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Recommendation 1 - Charlton St Peter

1.1Mhat the parishes of Charlton St Peter (as to be renamed under S75 of the Local Government Act 1972) and Wilsford be grouped under a Joint Parish Council named
Charlton St Peter and Wilsford Joint Parish Council.

1.2he Parish of Wilsford to contain two parish councillors.

1.3Whe Parish of Charlton St Peter to contain five parish councillors.

Agree/Disagree
Status gree/ gree/ Reasons Other Comments
Suggest amended

1 Resident of Charlton Parish Agree

2 Resident of Charlton Parish Disagree

e abed
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Recommendation 2 - Calne Town

2.1What the area marked as A be transferred from Calne Without to Calne Town as part of the Calne South Town Ward. Calne South Ward to continue to have four councillors.
2.2What the areas marked as B and C be transferred from Calne Without to Calne Town as part of the Calne Central Town Ward. Calne Central Ward to continue to have five councillors.
2.3Mo request that the LGBCE amend the Calne Central and Calne Rural Electoral Divisions to be coterminous with the proposed revised parish boundaries of Calne Town and Calne Without.

Agree/Disagree/
Status Location Suggest Amended Proposal Reasons Other Comments
amended
. Part of Calne
Resident of the . L . . L
) Without proposed . This will cost me an extra £240 per year and whilst everything else is going
1 Parish of Calne Disagree . .
Without to become part of up how can we be expected to have this spring upon us
Calne Town
Part of Calne
Resident of the Without bronosed We feel it would be more to our advantage to be included in Calne Town.
2 Parish of Calne e Agree At present we have to travel to Derry Hill to vote in elections which is very
. to become part of . .
Without inconvenient.
Calne Town
Resident of the
. Derry Hill and
3 Parish of Calne Studley Agree
E Without
(Q H n n H
[ My proposal is that Area "A" be expanded to include
N Rookery Farm in the area to be transferred from Calne
Without to Calne Town. Rookery Farm boarders the
new Cherhill View housing development and the only
Resident of the Suggested access to Rookery Farm is via this development. If the
4 Parish of Calne Rookery Farm amended Cherhill View development is to be moved into Calne
Without proposal Town, then Rookery Farm naturally forms part of this
community for all matters relating to local
government. If Rookery Farm is not included with
Cherhill View it will be isolated from its natural
hinterland.
As a new development, Cherhill View has a
management company to maintain the grounds.
| agree that Cherhill view is Urban in nature however disagree that the E . .p y e
) S . The council are still yet to own to roads on the
The recommendations ask for Cherhill View and estate aligns to the town. There are many ways to access the estate by )
. Part of Calne . . o ) . i development. As a resident on the estate, | already
Resident of the . Suggested Rookery farm to be include in Calne Town however foot and by car, the former is directly into the countryside accessible by o .
) Without proposed . . ) pay significant sums of money to both the council
5 Parish of Calne amended your maps exclude Rookery Farm which should be various footpaths and the latter | access via Stockley and Blacklands. Just
. to become part of X . . ) . . and management company but yet regularly have
Without proposal included as it is accessed directly through Cherhill because a development is classed as Urban does not mean it is closer

Calne Town

view.

aligned to the town centre parish nor share the same priorities for the
area.

issues with the site. If the estate is to be included
in Calne Town, | would expect the management
company to be removed and Calne Town take
ownership of the site




An interested party
not necessarily

Derry Hill and
6 from the area Stud?le Agree
affected by the v
proposals
. Part of Calne
Resident of the . . . - , L .
. Parish of Calne Without proposed Agree The Town Council must actively protect the Cherhill View Estate’s green  |To ensure that the adjoining Rookery Farm is
Without to become part of & spaces from any further housing development. prevented from future development
Calne Town
As indicated elsewhere in my response | want Derry Hill and Studle
Resident of the : . . yresp o Y . Y
) Derry Hill and villages to have their own small parish instead of what it has been up to
8 Parish of Calne Agree . . o
. Studley now a large parish with unrelated places in it like Calstone and parts of
Without i
Bromham / Heddington etc. 2.1 and 2.2 are therefore good.
Part of Calne
Resident of the .
. Without proposed
9 Parish of Calne Agree | USE ALL THE FACILITIES (SUCH AS THEY ARE) IN CALNE TOWN
. to become part of
Without
Calne Town
A representative of
5 a parish or town
©]council affected by
10 3the proposals, or a |Calne Town Agree
unitary
represenative from
the area affected
Part of Calne
Resident of the .
) Without proposed .
11 Parish of Calne Disagree
. to become part of
Without
Calne Town
. Part of Calne | disagree as a resident of Cherhill view. We pay a yearly maintenance
Resident of the . . L .
) Without proposed i charge for the estate which makes the huge rise in council tax should we
12 Parish of Calne Disagree . . . i
. to become part of move into Calne town hugely unfair. We would receive NO benefits
Without ,
Calne Town whatsoever and be charged a higher rate of tax.
A representative of
a parish or town Because our council tax will increase with no further benefit with the cost
. Part of Calne - . . .
council affected by | . of living already extortionate and in cherhill way we already pay a
Without proposed . ) .
13 the proposals, or a Disagree management fee?! If you are going to put up our council tax then the

unitary
represenative from
the area affected

to become part of
Calne Town

council should maintain all grounds on estate so we therefore do not have

to pay the management fee!




