improvements to transport links should be carefully
considered, focusing on accessibility without damaging the village’s rural charm. Given Shirenewton’s limited public transport options, any new developments
should also include solutions for sustainable travel, such as improved bus services or cycle routes, while ensuring they do not alter the village’s peaceful
atmosphere.

In conclusion, support should be given to policies that promote small-scale, sustainable tourism that respects Shirenewton’s conservation area status.
However, there should be concern over large or intrusive developments that could overwhelm the village’s infrastructure or change its character. Sustainable
tourism initiatives that benefit the local community while preserving the village’s heritage should be prioritized.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 47.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 48.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

49.

The sustainable transport policies (S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, ST5, ST6) are crucial for balancing the needs of a growing population with the preservation of rural
areas like Shirenewton. However, it is important to ensure that any transport developments are in harmony with the village’s infrastructure and conservation
area status.

Policy S13: Sustainable transport should be a priority, but developments must consider the rural nature of Shirenewton. While improvements to public
transport and walking/cycling infrastructure are welcomed, any proposals must be carefully designed to avoid disrupting the village’s historic character and
tranquil environment.

Policies ST1-ST6: The policies should aim to improve transport options, but these improvements need to align with the current capacity of the village.
Shirenewton has limited public transport, and any new proposals should focus on low-impact, environmentally friendly solutions, such as enhancing bus
services, improving cycle routes, and ensuring safe pedestrian walkways. This would help reduce car dependency without overwhelming the village’s
infrastructure. Additionally, any road improvements should consider the narrow lanes and traditional stone homes in Shirenewton, ensuring that they are not
negatively impacted by increased traffic or new developments.

In conclusion, support should be given to sustainable transport policies that improve accessibility in an environmentally friendly way, while objecting to large-
scale infrastructure changes or projects that could negatively impact the village’s heritage, character, or the local community. Transport solutions should be
tailored to the needs of rural areas, prioritizing safety, sustainability, and minimal disruption to the village’s historic setting.



Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 50.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 51.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

52.

The retail and commercial centres policies (S14, RC1, RC2, RC3, RC4) should consider the unique nature of Shirenewton, a rural village with limited
infrastructure and no active commercial centre.

Policy S14: While it is important to support local businesses, the focus should be on maintaining the village’s rural and historic charm. Large-scale retail or
commercial developments should be avoided in Shirenewton, as they could strain the village’s infrastructure and alter its character. Instead, policies should
support small-scale, locally-owned businesses that complement the village’s heritage and contribute to its community spirit.

Policies RC1-RC4: Given the lack of a shop in Shirenewton for many years due to the competition with supermarkets, there should be an emphasis on
supporting local, niche businesses that meet the needs of the community without overwhelming the village. Policies should encourage small-scale retail and
artisan ventures that align with Shirenewton’s rural identity. Additionally, any commercial development should be carefully regulated to ensure it is in keeping
with the conservation area’s aesthetic, preserving the historical and architectural integrity of the village.

In conclusion, support should be given to policies that promote small, sustainable businesses that reflect the rural nature of Shirenewton. Object to large-
scale retail or commercial developments that could harm the village’s character, disrupt the local economy, or place undue strain on its already limited
infrastructure. The focus should be on sustainable, community-driven commercial initiatives.

Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 53.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 54.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

55.

The community infrastructure and open space policies (S15, CI1, CI2, CI3, CI4) are essential for maintaining the quality of life in rural communities like
Shirenewton, which are already limited in terms of local services and facilities.

Policy S15: While growth and development are necessary, any increase in population or infrastructure must be balanced with the preservation of
Shirenewton’s rural and historic character. The village’s infrastructure is limited, with an oversubscribed school, no local shops, and a lack of medical facilities.
The policies should ensure that any proposed developments are supported by the necessary community infrastructure to avoid placing further strain on
existing services.

Policies CI1, CI2, CI3, CI4: Shirenewton’s small-scale nature means that community spaces and open areas are vital for maintaining a sense of community.
These policies should focus on improving local amenities like green spaces, pedestrian walkways, and areas for community activities, without overdeveloping
the area. Special care should be taken to ensure that any new spaces or infrastructure are in line with the village’s conservation area status and do not disrupt
the local environment.

In conclusion, support should be given to policies that prioritize enhancing local services and community spaces, but only if they are sensitive to the village’s
rural, historic character. Object to any proposals that would lead to large-scale infrastructure developments or overcrowding that could negatively impact the
quality of life in Shirenewton. Ensuring that growth is gradual and sustainable, with adequate community infrastructure, is key to maintaining the village’s
charm and functionality.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 56.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 57.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

58.

The mineral and waste policies (S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, W2, W3) should be approached with caution in rural areas like Shirenewton, which is a
conservation area.

Policy S16: While responsible management of minerals and waste is essential, the policies must ensure that any extraction or waste disposal activities do not
negatively impact the natural beauty, historic character, or environmental integrity of Shirenewton. The rural and tranquil nature of the village should be
protected, and no policies should allow for large-scale industrial activities that could cause long-term harm to the landscape or local ecosystem.

Policies M1-M3: Any mineral extraction activities must be carefully regulated to ensure they do not interfere with the surrounding environment, local wildlife,
or the heritage of Shirenewton. The conservation area status should be a key consideration, with the aim of protecting the rural landscape and historical
buildings from potential damage caused by mining or other extractive processes.

Policies W1-W3: Waste management should also be approached sustainably, prioritizing recycling and minimizing the environmental impact. Shirenewton’s
infrastructure is limited, and large waste facilities should not be located near the village. Any waste management projects should be well-planned, ensuring
they do not disrupt the community or harm the local environment.

In conclusion, object to any mineral or waste management projects that could have a negative impact on Shirenewton’s conservation area, environment, or
infrastructure. Support should be given to sustainable practices that prioritize environmental protection and minimize any risks to the rural community. All
activities should be thoroughly assessed to ensure they do not harm the village’s heritage or landscape.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 59.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 60.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

61.

