Scale, location and village character
Relevant Local Plan references: Chapter 4: Spatial Strategy, pp.27–51; Core Policy 2, p.36; Core Policy 4, p.43; Chapter 6 / Core Policy 12, p.84; Down Ampney paras.6.29–6.30 and Figure 6.4, publication pp.96–97.
What this means
The proposal is for 1,658 homes around Down Ampney. This is very large-scale growth rather than a normal small extension to the village. CDC's emerging settlement hierarchy places Down Ampney in the Non-Principal Settlement category (a settlement with a more limited role in CDC's proposed hierarchy), reflecting its present size, relatively limited range of services and lack of a significant employment role. The Local Plan nevertheless proposes a major concentration of new housing here. A central question is therefore why Down Ampney, and why about 1,658 homes.
CDC's case relies partly on the development creating facilities that do not exist in the village today, including a new primary school, local centre, improved public transport, walking and cycling links and other infrastructure. Those facilities could make a larger settlement more sustainable in future, but they should not be confused with Down Ampney's existing level of services. Residents may want to ask whether CDC has demonstrated that this is the right location for growth on this scale, and whether alternatives involving less growth here or a different distribution of housing have been compared properly.
The proposal would also change the physical form of Down Ampney. New neighbourhoods would extend across surrounding countryside and alter the relationship between the existing village, its rural approaches, open edges and nearby settlements. The issue is not whether Down Ampney must remain unchanged; it is whether CDC has justified the scale and form of this particular change. Residents can add useful evidence about how different parts of the village relate to one another, which rural edges and views matter, and how community facilities and open spaces are used today.
Points to raise:
Objections might include:
· The proposed development won’t feel like Down Ampney
· Insufficient evidence other alternatives were considered
· CDC hasn’t explained why this number of homes should be placed here as opposed to alternatives elsewhere.
Personal comments might include:
· Descriptions about the size of existing streets and lanes
· Notes about how the village functions today
· Local history or community use of affected places
· Local circumstances and experiences in Down Ampney that a development of this scale would affect
What alternatives were considered and where is the evidence of this? Has CDC properly explained why this number of homes should be placed here? Has it compared lower-growth or redistributed options clearly enough? Would the proposal still feel like Down Ampney? What harm could this level of development in a small area cause and what harm to the larger areas that are not allocated development? 
Helpful personal evidence: Photos showing the size of existing streets and lanes; views across the proposed fields; notes about how the village functions today; local history or community use of affected places.