Resident of the

Part of Calne
Without proposed

Bought a new build in Stockley lane which is part of Calne without parish.
It is the view of my wife and i that if we were to be consumed in to the
Calne Town Parish then we lose not only our individuality but we will be
financially out of pocket due to a significant rise in council tax. We are at

14 Parish of Calne Disagree the moment currently paying a maintenance charge on our estate and this
. to become part of . . . .
Without will continue even if we are consumed by Calne Town Parish. We would
Calne Town . . . .
like to strongly object to being part of the Cane Town Parish as we do not
believe their to be any benefits but only more expense, adding to the
already financial burden of a high council tax.
A resident of the
15 Calne Town Agree It makes sense
town of Calne
| disagree as | feel strongly that our community (Redrow development at
Stockley Grange and Cherhill View) has a stronger identity in keeping with
the Calne Without Parish Council. We have close rural links to our nearby
countryside setting and as a resident on the development feel
passionately about our sustainability and environmental aspects of the . o
. . . We are a private development that pays for it's
wider development. | am a Director of the private management company : )
i . own management and maintenance. All residents
looking after the development and as a group of directors we would .
. . L . . . on the development contribute to an annual
identify ourselves as sitting within the Calne Without Parish boundary as ) . i
L . . ) service charge and we only receive limited services
we do not have an urban setting in which we live. Our links to nature are o . . .
. o . from Wiltshire Council. No grounds maintenance is
. Part of Calne substantial, and many initiatives are on the development to support this . .
Resident of the . . . carried out by the Town Council and therefore an
q Without proposed ) through bat boxes, swift boxes, hedgehog corridors, natural grassland,a |. . . .
16 QjParish of Calne Disagree . increase in precept is unpalatable given the
... to become part of protected great crested newt pond, wildflower meadows, and an orchard - . .
ol Without . additional costs that we as residents have to
Calne Town these are not urban features, but in fact more rural features for a . .
le) . contribute for the management of our beautiful,
development of our type. Additionally, we have a farmhouse located .
rural development. | do not agree with any
centrally to our development and work hard to keep open and safe access |. . .
. L . . increase in the precept as a result of being forced
to countryside walks and public rights of way. The Parish Councillors at ) ) .
. i to change the parish boundaries which | am
Calne Without represent our best interests, and we feel are better placed el
to govern a development of our size and nature. They take a keen interest & '
in the residents here and what they can do to support us, and we do not
feel we would get the same level of investment both financially or in
terms of time from the Town Council. | strongly oppose these changes
and would like to request that we remain part of Calne Without.
As a resident of the Cherhill View, | look to being a part of the surrounding
. Part of Calne . .
Resident of the Without q countryside rather than the town of Calne. | do not visit Calne frequently
ithout propose
17 Parish of Calne . Disagree and look to shop online or in Devizes and Marlborough. My focus is on

Without

to become part of
Calne Town

Calne Without rather than Calne town. | believe that governance under
Calne Without Parish Council is preferable to other options.




Resident of the

Part of Calne
Without proposed

The reason we believe we should be part of the town is that the people on
this estate use and benefit from the resources in Calne. Nearly all the
children on this estate go to school in Calne, we use the Doctors, Dentists,
Library etc in Calne, for example our allotment is run by Calne Town
Council . We feel that it is only fair that given that we use these resources
it is only fair we should contribute toward them. We are not a rural

18 Parish of Calne Agree
Without to become part of & community, we are physically attached to the town of Calne. Houses on
Calne Town Stockley Road just beyond this estate are in Calne Town, as are houses on
the Rise. Neither do we see any benefit to us being part of Calne without,
especially as if we understand it the boundary changes will actually
incorporate Calne without into Derry Hill and ? As we stated earlier we
are not a village and we identify strongly with the town.
We are in a rural area and identify as such. There is farm land nearby and
. Part of Calne . . .
Resident of the . the local road network is very much linked to the farms with much farm
. Without proposed ) . . . .
19 Parish of Calne to become part of Disagree machinery using the roads on a daily basis. Local walks travel across
Without P farmland, not the town of Calne. We do not benefit from town facilities
Calne Town . .
such as local shops, car parks, recreation grounds, doctors surgeries etc.
The recommendations provide a logical step in reflecting the continued . . . .
) ) L | recognise the committee is unable (or unwilling?)
. growth of Calne and the increasing urbanisation of the area. The . .
Resident of the . . ) to consider future development, but | feel this is a
. proposed extensions would be better served by a town council on which . .
20 Parish of Calne Calne Town Agree . ) . o factor that should be considered given the broader
. they might expect top rely for services and amenities providing better . . .
DIWithout . . . ) . Government requirement to increase housing
(@ community identity and interests as well as effective and convenient ik
@ governance. '
_—
. . i i . INew housing developments near towns cannot be
There is no merit in recommendation 2.3 given that the area marked A in ) .
. . .. assumed to hold the same identity and local
the Draft Recommendations, which was originally Marden Farm, was .
. i interests as the town nearby. Indeed, they may
developed by Redrow in 2016 and marketed as a rural development with o .
i . . . have been created to offer quite different interests
. Part of Calne strong links to its immediate environment, not Calne Town. The name . . . .
Resident of the ) ., e ) ) . i ) ) and identities. In these circumstances it is
) Without proposed . Cherhill View" provides evidence of this identity and its residents . . .
21 Parish of Calne Disagree . . . . . inappropriate to subsume them in ever larger
. to become part of purchased properties with this in mind. Its inclusion in Calne South Town . . .
Without i . . . e council bodies because of proximity. In my
Calne Town Ward is not in the interest of the local community and it is difficult to see ) . i . .
. . . experience as a previous serving Parish Councillor
how this would ensure effective and convenient local governance. The L L .
. ] this differentiation is important and provides
recommendation would appear to be little more than a means to enlarge .
) . means to provide good governance and
Calne South Town Ward because of its proximity. i i
community opportunity.
Cherhill view is identified as a private development outside of Calne town
with close links to our rural surroundings rather than the town itself. | had
a chat with the local parish councillors who rectify came to the
. Part of Calne . .
Resident of the . development letting us know they had money to spend on things that
) Without proposed , . . ) .
22 Parish of Calne Disagree would benefit local residents, we wouldn’t get this interest from the town

Without

to become part of
Calne Town

council for that reason that’s why we believe we are better off being
managed by the parish council. As they will have our interests taken into
account and will work better for us rather than the town council so
therefore we strongly oppose this change.