I would like to emphasize the importance of balancing growth with the preservation of Shirenewton’s unique character as a conservation area. While
development is necessary to meet housing and infrastructure needs, it must be done in a way that respects and enhances the village’s historic, rural
environment. The policies should ensure that any proposed growth aligns with the existing infrastructure, local services, and ecological considerations, and
does not compromise the village’s heritage or the quality of life for its residents.

Furthermore, any developments or infrastructure improvements should be carefully planned to avoid overwhelming the village, particularly in terms of traffic,
services, and community spaces. Shirenewton’s rural charm and peaceful atmosphere are central to its identity, and policies should prioritize small-scale,
sustainable development that fits with the village’s scale and character.

It is essential that the plan includes a strong emphasis on protecting the local environment, addressing the needs of the community, and ensuring that any
growth is gradual, sustainable, and in keeping with the conservation area’s unique heritage. We must protect the unique character of Shirenewton for future
generations.



Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 62.

Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 63.

Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

64.

I do not consider the Plan to be entirely sound in its current form, particularly with regard to the proposed levels of growth and development in rural areas
like Shirenewton. While the plan aims to address housing and infrastructure needs, it does not adequately consider the preservation of the unique character
of villages within conservation areas.

The scale and speed of growth proposed may place excessive pressure on local infrastructure, which is already limited, and could compromise the historic
and environmental integrity of areas like Shirenewton. The Plan needs to place a stronger emphasis on sustainable, low-impact development that respects
local heritage, prioritizes infrastructure improvements that support current residents, and ensures any new growth aligns with the conservation and rural
nature of such areas.

In conclusion, for the Plan to be sound, it must incorporate more specific measures to safeguard the character of conservation areas, ensure that growth is
gradual, and address the infrastructure needs of smaller communities like Shirenewton without overburdening them.

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

65.



Part 5: Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

66.

Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

67.

here you 
 character‐



View results
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Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

Shirenewton, a conservation area in Monmouthshire, is renowned for its historic stone-built homes, medieval church, and idyllic rural setting. The village is a
living testament to our heritage, with narrow lanes, unspoiled natural beauty, and timeless architectural charm. As guardians of this extraordinary legacy, we
must ensure its preservation for future generations.
Preserving conservation area villages like Shirenewton is crucial for protecting cultural heritage, historical architecture, and the natural environment. These
areas offer a tangible connection to the past, support biodiversity, and provide a strong sense of community. By limiting inappropriate development, we can
ensure sustainable growth that respects both the local character and the environment.
The proposed development of 26 houses near Reddlandes threatens Shirenewton’s character and integrity. This historic village, defined by its iconic stone
homes and tranquil atmosphere, would be irreversibly altered by such expansion. The narrow roads, essential to the village’s charm, cannot safely
accommodate increased traffic, endangering pedestrians and disrupting the community’s peace.
Moreover, Shirenewton lacks the infrastructure to support such growth. The local school is oversubscribed, there are no shops or medical facilities, and the
nearest shop is four miles away, accessible only by private transport due to the lack of a safe pedestrian walkway. Public transportation is limited, leaving
residents heavily reliant on cars. This development would strain already limited services and isolate those unable to drive.
In addition to the social and infrastructural challenges, the environmental impact of this proposal would be devastating. Shirenewton’s rich ecology and
scenic beauty must be protected.
I urge the council to reject this proposal and uphold their commitment to preserving the unique charm, heritage, and environmental integrity of Shirenewton.
Once lost, this village’s character cannot be restored.
These proposed changes would protect Shirenewton’s conservation status by ensuring that growth remains slow and sensitive to the village’s unique
character:
1. Reduced Housing Numbers: Limiting the number of new homes ensures that growth remains gradual, preserving the historic and rural charm of the village
without overwhelming it.
2. Infrastructure Improvements: Enhancing roads and adding pedestrian walkways ensures any growth doesn’t strain the village’s delicate infrastructure,
helping maintain its tranquil atmosphere.
3. School Expansion: Expanding the local school and supporting educational facilities ensures that growth is manageable without compromising the village’s
character or services.
4. Environmental Safeguards: Environmental protections preserve local ecosystems, landscapes, and natural beauty, ensuring that development doesn’t
damage the area’s ecological integrity.
5. Affordable Housing in Scale: Including affordable housing in a balanced scale prevents disruption to the village’s aesthetic or community fabric.
6. Community Involvement: Engaging local residents in the planning process ensures that the development aligns with the community’s vision for preserving
the village’s heritage.

In a conservation area, growth should be much slower, and these changes would help ensure that any development respects Shirenewton’s historic, cultural,
and environmental integrity.
In conclusion, a conservation area must be respected and maintained to ensure that future generations can experience its unique heritage and beauty.
Shirenewton, with its historic stone homes, medieval church, and unspoiled rural setting, is truly the jewel in the crown of rural Wales. Protecting this village
from inappropriate development is essential to preserving its character, environment, and sense of community. It is our responsibility to safeguard
Shirenewton’s legacy, ensuring it remains a place of timeless charm for generations to come.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 12.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 13.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

14.

The proposed level of growth in the plan seems disproportionate to the capacity of Shirenewton, particularly given its status as a conservation area. Growth
should be much slower and more controlled in such areas to protect their unique character and infrastructure. The current plan, with its proposed 26 homes,
could overwhelm the village’s limited resources, such as roads, local services, and educational facilities. Instead, a more gradual and balanced approach to
development, focused on small-scale, sustainable growth, would better address the key issues without compromising the village’s heritage and rural charm.
The growth strategy should prioritize preserving Shirenewton’s integrity while ensuring that infrastructure and services can support any new development.

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 15.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 16.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

17.

The Managing Settlement Form policies (OC1 and GW1) must prioritize preserving the character of conservation areas like Shirenewton. Policy OC1 should
ensure that any development is small in scale, respects the historic layout, and uses materials that complement the traditional stone-built architecture. Policy
GW1 must emphasize the protection of green spaces and biodiversity, preventing urban sprawl and safeguarding the rural setting that defines the village.
These policies should work together to maintain the balance between meeting housing needs and preserving the heritage and natural beauty of Shirenewton
for future generations.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 18.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 19.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

20.

The design and sustainable placemaking policies (S3, PM1, PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2, and HE3) should emphasize the importance of preserving the character and
heritage of conservation areas like Shirenewton.
• Policy S3: Development must integrate seamlessly with the village’s historic stone-built homes, using traditional materials and respecting the architectural
style.
• Policies PM1, PM2, and PM3: These policies should prioritize sustainable growth, ensuring that infrastructure improvements, pedestrian safety, and
ecological protections are incorporated into any new development.
• Policies HE1, HE2, and HE3: Conservation of historic buildings, landscapes, and the wider heritage of the area must remain at the forefront, ensuring that
Shirenewton’s identity and rural charm are not compromised.

These policies must collectively ensure that any development is sympathetic to the village’s character while promoting sustainability and environmental
stewardship.

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 21.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 22.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

23.

The climate change and renewable energy policies (S4, NZ1, CC1, CC2, and CC3) should balance sustainability goals with the preservation of Shirenewton’s
conservation area status.
• Policy S4 & NZ1: Renewable energy initiatives must be implemented sensitively to avoid harming the village’s historic character or natural beauty. Small-
scale, community-led projects like discreet solar panels or ground-source heat pumps could be more appropriate than large infrastructure.
• Policies CC1, CC2, and CC3: Climate resilience measures should focus on enhancing biodiversity, protecting green spaces, and improving infrastructure
sustainably. Careful planning is essential to ensure that these initiatives integrate with the traditional aesthetics and rural setting of the village.

These policies should reflect the importance of protecting Shirenewton’s heritage while contributing to broader climate action goals.

Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 24.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 25.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

26.

The green infrastructure, landscape, and nature recovery policies (S5, GI1, GI2, LC1-LC5, NR1-NR3, and PRoW1) are vital to protecting Shirenewton’s historic
character and ensuring it remains a thriving conservation area for future generations.
• Policies S5, GI1, GI2: Green infrastructure plans should prioritize the preservation of existing landscapes, hedgerows, and biodiversity, maintaining the rural
charm that defines Shirenewton. Enhancing green spaces and wildlife corridors should be integrated into any development, respecting the village’s natural
heritage.
• Policies LC1-LC5: Landscape protection must focus on preserving views, traditional stone boundaries, and natural features, ensuring that new developments
do not disrupt the visual harmony or environmental integrity of the area.
• Policies NR1-NR3: Nature recovery efforts should support biodiversity by protecting habitats and introducing native plantings. These measures align with
the conservation of Shirenewton’s countryside and benefit both wildlife and residents.
• Policy PRoW1: Public rights of way should be safeguarded and enhanced, maintaining safe, accessible routes for walking and enjoying the countryside while
minimizing the impact of any construction.

By adhering to these policies, the council can ensure that Shirenewton’s unique character, green spaces, and ecological richness are preserved, supporting
this historic village for future generations.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 27.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 28.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

29.

The infrastructure policies (S6 and IN1) must prioritize sustainable improvements that align with the conservation status of Shirenewton and support its
future.
• Policy S6: Infrastructure development should be carefully planned to avoid disrupting the village’s historic character and rural charm. Enhancements such as
safer roads, pedestrian walkways, and traffic calming measures are essential to protect both residents and visitors while maintaining the tranquil atmosphere
of the village.
• Policy IN1: Any new infrastructure must meet the needs of the community without overwhelming existing services. Improvements to public transport, school
capacity, and access to essential services should be prioritized to ensure that growth remains sustainable and does not compromise the village’s conservation
area status.

By focusing on thoughtful, sustainable infrastructure improvements, these policies can help preserve Shirenewton’s unique character while supporting its
residents for future generations.

Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 30.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 31.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

32.

The housing policies (S7, S9, H1-H9, and GT1) must strike a balance between addressing housing needs and preserving the unique character of conservation
areas like Shirenewton.
• Affordable Housing (S7, H1-H5): Affordable housing should be scaled appropriately to the village’s capacity. Any new developments must be small in
number and designed to blend seamlessly with Shirenewton’s historic architecture and rural setting, using traditional materials and layouts.
• Gypsy and Traveller Policies (GT1): Sites for Gypsy and Traveller communities should be carefully planned to ensure they have appropriate access to
amenities and infrastructure, without disrupting the conservation area’s character or overburdening its resources.
• General Housing Policies (S9, H6-H9): Housing development should prioritize reusing brownfield sites or infill plots to minimize impact on green spaces and
the natural environment. New housing must respect the conservation area’s heritage by maintaining traditional design and scale.

Overall, housing policies should emphasize slow, sustainable growth that meets community needs without compromising the historic and rural charm of
Shirenewton, ensuring its preservation for future generations.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 33.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 34.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

35.

The residential site allocations (Policies S8, HA1–HA18) must prioritize the preservation of conservation areas like Shirenewton and ensure any development
aligns with the village’s capacity and character.
• Policy S8: Allocating residential sites within conservation areas must consider the historic and rural nature of villages like Shirenewton. Development should
focus on infill or brownfield sites, avoiding greenfield land that contributes to the village’s charm and biodiversity.
• Policies HA1–HA18: Site-specific allocations should be carefully reviewed to ensure they do not disrupt the village’s historic layout, increase traffic on narrow
roads, or overburden limited infrastructure like schools and public transport. The scale and design of any housing must harmonize with Shirenewton’s
traditional architecture and rural setting.

Residential site allocations should support small, sustainable growth that enhances community needs while protecting Shirenewton’s conservation status for
future generations.

Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 36.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 37.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

38.