Resident of the

Part of Calne

Without proposed

Iltem 2.1. Area A is Cherhill View/Stockley Grange Development. It
comprises 183 residential dwellings built by Redrow Homes with planning
permission from Wiltshire Council. The site has recently been handed over
to the residents to manitain which cost around £250 pa per dwelling i.e.
£45000 approx per annum for the site. Under conditions specified by
Wiltshire Council planning, a substantial area of the site , approx 40% is
set aside for wildflower meadowland, amenity land, play facilities and
wildlife preservation of bats and great crested newts. Neither Redrow nor
the Council provide any support for the maintenance, particularly now
that Redrow have left the site. The onus falls upon the residents to stand
the cost and to manage the site. The use of this valuable rural facility is

Cherhill View/Stockley Grange is not a
development where council tax considerations can
be swept under the carpet ! As explained above,
residents already pay over £200 pa in maintenance
fees to provide a rural facility available to all local
people! It would add insult to injury to ask them to

23 Parish of Calne Disagree
Without to become part of & not limited to the residents who fund it, but is available to all, which pay a further £200 plus pa to lump them in with
Calne Town naturally creates some resentment among residents particularly when the |Calne Town. It should not be 'the norm' for local
site is abused. Cherhill View is , therefore, a rural 'oasis' and in no way towns to swallow new developments, each should
identifies with Calne Town Parish. A more appropriate solution is for be considered on merit and identity as in our case
Cherhill View to be included within the new proposed Heddington Parish |the more rural nature of Heddington Parish or
which we identify with much more closely in rural nature and community Jpossibly Cherhill Parish itself!
interests. | am one of the directors of the Cherhill View Management
Company and we take our responsibilities very seriously to ensure we
meet the best interests of residents as well as meeting the requirements
set out in the planning consent. We feel our views should be taken very
seriously as to which Parish Cherhill View sits most comfortably.
Resident of the
e ) Derry Hill and This is part of an overall reorganisation of Calne Without PC and is a logical
24 DParish of Calne Agree
Q- Studley step.
M Without
A , . .
. It’s important that urban housing expansions of Calne and all other towns
Resident of the ) . . s
) Derry Hill and that spill over the towns boundary are incorporated within the towns
25 Parish of Calne Agree i . i
Without Studley boundaries to ensure that residents pay for the services offered by Calne
and have an opportunity to vote in elections to the town council.
Resident of the
, Derry Hill and
26 Parish of Calne Agree
Studley

Without




A representative of
a parish or town

e To amend the town boundary to follow the A3102
Beversbrook taking the land into Bremhill Parish
Council — Not supported until such time a decision has

e To transfer properties at Cherhill View into Calne Town Council- South
Ward and keep 4 Councillors - supported by Calne Town Council ® To
transfer land at Chilvester Hill into Calne Town Council ( Calne Central
Ward) and keep 5 Councillors - supported by Calne Town Council ® To
transfer properties at Regent Park into Calne Town Council (Calne Central
Ward) and keep 5 Councillors — extent of the boundary change to include
all land subject to development - supported by Calne Town Council ® To

¢ Calne Town Council were disappointed to see
that the transfer of Beversbrook Sports and

council affected by Suggested . ) . amend the town boundary to follow the A3102 Beversbrook taking the ) . )
been made about devolution of services. It is expected . . . i . . Community Facility and allotments into the Calne
27 the proposals, or a |Calne Town amended ) land into Bremhill Parish Council — Not supported until such time a .
. that this land would come forward to transfer to the . : . ) boundary was not supported and ask that this
unitary proposal . . decision has been made about devolution of services. It is expected that . .
. Town Council. The changes do not support effective ) ) matter should be reconsidered. This change would
represenative from . . this land would come forward to transfer to the Town Council. The ) )
and convenient local governance and community . . fully support the aims of the review.
the area affected identit changes do not support effective and convenient local governance and
ot community identity. ¢ Changes to Calne Without Parish Boundary
proposed e Changes to boundaries between Calne Without and
surrounding parishes ® The remaining area within Calne Without to
become Derry Hill and Studley with 9 Councillors - no comments were
submitted
Q Agree Disagree Suggested Amended Proposal
Q
M| Partof Calne
Q Without proposed
Sl 4 11 1
to become part of
Calne Town
Derry Hill and
i 6 0 0
Studley
Calne Town 3 0 1
Rookery Farm 0 0 1
Total 13 11 3




Recommendation 3- Bremhill

3.1Mhat the area marked as D1 and D2 be transferred from Calne Without and Calne Town respectively to Bremhill as part of the Bremhill Ward of Bremhill Parish Council. Bremhill Ward to continue to have five councillors.

3.2hat the area marked as E be transferred from Langley Burrell Without to Bremhill as part of the East Tytherton Ward of Bremhill Parish Council. East Tytherton Ward to continue to have three councillors.

3.3Mhat the area marked as F be transferred from Christian Malford to Bremhill as part of the Foxham Ward of Bremhill Parish Council. Foxham Ward to continue to have three councillors.
3.4That the area marked as G be transferred from Bremhill to Langley Burrell Without. Langley Burrell Without to continue to have five councillors.

3.5lMo request that the LGBCE amend the Kington, Calne North and Calne Rural Electoral Divisions to be coterminous with the proposed revised parish boundaries of Calne Without, Christian Malford, Bremhill, Langley Burrell Without and