The economic policies (S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1–RE6) must balance promoting economic opportunities with protecting the historic and rural character of
conservation areas like Shirenewton.
• Policies S10 & S11: Economic growth should focus on small-scale, sustainable initiatives that align with the village’s conservation status, such as supporting
local crafts, heritage tourism, and small businesses that respect the rural setting.
• Policies E1 & E2: Employment sites should be located outside conservation areas to avoid disrupting the village’s character or increasing traffic on narrow
roads. Any local economic activity should minimize environmental impact and enhance community sustainability.
• Policies RE1–RE6: Rural enterprise policies should prioritize agricultural diversification, home-based businesses, and eco-friendly initiatives that support
Shirenewton’s heritage and landscape. Renewable energy projects should be carefully scaled and designed to avoid harming the village’s aesthetics.

These policies should ensure that economic growth enhances the quality of life for residents without compromising the historic charm, natural beauty, or
conservation status of Shirenewton.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 39.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 40.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

41.

The employment site allocations (Policies EA1 and EA2) must carefully consider the impact on conservation areas like Shirenewton. Employment sites should
be located away from the village to preserve its historic character, rural charm, and tranquillity.
• Policy EA1: Employment sites should focus on areas with existing infrastructure to support commercial activity, avoiding the need for significant new
developments that could disrupt conservation areas.
• Policy EA2: Proposals for employment sites near conservation areas must include robust measures to minimize traffic increases, noise, and environmental
impacts. Developments should align with the scale and character of the surrounding landscape to avoid detracting from the village’s appeal.

By prioritizing sustainable, well-placed employment site allocations, these policies can support economic growth without compromising the heritage and
natural beauty of villages like Shirenewton.

Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 42.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 43.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

44.

The visitor economy policies (S12, T1, and T2) should be carefully tailored to protect the character of conservation areas like Shirenewton while supporting
sustainable tourism.
• Policy S12: The focus should be on low-impact, heritage-focused tourism that enhances the village’s unique appeal without overwhelming it. Any visitor
attractions or accommodations should respect the village’s historic architecture and rural charm, ensuring they are in keeping with the surroundings.
• Policies T1 & T2: Tourism development should be small-scale and designed to complement the village’s infrastructure. With limited amenities, any visitor
services should be carefully planned to avoid strain on local resources. Measures should also be taken to protect the environment and prevent over-tourism
that could damage Shirenewton’s character.

The policies should support a visitor economy that benefits Shirenewton’s community without compromising its conservation status, ensuring that future
generations can enjoy its historic and natural beauty.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 45.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 46.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

47.

The sustainable transport policies (S13, ST1–ST6) must prioritize accessibility while preserving the rural and historic character of conservation areas like
Shirenewton.
• Policy S13: Sustainable transport initiatives should be carefully planned to avoid overwhelming the narrow roads and infrastructure of Shirenewton. Any
developments should include measures to minimize traffic impact, particularly on the village’s narrow lanes.
• Policies ST1–ST6: These policies should focus on improving connectivity with minimal disruption to the landscape. Given Shirenewton’s rural setting, the
introduction of safer pedestrian routes, cycling paths, and better public transport links would help reduce car dependency without compromising the village’s
heritage.

Policies should ensure that transport solutions are environmentally sensitive, improve local access, and support the conservation status of Shirenewton,
providing sustainable transport options while preserving its unique character.

Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 48.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 49.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

50.

The retail and commercial centres policies (S14, RC1–RC4) should focus on supporting small-scale, locally-oriented businesses that align with the character of
conservation areas like Shirenewton.
• Policy S14: Any retail or commercial development must be carefully planned to ensure it does not disrupt the village’s rural charm or historic architecture.
The policies should encourage businesses that serve local needs without creating excessive traffic or demand on limited infrastructure.
• Policies RC1–RC4: These policies should prioritize the adaptive reuse of existing buildings and ensure that new commercial developments respect the
village’s aesthetic. Shirenewton did have a shop, but it closed many years ago as it could not compete with larger supermarkets. While a small, community-
focused retail business might be beneficial, it must be scaled appropriately to avoid overwhelming the area. The focus should be on businesses that
complement the existing landscape and heritage, rather than large-scale commercial operations.

Retail and commercial development should enhance the local economy while preserving the unique charm of Shirenewton, ensuring it remains a sustainable
and attractive place for future generations.

Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 51.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 52.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

53.

The community infrastructure and open space policies (S15, CI1–CI4) should ensure that any new developments in Shirenewton are accompanied by
infrastructure improvements that respect the village’s historic character and rural setting.
• Policy S15: Any new community infrastructure should be sensitive to the village’s conservation status, ensuring that developments such as new public
spaces, community halls, or recreational facilities blend with the existing architectural and natural landscape. These spaces should be small-scale and focused
on enhancing the community without altering the village’s tranquil atmosphere.
• Policies CI1–CI4: Community infrastructure must be carefully planned to meet the needs of local residents, such as improving local health, education, and
social services. However, these should not overwhelm the existing services or require major expansions that could harm the character of Shirenewton. Open
spaces should be preserved and enhanced, maintaining green areas that contribute to the village’s charm and ecological balance.

The policies should prioritize small, community-focused improvements that respect Shirenewton’s heritage and ensure it remains a sustainable, attractive
place for future generations.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 54.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 55.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

56.

The mineral and waste policies (S16, S17, M1–M3, W1–W3) must be carefully considered to avoid any negative impact on Shirenewton’s conservation area
status and its rural environment.
• Policy S16: Any mineral extraction or waste disposal activities should be strictly regulated to prevent disruption to the village’s character and the
surrounding landscape. These activities should be located away from the conservation area to protect Shirenewton’s historical and natural integrity.
• Policies M1–M3: The extraction of minerals in or near Shirenewton should be avoided, as it could cause long-term damage to the local environment and
heritage. If mineral extraction is necessary elsewhere, mitigation measures should be implemented to minimize noise, traffic, and ecological impact, ensuring
that these activities do not degrade the visual or environmental quality of the area.
• Policies W1–W3: Waste management and recycling efforts should focus on minimizing environmental impact. Any new waste facilities should be
appropriately distanced from the village and carefully planned to avoid adverse effects on air quality, biodiversity, and the local community. Sustainable waste
management solutions should be prioritized.

These policies should ensure that mineral extraction and waste management activities do not harm Shirenewton’s conservation area or disrupt its peaceful
rural setting, supporting the long-term preservation of its heritage for future generations.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 57.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 58.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

59.

I would like to emphasize the importance of maintaining a careful balance between necessary development and the preservation of Shirenewton’s unique
character as a conservation area. Any future growth must be sustainable, slow, and in harmony with the village’s historic and rural environment. The policies
should ensure that developments respect the conservation area status and the existing infrastructure limitations, such as limited public transport, school
capacity, and local amenities.

Furthermore, I urge that there be additional safeguards against large-scale developments that could overwhelm Shirenewton’s narrow roads and tranquil
atmosphere. Development should be focused on small-scale, community-oriented projects that enhance the quality of life for residents without altering the
village’s charm.

It is essential that the village’s heritage and natural beauty are protected for future generations, and that the local community’s needs are met without
compromising the environment or the unique character of Shirenewton.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 60.

Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 61.



Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

62.

Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

The plan may not fully meet legal and regulatory requirements if it does not adequately consider the preservation of conservation areas, such as Shirenewton.
As Future Wales prioritizes sustainability and environmental protection, the plan should align with these principles and ensure that growth respects the
character of rural and historic areas. Failure to include sufficient safeguards for these areas could result in non-compliance with broader strategic planning
goals outlined in Future Wales.
2. Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

The plan may fail Test 1 if it does not demonstrate clear alignment with other relevant local, regional, or national plans, particularly those focused on
conservation, heritage preservation, and sustainable development. If the RLDP does not fully integrate these considerations into its framework, especially for
areas like Shirenewton, it risks not fitting within the broader planning context or vision for the region.
3. Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

The plan may fail Test 2 if it does not adequately address the specific needs and constraints of Shirenewton, particularly in terms of its conservation area
status, infrastructure limitations, and environmental considerations. Evidence regarding the village’s capacity to handle growth, its unique character, and its
limited infrastructure should be taken into account to ensure that development is both sustainable and appropriate. If these factors are not sufficiently
considered, the plan may not be deemed appropriate for the area.

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

The plan may fail Test 3 if it does not provide clear and practical measures to deliver its goals, particularly in sensitive areas like Shirenewton. Without specific,
enforceable policies that protect conservation areas and address infrastructure challenges, the plan risks being ineffective in achieving its desired outcomes.

For example, if the plan proposes growth or development in areas with limited infrastructure or environmental constraints, such as Shirenewton, it could lead
to ineffective or unsustainable results. Additionally, without a detailed strategy to ensure the preservation of the village’s historic and rural character while
accommodating necessary growth, the plan may not be able to achieve its long-term objectives. Effective delivery requires both clear, achievable actions and
the ability to mitigate potential negative impacts on local communities and the environment.

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

63.

Part 5: Welsh Language



We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

64.

The Deposit Plan should actively promote the Welsh language, especially in rural areas like Shirenewton, where the preservation of local culture is important.
In terms of positive effects, the plan could encourage the use of Welsh by:
1. Supporting Welsh-medium education: Given the oversubscribed local school, any future developments should include support for Welsh-medium
education facilities or language integration programs.
2. Encouraging bilingual signage and communication: New developments and public spaces could feature bilingual signs and promote Welsh language use
in community events, ensuring that Welsh is treated equally to English.
3. Cultural and community initiatives: Policies could support local Welsh-speaking groups, promote Welsh language events, and offer grants for community-
driven Welsh language projects.

To mitigate potential negative effects, the plan could:
1. Ensure equal access to Welsh language resources: It is essential that the plan does not create barriers to Welsh language access, ensuring services are
offered in both Welsh and English, particularly in public and community services.
2. Involve Welsh speakers in planning processes: This would ensure that the needs of the Welsh-speaking community are taken into account, and that
developments contribute positively to the language’s visibility and use.

Overall, positive effects could be increased by integrating the Welsh language into community planning, education, and public life, ensuring its use is
supported and promoted alongside English.

Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

65.

To improve the Deposit Plan and increase positive effects on the Welsh language, the following actions could be considered:
1. Welsh Language Policy Integration: Ensure that the Welsh language is explicitly considered in all policies and planning decisions, with clear objectives to
promote its use in both public and private spaces. This would include policies for bilingual signage, communications, and the integration of Welsh language
into new developments, public facilities, and community spaces.
2. Welsh-Language Infrastructure Support: Promote the development of Welsh-medium schools, childcare facilities, and other educational resources in areas
with a strong Welsh-speaking community. This could also include support for Welsh language training programs and cultural events to encourage language
use among residents.
3. Encouragement of Welsh in New Developments: For new residential or commercial developments, require developers to include provisions for bilingual
signage, the availability of Welsh-speaking staff in local services, and the integration of Welsh into the design of public spaces.
4. Community Support and Engagement: Offer funding or incentives for local Welsh language initiatives, such as local groups, Welsh classes, and cultural
activities. Engaging Welsh-speaking communities in the planning process would ensure their needs are heard and met, helping to create an environment
where the Welsh language is actively supported.
5. Monitoring and Enforcement: Establish mechanisms to monitor the implementation of these policies and ensure that Welsh is treated equally with English
in practice, not just in theory. This could involve regular reviews to assess the visibility and use of Welsh in the community, education, and public services.