Calne Town

Agree/Disagree
Status Location gree/ gree/ Amended Proposal Reasons Other Comments
Suggest amended
Resident of the Part of Calne Without Our land straddles Cowage Brook in Ratford with half in Bremhill and half in
1 Parish of Calne proposed to become Agree Calne Without. We support 3.1 to become wholly in Bremhill with whom
Without part of Brembhill we identify more closely.
As a resident of Fisher's Brook | consider that our interests would be best
served by becoming incorporated into the parish of Bremhill. The population
density is similar to the majority of that parish and the current land use is
Resident of the Part of Calne Without also much the same. At present, as part of the Calne Without Parish,
2 Parish of Calne proposed to become Agree Fisher's Brook is "out on a limb" and that would be exacerbated if a new
Without part of Bremhill parish of Derry Hill and Studley is created. At a CGR meeting in 2019, the
;DU proponents of the creation of the new Derry Hill and Studley made it fairly
L(% clear to the attendees that their main interests were directed to the high
— population density area of Derry Hill.
All of my neighbours are in Bremhill Parish - it makes no sense that we are in
Resident of the Part of Langley Langley Burrell Without. Also - we are already well served by the Bremhill
, Burrell Without Parish council and local community activities - eg the Bremhill Parish council
3 Parish Langley Burrell Agree .
Without proposed to become already contact us if there are any local matters that affect us such as
part of Bremhill planning applications, roads etc. Whereas we have next-to-no contact with
Langley Burrell Without.
Resident of the
4 Parish of Calne Derry Hill and Studley Agree
Without
. Part of Christian
Resident of the i i i
) . Malford proposed to Makes sense to put Foxham Farm into the village of Foxham and the parish
5 parish of Christian Agree .
become part of of Bremhill
Malford .
Bremibhill
. Part of Christian
Resident of the . i i i
6 arish of Christian Malford proposed to Acree We have always felt much more aligned with Foxham and Bremhill Parish
IF\)/IaIford become part of E Council. Particularly as our address is || | | | } I Foxham, N
Bremibhill
An interested party
7 not necessarily from Derry Hill and Studle Agree
the area affected by v v :
the proposals




Resident of the ) .
. . As above, | agree with the overall proposal for the new parish of Calne
8 Parish of Calne Derry Hill and Studley Agree ) ) .
. Without so Recommendation 3.1 is good.
Without
Fisher's Brook consists of very few houses and is rural in nature. The
proposed plan much better reflects the identity and interests of its
Resident of the Part of Calne Without inhabitants. Bremhill is the view | see from my windows; it is the destination
9 Parish of Calne proposed to become Agree for my daily walk; it is the area with which | identify. It makes much more
Without part of Bremhill sense for this settlement to become part of the parish of Bremhill and |
thank the Council for the consideration that has been given to residents
views thus far.
The properties along the A4 do not relate well to the
Parish of Bremhill and will not be better served or
represented by the proposed change. The properties are
well served and represented by the existing Calne without
Resident of the Part of Calne Without parish which has shown itself to be effective in its
. Suggested . .
10 Parish of Calne proposed to become governance of the wide range of semi urban and rural
) . amended proposal . . .
Without part of Bremhill residents and their varied issues and concerns. A move to
the proposed Derry Hill and Studley Parish would also not
be considered an advantage as the dominance of the semi
urban in the proposed parish will leave the rural ares less
well represented and more isolated.
Y Resident of the Part of Calne Without
Q , ) We have more affinity in Calne Without and Studley than Bremhill. No wish
11 ©Q|Parish of Calne proposed to become Disagree
m|. . . to change,thank you.
= Without part of Bremhill
—— = - -
| largely agree the proposals with the exception of the
roposed absorption of Black Dog Halt and the associated
. prop ) . .p . = ) . Most of the proposal (aside from properties south of the A4) make sense. i i
Resident of the properties within Bremhill. To my mind the A4 is a . . . . . i As outlines in my response to Q14; |
) . Suggested . . . They align rural properties with a reasonable association with Bremhill and ) . )
12 Parish of Calne Derry Hill and Studley sensible boundary at this point and | would suggest the . o . e think the A4 provides a suitable
. amended proposal . ) . provide a level of community identity perhaps not present within the . )
Without affected properties (two or three?) are either retained . i . boundary for Bremhill Parish.
. . . ) existing Calne Without Parish.
with the revised Derry Hill and Studley Parish or absorbed
by Calne Town.
Resident of the
13 Brembhill Agree
Parish of Bremhill I E
Resident of the
) . This is part of an overall reorganisation of Calne Without PC and is a logical
14 Parish of Calne Derry Hill and Studley Agree .
Without 2
The existing parish council of Calne Without is efficient and well-run. It is
Resident of the actively engaged in seeking improvements for its communities and does an
15 Parish of Calne Derry Hill and Studley Disagree excellent job in representing their interests. The proposed break-up of an
Without effective parish council is unnecessary. Area D1 should therefore remain
part of a retained Calne Without Parish Council.
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A representative of a
parish or town
council affected by
the proposals, or a
unitary represenative
from the area
affected

Calne Town

Suggested
amended proposal

e To amend the town boundary to follow the A3102
Beversbrook taking the land into Bremhill Parish Council —
Not supported until such time a decision has been made
about devolution of services. It is expected that this land
would come forward to transfer to the Town Council. The
changes do not support effective and convenient local
governance and community identity.

¢ To transfer properties at Cherhill View into Calne Town Council- South
Ward and keep 4 Councillors - supported by Calne Town Council ® To
transfer land at Chilvester Hill into Calne Town Council ( Calne Central Ward)
and keep 5 Councillors - supported by Calne Town Council e To transfer
properties at Regent Park into Calne Town Council (Calne Central Ward) and
keep 5 Councillors — extent of the boundary change to include all land
subject to development - supported by Calne Town Council ® To amend the
town boundary to follow the A3102 Beversbrook taking the land into
Brembhill Parish Council — Not supported until such time a decision has been
made about devolution of services. It is expected that this land would come
forward to transfer to the Town Council. The changes do not support
effective and convenient local governance and community identity. e
Changes to Calne Without Parish Boundary proposed ¢ Changes to
boundaries between Calne Without and surrounding parishes ® The
remaining area within Calne Without to become Derry Hill and Studley with
9 Councillors - no comments were submitted

e Calne Town Council were
disappointed to see that the
transfer of Beversbrook Sports and
Community Facility and allotments
into the Calne boundary was not
supported and ask that this matter
should be reconsidered. This
change would fully support the aims
of the review.

2T abed
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Resident of the
Parish of Calne
Without

Derry Hill and Studley

Suggested
ammended
proposal

Studley Bridge - | am opposed to Bremhill PC request to
incorporate the 4 residential properties around Stanley
Abbey Farm east of Studley Bridge in to Bremhill. My
understanding is that the residents were not consulted by
Bremhill before making the request and a majority wish to
remain in Calne Without (DerryHill & Studley)as their
affinity is with Studley not Brembhill.

Bremhill’s reasons for the change are very week, the fact
that the buried remains of Stanley Abbey demolished
around 500 years ago are split between Bremhill and
Calne Without is surely not a valid reason to move the
boundary. Neither is the fact that 2 properties at Old
Abbey Farm are isolated from the rest of Bremhill by the
River Marden and have to travel into Calne Without a
valid reason to make the changes proposed. Indeed there
is @ much stronger case to encorporate these two
properties into Calne Without rather than the other 4 into
Bremihill.

The Guidance on CGR’s states that residents views should
be paramount. None of the 6 houses affected appear to
support a change in parish boundaries at this location
therefore the only change in this area should be to include
Rose Cottage and the bizarre very finger of of land into
Bremhill.

Land adjoining the A4 between Black Dog Hill and Calne. - |
believe the land south of the A4 and north of the National




Cycle route should be part of Calne Without (Derry Hill &
Studley) There are a handful or residential properties
which having called on all of them appear to wish to be
part of Calne Without. This area would also fit well with
calls to ensure all of the historic grounds of Bowood
House to the south should be united within Derry Hill &
Studley rather than split with Heddington.

The residential properties immediately north of the A4 in
this area which take access from the A4 should also be
part of Calne Without as a number of residents have
indicated to the parish councillors they believe they have
a stronger affinity with Derry Hill & Studley.

support Ratford and Fishers Brooke area becoming part of

Resident of the Suggested Bremhill but I'm opposed the area adjoining the A4, and
18 Parish of Calne Derry Hill and Studley ammended the houses near Stanley Abbey Farm being included in
Without proposal Brembhill unless there is strong support for this by the
residents concerned
Resident of the Part of Calne Without
19 Parish of Calne proposed to become Agree See Response 12
Without part of Brembhill
_e)
b}
«Q
D
= Agree Disagree Suggested Amended Proposal
Part of Calne
Without proposed to
4 1 1
become part of
Bremibill
Part of Langley
Burrell Without
1 0 0
proposed to become
part of Bremihill
Part of Christian
Malford proposed to 5 0 0
become part of
Bremhill
Derry Hi
y Hill and 4 1 3
Studley
Calne Town 0 0 1
Bremhill 1 0 0
Total 12 2 5




Recommendation 4 - Compton Bassett and Hilmarton

4.1That the area marked as H1 be transferred from Cherhill to Compton Bassett.
4.2That the area marked as H2 be transferred from Calne Without to Compton Bassett.
4.3What the area marked as | be transferred from Calne Without to Hilmarton.

4.4That Compton Bassett continue to have seven councillors.

4.5That Hilmarton continue to have eleven councillors.

Agree/Disagree/ Suggest

Status Location Reasons Other Comments
amended
Resident of the parish of
1 . s Derry Hill and Studley Agree
Calne Without
An interested party not
2 necessarily from the area |Derry Hill and Studley Agree
affected by the proposals
Resident of the parish of As above, | agree with the overall proposal for the new parish of Calne
3 . P Derry Hill and Studley Agree i . . p P P
Calne Without Without so Recommendation 3.1 is good.
The proposals a re entirely sensible and logical, aligning communities
Resident of the parish of of interest, shared facilities and common interests. In my view this
4 . P Derry Hill and Studley Agree . L . . y .
Calne Without would increase community identity and provide a more effective
U structure for local governance.
6 Resident of the parish of . This is part of an overall reorganisation of Calne Without PC and is a
5 . Derry Hill and Studley Agree .
Calne Without logical step.
|_\
H The existing parish council of Calne Without is efficient and well-run. It
is actively engaged in seeking improvements for its communities and
Resident of the parish of . . IEED . 8 p. I
6 . Derry Hill and Studley Disagree does an excellent job in representing their interests. The proposed
Calne Without . . -
break-up of an effective parish council is unnecessary. Area H2 should
therefore remain part of a retained Calne Without Parish Council.
. ¢ To amend the town boundary to follow the A3102 Beversbrook . .
A representative of a . . . ) . ) e Members were disappointed to see that the
. ) taking the land into Bremhill Parish Council — Not supported until such
parish or town council . . . i . transfer of Beversbrook Sports and
. time a decision has been made about devolution of services. It is i . .
7 affected by the proposals, ]Calne Town Disagree . Community Facility and allotments into the
. . expected that this land would come forward to transfer to the Town
or a unitary represenative . i . Calne boundary was not supported and ask
Council. The changes do not support effective and convenient local . .
from the area affected . . that this matter should be reconsidered.
governance and community identity.
Resident of the parish of
8 . £ Derry Hill and Studley Agree
Calne Without
Resident of the parish of
9 > Derry Hill and Studley Agree

Calne Without




GT abed

Agree Disagree Suggested Amended Proposal
Derry Hill and Studley 7 1 0
Calne Town 0 1 0
Total 7 2 0




Recommendation 5 - Cherhill

5.1Mhat the area marked as J be transferred from Calne Without to Cherhill.

5.2Mhat the area marked as J be named Lower Compton and Calstone Wellington Ward, and to contain four councillors.

5.3Mhat Cherhill Parish Council comprise three wards (Cherhill, Yatesbury, Lower Compton and Calstone Wellington), and a total of Eleven councillors. Cherhill Ward would continue to contain five councillors. Yatesbury would
continue to contain two councillors.

Agree/Disagree
Status Location gree/ 51 Amended Proposal Reasons
Suggest amended
A resident
of the
. Derry Hill and
1 parish of studle Agree
Calne H
Without
A resident This proposal should have happened a long time ago. it is an
of the excellent idea that at long last Derry Hill and Studley villages
. Derry Hill and are to have their own parish instead of being part of some
2 parish of Agree " " . ;
Calne Studley doughnut" around Calne with numbers of councillors who
. for all their qualities have no real interest in the large village
Without i i
of Derry Hill and the closely associated Studley.