By integrating these strategies into the Deposit Plan, positive effects on the Welsh language could be significantly increased, ensuring its future vitality and
ensuring that Welsh is treated no less favourably than English in the community.
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View results

Anonymous 28:30
Time to complete

152

Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

I am objecting to the strategic allocation of land at Mounton Road, Chepstow. Whilst I recognise the aims, objectives and challenges presented with the RLDP
I do not believe the current infrastructure within and around Chepstow can cope with additional homes namely, roads, healthcare and education. Having
lived in the same house for 25 years my commute to the High Beech Roundabout from home (perhaps 400m) can take anywhere between 2 and 20 minutes,
especially when there are restrictions on the Severn Bridge and or during term time. Traffic on all approaches to the roundabout is similarly congested and
there are regular accidents as people fight for space. I don't think adding traffic from another 146 homes can be accommodated without first improving the
roundabout. Also, healthcare in the area is poor with almost no NHS dentists, difficulty in arranging GP appointments and pharmacies which usually require a
20 minute wait. Lastly, the new jobs at the hotel do not, in my opinion, offer attractive career opportunities which are needed if the council's aim of attracting
young people into the county. Other types of jobs need to be considered as the hospitality sector is already well represented in the immediate area.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 12.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 13.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

14.

See earlier comments in relation to land at Mounton Road, Chepstow. In summary better road infrastructure is needed at High Beech roundabout BEFORE
more new homes are built. Protecting land in case of future enhancements simply kicks the issue into the long grass.

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 15.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 16.

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 17.



Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 18.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 19.

Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 20.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 21.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 22.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

23.

See previous comments in relation to the allocation at Mounton Road, Chepstow. In summary, the road infrastructure at High Beech roundabout needs to be
improved before new houses are built.

Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 24.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 25.

Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 26.



Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 27.

Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 28.

Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 29.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 30.



Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 31.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 32.

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

33.

Part 5: Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

34.



Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

35.
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View results

Anonymous 30:16
Time to complete

213

Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

The proposed building of 770 new houses on land adjacent to Crick Road.
There is insufficient infra-structure in the area to sustain this number of new houses - namely roads, NHS dentists, doctors, schools. I have to wait 4 weeks for
an appointment to see the doctor and I have to travel to Monmouth to see a dentist, deal with the infra-structure first THEN build the houses!

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 12.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 13.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

14.

We already have had road changes due to the development on land outside Portskewett, this has worked well but add to that the proposed new
development adjacent to a very narrow lane at Crick and the result would be catastrophic to an area which is basically our countryside, Where are the laws
regarding keeping green areas?

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 15.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 16.

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 17.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 18.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

19.

It's all very well building houses that are energy efficient but what about the extra number of cars that will be in the area and also the extra sewerage and
waste water that is already clogging up the reen.

Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 20.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 21.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 22.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

23.

As I previously stated you are not doing enough to address the failures in the infra-structure.



Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 24.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 25.

Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 26.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 27.



Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 28.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 29.

Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 30.

Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 31.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 32.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

33.

Insufficient plans in place to future proof our area.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 34.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 35.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 36.



Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 37.

Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

38.

Already answered.

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

39.

Part 5: Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

40.

In my opinion this question is irrelevant as this area is Non Welsh speaking. However,I do believe that our language needs to be preserved.

Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

41.

Same response as above.
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View results

Anonymous 21:35
Time to complete

113

Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

Policy HA3 land at Mounton Road Chepstow. Until something is done about the Traffic in Chepstow there should be no further building works. 
 Every day the Social media sites in Chepstow bemoan our once beautiful town. People used to

say such positive things about Chepstow but not anymore. I do not use Larkfield roundabout anymore it is constantly congested from 7am to sometimes
7pm and it can be just as bad at the weekends. Until there have been serious changes to the traffic set up there should not be any further consideration given
to housing development. Everyone knows what the problem is - everyone knows it will be a huge job to create a bypass - nothing happens. It is just
becoming so bad and it saddens me that this is what people think of when they discuss Chepstow. Any concert / race day etc it's 3 hours in queues past my
house. This is not to mention the fumes and air pollution. It's horrendous

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 12.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

13.

I just wanted to say I have repeatedly looked through the table of contents for the replacement local development plan and cannot see Policy S1 or any
mention of Growth. The layout of this plan is quite confusing to read and I wonder if that is to try to stop people bothering to read it.



Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 14.

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 15.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 16.

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 17.



Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 18.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 19.

Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 20.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 21.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 22.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

23.

HA3 and HA13
Policy HA3 land at Mounton Road Chepstow. Until something is done about the Traffic in Chepstow there should be no further building works. 

 Every day the Social media sites in Chepstow bemoan our once beautiful town. People used to
say such positive things about Chepstow but not anymore. I do not use Larkfield roundabout anymore it is constantly congested from 7am to sometimes
7pm and it can be just as bad at the weekends. Until there have been serious changes to the traffic set up there should not be any further consideration given
to housing development. Everyone knows what the problem is - everyone knows it will be a huge job to create a bypass - nothing happens. It is just
becoming so bad and it saddens me that this is what people think of when they discuss Chepstow. Any concert / race day etc it's 3 hours in queues past my
house. This is not to mention the fumes and air pollution. It's horrendous

Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 24.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 25.

Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 26.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 27.

Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 28.

Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 29.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 30.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 31.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 32.

Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 33.

Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

34.

Policy HA3 land at Mounton Road Chepstow. Until something is done about the Traffic in Chepstow there should be no further building works. 
 Every day the Social media sites in Chepstow bemoan our once beautiful town. People used to

say such positive things about Chepstow but not anymore. I do not use Larkfield roundabout anymore it is constantly congested from 7am to sometimes
7pm and it can be just as bad at the weekends. Until there have been serious changes to the traffic set up there should not be any further consideration given
to housing development. Everyone knows what the problem is - everyone knows it will be a huge job to create a bypass - nothing happens. It is just
becoming so bad and it saddens me that this is what people think of when they discuss Chepstow. Any concert / race day etc it's 3 hours in queues past my
house. This is not to mention the fumes and air pollution. It's horrendous

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 



The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

35.

Part 5: Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

36.

Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

37.