9T affed




LT abed

TWas one of the Calne WIthout Residents KEen to preserve
the parish of Calne Without in the 2020 consultation and so
oppose the break up of the parish in principle for the
reasons stated then. In response to this 2022 consultation, |
object on the grounds of identity, to the division of the
Parish of Blackland (recommendations 5 and 6) with the
western area assigned to Heddington and the eastern area
assigned to Cherhill - the map accompanying
recommendation 6 has the word 'Blackland' straddling the
boundary between areas K and J. Further, the Royal Mail

My proposed amendment is that cottages number 1 to 5 at Blacklands Crossroads together with the the cottages address finder places my house in Blackland, the Victoria
A resident Wayside, vy House and Yew Tree Cottage, comprising the eastern part of Blackland be transferred from area J to County History History Volume 17 page 17 says that my
of the Suseested area K. Identifiable features on the ground need to be specified as the boundary for this area. | appreciate that roads |house is on Blackland Street in Blackland and the 1844
. &8 are the preferred boundaries but cartographical convenience is not one of the criteria. My proposed north boundary |parish map - see Victoria County History - clearly shows my
parish of |Blacklands amended . . : ) .
of the area to be transferred from J to K is the ditch/stream running west to east (final part of Blackland Street to the |house and the seven other scattered around it as part of
Calne proposal . . . . ) ) . ) .
Without west) while the east boundary is the hedge line at Yew Tree Cottage and the south boundary is the hedge line Blackland. Recommendation 5 of this consultation assigns
separating Barnetts Field from Lower Down, back to the C50 road. See areas shaded pink on the map below taken my house and the cottages which surround it in the western
from OS Explorer Map 157. area of Blackland to the urbanised village of Cherhill, while

the rest of Blackland is assigned to the rural area of
scattered hamlets of Heddington (recommendation 6).
Blackland street is a muddy country lane and the western
area of Blackland is of a similar character to that of most of
area K in recommendation 6 and thus, the residents here
have similar concerns to those who live in area K. Much of
area J comprises densely packed housing with the
pavements and streetlights of suburbia and thus, the
residents are concerned about suburban rather than rural

mattorc On tho graiindc nf intoroct and idontitv critoria |

A resident |Part of Calne

of the Without We are much closer, geographically to Cherhill than Derry
parish of [|proposed to Agree Hill. The children in this area, generally attend Cherhill
Calne become part of school. It appears to me to be a "better fit".

Without ]Cherhill

An
interested
party not
necessarily
from the
area
affected

by the
proposals

Derry Hill and

A
Studley e

A resident

of the
D Hill and
parish of = et Agree 5.1is good, and | fully agree with the recommendation

Studl|
Calne uaiey
Without




This again alighs communities that are linked through
facilities (schools and churches) and aides the development

A resident of community identity - which to some degree exists despite
of the . existing parish boundaries. Aligning the communities as
. Derry Hill and . . .
parish of studley Agree proposed can only increase the delivery of effective and
Calne convenient governance breaking the historic and outdated
Without concept of Calne Without where disparate and different
communities have less coherence than when the Parish was
established.
VIy TITst proposed moditication concerns Blackland. This hamlet Is currently spiit between IVITddIe Ward and East
Ward. If Calne Without is broken up it will mean that Blackland will then be split between two parishes. | propose
that the two halves are reunited in line with the old 1884 Blackland parish / tithing — map provided to Ashley O'Neill
by email. This shows the old 1884 boundary and map 2 (map provided to Ashley O'Neill by email) my proposal as to
where the new boundary should be drawn - (on map 2 my proposed boundary is in red, the current one in brown and
Calne Without boundary is in blue). As you can see from map 1 Blackland has historical ties to Calstone, and these
ties remain strong today. If Wiltshire Council decides to keep Calne Without together, | propose that Blackland joins
East Ward. If they decide to split up the parish, | propose that Blackland and Calstone form a new Ward within
Cherhill Parish Council. Map 3 (map provided to Ashley O'Neill by email) shows my proposed boundary for Blackland
and Calstone ward. This leads me to the second proposed modification to recommendation 5 — There should be 4
wards within an enlarged Cherhill Parish — Cherhill, Yatesbury, Lower Compton and Blackland & Calstone. | think that
Part of Calne this would best reflect the different character and identities of different parts of the parish. Lower Compton, for
Without example, is a very different place to Calstone & Blackland. My third proposed modification is that the
-l e recommended number of councillors in each ward is changed to reflect the number of residents in that ward. In the
Q D current recommendation Cherhill and Yatesbury, with 610 electors, would have 7 councillors (2 Yatesbury and 5
L% Cherhill Cherhill), but Calstone & Lower Compton, with 640 electors, would have only 4 councillors. To redress this balance, |
= A propose that Yatesbury has 2, Cherhill has 5, Lower Compton has 4 and Blackland & Calstone has 2. | have canvassed
OO|representa opinion within Calstone (I have an email distribution list which covers over 95% of the residents) and admittedly
tive of a fewer residents in Blackland. Everyone who has written to me expressed strong support for my proposals, except 1
parish or Blackland resident who supports the idea of Blackland being reunited but would like it to be moved to Heddington
town Parish, as he sees Cherhill Parish as being suburban. Considering the comments above | propose that
council recommendation 5 is changed to say: 5.1 That the hamlet of Blackland is transferred to East Ward. The new western
affected Suggested boundary is marked in red on the map 2 below. There would be no changes to the number of councillors in either
8 by the ammended East or Middle Wards. If Wiltshire Council decides to break-up Calne Without Parish, then the following 3
proposals, proposal recommendations apply. 5.2 That the area marked as J, with the addition of Blackland as described in 5.1, be
ora transferred from Calne Without to Cherhill. 5.3 Two new wards are created in Cherhill Parish Council. The area
unitary marked as “Lower Compton Ward” on map 3 to be so named and to contain four councillors. The area marked as
ranracanat “Rlarkland and Calctano Ward” ta ho ca namad and ta rantain 2 canncillare Tha rad linac An man 2 chrw the
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western boundary of Blackand & Calstone ward, and the boundary between this ward and Lower Compton ward. 5.3

the area That Cherhill Parish Council comprise four wards (Cherhill, Yatesbury, Lower Compton and Calstone Wellington), and
affected a total of thirteen councillors. Cherhill Ward would continue to contain five councillors. Yatesbury would continue to
contain two councillors. Reasons: Paragraphs 73, 74, 80, 84 and 85 of the Guidance on Community Governance
Reviews. | believe that moving East Ward, plus the whole of Blackland, to Cherhill Parish Council would be in the
best interests of all the residents of these areas. We all utilise the same resources, for example most of the children
of East Ward / Blackland go the Cherhill Primary School, they attend the very highly regarded Cherhill Scouts Group,
they walk the footpaths over the downs, they use the Tommy Croker Memorial Playing Field, they cycle on the
Sustrans 403 route, they are members of Cherhill Gardening Club, and, of course, many of us have watched the
famous annual pantomimes! The residents of East Ward don’t, however, pay precept / grant funding towards
supporting these resources. If the merger goes ahead Cherhill Parish Council will get roughly double the budget and
only have to support the emptying of 3 additional bins and the maintenance of 2 additional noticeboards in return. A
proportion of the remaining CIL money from the Low Lane development (in East Ward) and Sun Edison solar farm
(also in East Ward) grant funding would also be available to provide grants for activities within the enlarged Cherhill
Parish Council. | think that rebalancing the number of councillors as | have suggested will enable Yatesbury,
Calstone and Blackland to retain their distinctiveness, individuality, and influence within the new parish. It will give
Lower Compton a clearer voice the address the unique issues it has within the parish related to the character of the
area and its proximity to Hill’s. It will also give Cherhill the largest number of councillors in recognition of its size and
imnaortance as the heart of the parish
Cherhill view is identified as a private development outside
of Calne town with close links to our rural surroundings
rather than the town itself. | had a chat with the local parish
—UIA resident councillors who rectify came to the development letting us
g of the know they had money to spend on things that would benefit
9 (D |parish of ]Marden Farm Disagree local residents, we wouldn’t get this interest from the town
—|Calne council for that reason that’s why we believe we are better
= Without off being managed by the parish council. As they will have
our interests taken into account and will work better for us
rather than the town council so therefore we strongly
oppose this change.
A resident
of the . . I .
. Derry Hill and This is part of an overall reorganisation of Calne Without PC
10 parish of Studley Agree and is a logical step.
Calne
Without
A resident The existing parish council of Calne Without is efficient and
of the well-run. It is actively engaged in seeking improvements for
. Derry Hill and i its communities and does an excellent job in representing
11 parish of Disagree .. . .
Calne Studley their interests. The proposed break-up of an effective parish
. council is unnecessary. Area J should therefore remain part
Without

of a retained Calne Without Parish Council.




A
representa
tive of a
parish or
town
council
affected
12 by the Calne Town Agree
proposals,
ora
unitary
represenat
ive from
the area
affected
A resident
of the . Suggested . , : . . .
13 parish of Derry Hill and ammended Agree with CWPC's c‘om‘mer‘mts supporterg residents that would like to see the whole of Blacklands be part of Cherhill.
Studley Also support the redistribution of council seats to achieve better electoral equality.
Calne proposal
Without
A resident
Ulof the .
14 g parish of SDtir;:/eHln and Agree
D |Calne Y
B Without
Additional Comments
If the recommendations do go ahead, then Area J should be extended to include the community of Blackland in its
entirety.
e Members were disappointed to see that the transfer of Beversbrook Sports and Community Facility and allotments
into the Calne boundary was not supported and ask that this matter should be reconsidered.
Agree Disagree Suggested Amended Proposal
Part of Calne
Without
proposed to 1 0 1
become part of
Cherhill
Derry Hill and 7 5 0
Studley
Calne Town 1 0 0
Marden Farm 0 1 0




T¢ obed

Blacklands

Total




Recommendation 6 - Heddington

6.1That the area marked as K be transferred from Calne Without to Heddington as a new ‘Heddington Without’ Ward of Heddington Parish Council. The ward to have two parish councillors.
6.2The remaining part of the parish would be called ‘Heddington Ward’, with seven parish councillors. That the parish of Heddington therefore be increased to a total of nine councillors.

Agree/Disagree/
Status Location Suggest Amended Proposal Reasons Other Comments
amended
. Part of Calne
Resident of the . . . .
. Without proposed CWPC is no longer fit for purpose, most members are unelected by |The proposed recommendations
1 Parish of Calne Agree . )
. to become part of the parishioners. make logical sence.
Without .
Heddington
We strongly agree with & support the Proposal Recommendation
No 6. The area recommended foo combining with Heddington is
Resident of the Part of Calne physically very close to Heddington, & very strong connections
. Without proposed within the Heddington community. Since moving here 29 years
2 Parish of Calne Agree . L,
Without to become part of ago, we have always felt part of Heddington. Being in 'Calne
Heddington Without' has always seemed an anathema to us. We have strong
S-DUI links with Stockley, but have no links at all with the rest of 'Calne
(@) Without'.
D
NJResident of the
[N I Derry Hill and
3 Parish of Calne Agree
. Studley
Without
) Part of Calne That Rookery Farm not become part of Heddington
Resident of the . Suggest . . . ) .
. Without proposed Parish as it is not connected in any direct way with that
4 Parish of Calne amended . S
. to become part of area if the Cherhill View development becomes part of
Without . proposal
Heddington Calne Town
This proposal should have happened a long time ago. it is an
excellent idea that at long last Derry Hill and Studley villages are to
Resident of the . X .I o 8 y I iy y..VI & "
. Derry Hill and have their own parish instead of being part of some "doughnut
5 Parish of Calne Agree . . . .
Without Studley around Calne with numbers of councillors who for all their qualities
have no real interest in the large village of Derry Hill and the closely
associated Studley. Recommendation 6.1 is therefore very good.
Resident of the Suggest
6 Parish of Calne Blacklands amended See previous See previous
Without proposal
An interested party
not necessarily from |Derry Hill and
7 Agree
the area affected by [Studley