3900

Mr Peter Cresswell



View results

Anonymous 06:19
Time to complete

147

Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

The traffic problems in Chepstow do not allow for any development, and any proposals should be delayed until there is a Chepstow bypass road in place.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 12.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

13.

More housing, shops and fast food outlets will encourage more traffic to Chepstow, when the high street is neglected. The high street should be developed
before any more out of town fast food outlets are allowed.



Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 14.

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 15.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 16.

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 17.



Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 18.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 19.

Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 20.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 21.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 22.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

23.

The traffic issues in Chepstow does not allow for more housing.

Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 24.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 25.

Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 26.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 27.

Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 28.

Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 29.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 30.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 31.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 32.

Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 33.

Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

34.

No more houses or businesses please without a Chepstow bypass road

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

35.



Part 5: Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

36.

Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

37.
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View results

Anonymous 41:37
Time to complete

263

Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

I am objecting to Policy HI Settlement Boundary and Policy HA3 Land at Mounton Road.
my objections are as follows;

The RLDP as presently outlined will destroy the only open and clear green field aspect between High Beech roundabout and Mounton Road.This area has for
over 30years been an essential part of the gateway to the wye Valley.
It has confirmed the town of Chepstow with a sense of place, a former market town with it's own character.

Of importance the area has been designated as a green space/wedge since its designation in the Gwent Structure Plan 1981.I believe it is important this
designation is upheld. This is particularly relevant when alternative sites for development exist which are suitable, available and deliverable eg The Bayfield
site near Spar supermarket; which if developed would also help to lessen the traffic congestion at High Beech roundabout.

The RLDP in the current form Starts to link Chepstow to the village of Pyllmeric; a coagulation that means neither community can retain its individuality.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 12.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

13.

As above my objection concerns the Land between High beech roundabout and Mounton Road.
Whilst appreciating the need for additional housing in Wales I believe solutions which do not impinge on
an already overloaded traffic situation should be exhausted first.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 14.

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 15.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 16.

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 17.

Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 18.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 19.

Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 20.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 21.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

22.

There are currently over 70 affordable house allocated on the High Beech to Mounton Road site. in as much as housing associations are struggling to fund
such developments whilst having other obligation
s I would request the Planning Authorities response to this conundrum.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 23.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 24.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

25.

Alternatives more suitable sites exist as previously allocated.

Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 26.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 27.

Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 28.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 29.

Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 30.

Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 31.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 32.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 33.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf

Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 34.

Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 35.



Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

36.

It is not appropriate in the designated location

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

37.

Part 5: Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

38.

Please also explain how you believe the Deposit Plan could be improved so as to have positive effects or increased effects 
on opportunities for people to use the Welsh language and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than the 
English language?

39.



3903

Mr Peter Morgan



View results

Anonymous 160:16
Time to complete

159

Respondent

Part 1: Contact Details
Please note that by submitting this form you are agreeing to your details being retained on the RLDP Consultation Database and used to in‐
form you of future RLDP correspondence.

Title * 1.

Name * 2.

Job Title (where relevant)3.

Organisation (where relevant)4.

Address * 5.

Telephone number * 6.

Email * 7.

Part 2: Your Representation



Do you have any comments on the key issues, challenges, vision and/or objectives of the Deposit 
RLDP?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 8.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 9.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

10.

RDLP objective 2 Town Centres Issue 8 the proposed Mounton Site fails to make Chepstow an attractive centre “serving the needs of their population” or
“supporting the needs of the evolving role of the high street”. This site will inevitably add to existing traffic congestion around the town and the High St.
Research is needed to fully study the traffic around Chepstow on horse racing dates, musical events, accidents on M4 etc. High Beech roundabout adjacent to
this site already suffers from traffic congestion causing problems for the flow of traffic and increases the noxious particulate levels which are already elevated
in this area. Recommended amendment to RDLP. If any “improvements” to the roundabout do actually happen these “ improvements” need to be specified
and once accepted have to be in place prior to any work beginning at the Mounton Site. The railway station lacks any improvement, nor is there adequate
parking there if residents or tourists are encouraged to use public transport rather than private car.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Growth Strategy (the level of growth needed to address the 
key issues)? (Policy S1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 11.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 12.



Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

13.

Paragraph 6.3.19 There is no evidence to substantiate that the Mounton Site will “help reduce levels of commuting”. The site is located close to the M4 and
will obviously appeal mainly to people needing to work in Bristol or Cardiff and it will therefore increase levels of commuting achieving the very opposite
result. This has to be considered in conjunction with the proposed developments in Caldicot and Portskewett. There will also be an increase in traffic using the
High Beech roundabout and add to existing numbers of cars and Heavy Goods Vehicles. Greater attention has to be paid by MCC in ascertaining the full
impacts on traffic changes rather than making it a hoped for aim without substantiating data.

Do you have any comments on the Plan’s Spatial Strategy (where development is proposed to be 
sited)? (Policy S2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 14.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 15.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

16.

6.4.6 “to encourage the promotion of sustainable and resilient communities.” The addition of 146 houses at the Mounton Site fails to make Chepstow more
resilient. An unknown percentage of the new residents will not work in Chepstow. However new residents at the site would definitely need to use the roads,
the schools, the hospital, GP surgeries and dentists. Data needs to be forthcoming to prove that each these services is currently able to meet the existing
residents. I propose that full studies are taken to illustrate where the stresses and strains already exist and what the impact on these services could be with an
increased population.

Do you have any comments on the Managing Settlement Form policies? (Policies OC1 and GW1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 17.



Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 18.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

19.

GW1 The Mounton site is very close to an existing Green Belt/Wedge and this new site will be detrimental to the character of the town which appeals to
visitors by its history (castle), horse racing events and wedding venues. A new bland modern development will not be appropriate. Suggestion- that new
houses should reflect the character of the town. The Mounton Site is also very close to the Racecourse and there are already problems with parking along
existing roads and in town centre. I suggest better parking should be created near the railway station and small buses put into service to transport race goers
and event goers.

Do you have any comments on the design and sustainable placemaking policies? (Policies S3, PM1, 
PM2, PM3, HE1, HE2 & HE3)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 20.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 21.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

22.

PM2 Air pollution. The Mounton site is located to roads with recorded high levels of toxic particulates. Suggestion - To solve existing traffic congestion on all
roads feeding into the High Beech roundabout prior to any work being started at the site

Do you have any comments on the climate change and renewable energy policies? (Policies S4, NZ1, 
CC1, CC2 & CC3)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 23.

Do you have any comments on the green infrastructure, landscape & nature recovery 
policies? (Policies S5, GI1, GI2, LC1, LC2, LC3, LC4, LC5, NR1, NR2, NR3 & PR0W1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 24.

Do you have any comments on the infrastructure polices? (Policies S6, & IN1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 25.

Do you have any comments on the housing policies, including the affordable housing policies and 
Gypsy and Traveller policies? (Policies S7, S9 H1, H2, H3, H4, H5, H6, H7, H8, H9 & GT1)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 26.

Do you have any comments on the residential site allocations?   (Policies S8, HA1 – HA18)



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 27.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 28.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

29.

H3. There have already been several new developments in this area without any changes to the roads. This has to be considered in the light of increased
traffic since the removal of the Severn Bridge tolls when there was insufficient preparation for the changes in the flow of traffic around Chepstow. Suggestion
- a detailed study of the effects of any increase in traffic both at the Mounton site and the Portskewett site at peak times.

Do you have any comments on the economic policies?  (Policies S10, S11, E1, E2, RE1, RE2, RE3, RE4, 
RE5 & RE6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 30.

Do you have any comments on the employment site allocations? (Policies EA1 & EA2)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 31.

Do you have any comments on the visitor economy policies?  (Policies S12, T1 & T2) 



Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 32.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 33.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

34.

T1 (j) necessary infrastructures. 18.2.3. Proposals need to consider sustainable travel. The additional houses and a hotel will increase existing traffic problems.
Suggestion - Impartial studies need to investigate existing all problems caused by increased congestion since the removal of the Severn Bridge tolls.18.2.4.
There are existing problems with sewage disposal. Suggestion - existing issues must be resolved prior to work on a new development.

Do you have any comments on the sustainable transport policies?  (Policies S13, ST1, ST2, ST3, ST4, 
ST5 & ST6)

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 35.

Support

Objection

Is your representation in support or objection? * 36.

Please clearly state which policy/paragraph/allocation/designation your representation relates to and include any comments 
in this box

If you are objecting, please state how you would like the Plan to be changed.
 * 

37.

ST2 Arterial routes. High Beech roundabout. The RDLP indicates that it serves Newport however this does not adequately reflect the variety of destinations of
traffic using the roundabout. Suggestion - include Bristol, Lydney, Gloucester and Cardiff in this section. ST3 Freight ST5 p) The problems have been ignored
for several years and the roads remain unchanged. Suggestion - any improvements must be in situ prior to the start of any building work at the Mounton site.



Do you have any comments on the retail and commercial centres policies?  (Policies S14, RC1, RC2, 
RC3 & RC4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 38.

Do you have any comments on the community infrastructure and open space polices?  (Policies S15, 
CI1, CI2, CI3 & CI4) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 39.

Do you have any comments on the mineral and waste policies?  (Policies S16, S17, M1, M2, M3, W1, 
W2 & W3) 

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 40.

Do you have any other comments to make on the Deposit RLDP and/or supporting documents?

Yes

No

Would you like to comment on this question * 41.

Part 3: Tests of Soundness 
Please refer to the notes at the for further guidance: https://www.monmouthshire.gov.uk/app/uploads/2024/10/Guidance-Notes-RLDP-
ENG.pdf



Yes

No

        Do   you consider that the Plan is sound?       * 42.

Fails legal and regulatory procedural requirements or is not in general conformity with Future Wales?

Fails Test 1: Does the Plan fit (is it clear that the RLDP is consistent with other Plans)?

Fails Test 2: Is the Plan appropriate (is the Plan appropriate for the area in light of the evidence)?

Fails Test 3: Will the Plan deliver (is it likely to be effective)?

If you do not consider the Plan to be sound, which soundness test(s) do you think it fails? * 43.

Please explain why the Plan is not sound or explain what changes need to be made to make the Plan sound (the Tests of 
Soundness are set out in the guidance notes at the end of the form): * 

44.

The Mounton site does not address policy S4 Climate change and Health and Wellbeing. 23.4.8. Suggestion - commitment to address the existing high
particulate levels at High Beech where there should be constant readings in place.

Part 4: Appearance at Examination Hearing Sessions 
The Monmouthshire Replacement Local Development Plan (RLDP) will be examined by an independent Inspector appointed by the Welsh 
Government.  It is the Inspector’s job to consider whether the Plan meets procedural requirements and whether it is sound.  At this stage, you 
can only make comments in writing (these are called written representations).  However, everyone that wants to change the Plan can appear 
before and speak to the Inspector at a ‘hearing session’ during the public examination.  But you should bear in mind that your written com‐
ments on this form will be given the same weight by the Inspector as those made verbally at a hearing session.  Please also note that the 
Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure for accommodating those that want to provide oral evidence.  

Please indicate below if you would like to speak at the public examination.

Yes

No

If you have objected to or propose changes to the Plan, would you like to speak at a hearing session during the public 
examination of the RLDP?

45.

Part 5: Welsh Language

We would like to know your views on the effects that the Deposit Plan would have in the Welsh language, specifically on 
opportunities for people to use Welsh and on treating the Welsh language no less favourably than English.  What effects do 
you think there would be?  How could positive effects be increased, or negative effects be mitigated?

46.

There could be an increase in English speaking residents at the Mounton site due to its proximity to the M4 for residents needing to commute to Bristol.
Chepstow is a border town and the use of neither Welsh nor English needs to be promoted.