the proposals




Resident of the

. Derry Hill and 6.1 is good, because | want the overall proposal for the new parish
8 Parish of Calne Agree .
. Studley of Calne Without
Without
We currently pay a management
Resident of the Suggest company fee...if paying in line
9 Parish of Calne Marden Farm amended with others surely the council
Without proposal should be taking on the
maintenance
| dont believe there to be any
benefits of being consumed
Resident of the within Calne Tofvn We live on
10 Parish of Calne Marden Farm Disagree ]
. the very edge of Calne and
Without .
Blacklands and would like to stay
in Calne without.
) This proposal provides a sensible alignment of communities with
Resident of the . . s .
. Derry Hill and many shared interests and facilities. Informally Heddington and
11 Parish of Calne Agree . . . .
. Studley Stockley have been linked for many years with a common identity
Without . . . .
and interests. This formalises that position.
Cherhill view is identified as a private development outside of
Calne town with close links to our rural surroundings rather than
the town itself. | had a chat with the local parish councillors who
Olresident of the rectify came to the development letting us know they had money
jab) . ) to spend on things that would benefit local residents, we wouldn’t
12 Q |Parish of Calne Marden Farm Disagree . . ,
® |\without get this interest from the town council for that reason that’s why
N we believe we are better off being managed by the parish council.
w As they will have our interests taken into account and will work
better for us rather than the town council so therefore we strongly
oppose this change.
Resident of the
. Derry Hill and This is part of an overall reorganisation of Calne Without PC and is
13 Parish of Calne Agree )
. Studley a logical step.
Without
The existing parish council of Calne Without is efficient and well-
run. It is actively engaged in seeking improvements for its
Resident of the - Y Engas g. p . .
. . communities and does an excellent job in representing their
14 Parish of Calne Marden Farm Disagree ) . . -
. interests. The proposed break-up of an effective parish council is
Without . .
unnecessary. Area K should therefore remain part of a retained
Calne Without Parish Council.
A representative of a
parish or town
council affected by
15 the proposals, ora |Calne Town Agree

from the area
affected

unitary represenative




Agree with CWPC’s comments supporting Lord
Lansdowne and Bowood Estates desire to see the
whole of the historic Bowood House estate within the

Resident of the . Suggest singe parish of Derry Hill & Studley rather than split
. Derry Hill and .
16 Parish of Calne amended between DH&S and Heddington PC. The new boundary
. Studley . . . .
Without proposal should only include Bowood land with the residential
properties in Mile EIm remaining becoming part of
Heddington as originally proposed.
Resident of th S t
es.l ent orthe Derry Hill and HEBEs include all of the Bowood House Estate in Derry Hill &
17 Parish of Calne amended .
. Studley Studley rather than Heddington.
Without proposal
Agree Disagree Suggested Amended Proposal
Part of Calne
Without proposed to
2 0 1
become part of
Heddington
| Perry Hill and 6 0 5
Q Studley
«Q
D
N
N Calne Town 1 0 0
Marden Farm 0 3 1
Blacklands 0 0 1
Total 9 3 5




Recommendation 7 - Derry Hill and Studley

7.1That subject to Recommendations 2-6, that the area shown in the map below, being the remaining part of Calne Without parish, be renamed from Calne Without to Derry Hill and Studley.
7.2That the area marked as L be transferred from the parish of Bromham to the renamed parish of Derry Hill and Studley.
7.3hat the renamed parish of Derry Hill and Studley be unwarded with nine councillors.

7.4o request that the LGBCE amend the Calne South and Calne Rural Divisions to be coterminous with the proposed revised boundaries of the renamed parish of Derry Hill and Studley.

Status

Agree/Disagree/
Suggest amended

Amended Proposal

Reasons

Other Comments

A resident of the part of the
parish of Calne Without

| believe that decisions taken by larger administrative units will naturally come to

Fewer parish councils must surely be

1 Disagree recommendations that are for the greater good. | do not believe that splitting off Derry .
proposed to be renamed to . . more efficient
) Hill and Studley will be for the greater good.
Derry Hill and Studley
| disagree because small units are vulnerable to power-grabbing by egotistical individuals.
A resident of the part of the . . . 2 /i .
. . We need to co-operate, not break ourselves into smaller and smaller units. We need to
parish of Calne Without . . I . . .
2 Disagree be looking outwards to the greater good, not being insular, introspective and self-seeking.
proposed to be renamed to . . . . ; .
. Small units have quieter voices and are in danger of not being heard when controversial
Derry Hill and Studley .
matters arise.
A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Without
3 P Agree
o proposed to be renamed to
QD Derry Hill and Studley
T"D A resident of the part of the Due to the size of Derry Hill and Studley, and taking into consideration the number of
4 N parish of Calne Without Agree houses that have been built in both villages over the last 30 years, it is long overdue that
a1 proposed to be renamed to 2 the two villages have their own parish council to better represent the views of the people
Derry Hill and Studley who live there.
A resident of the part of the
. p For too many years, councillors in Calne Without Council have taken decisions on the
parish of Calne Without . . . -
5 Agree development of Derry Hill and Studley which they should not, in my opinion, have been
proposed to be renamed to . S
. party to. A Derry Hill and Studley Council will give more powers to local democracy.
Derry Hill and Studley
A resident of the part of the
6 parish of Calne Without Agree The amount of housing in Derry Hill & Studley has increased markedly over the past thirty
proposed to be renamed to 2 years
Derry Hill and Studley
A representative of a parish or As a Parish Councillor after requests from a number of residents a survey was taken
town council affected by the regarding Derry Hill and Studley having its own Parish Council. Of those canvassed over
7 proposals, or a unitary Agree 90% confirmed that because of the number people living in Derry Hill and Studley that it
represenative from the area should have its own Parish Council. As a Councillor of West Ward (that covers Derry Hill
affected And Studley) it is my duty to reflect their views
A resident of the part of the
. p It makes sense to split up Calne without into areas which have a relevance to the
parish of Calne Without ) . . . . .
8 Agree residents. As a resident of Derry Hill and Studley | have little or no interest in the far

proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley

reaches of Calne Without. Indeed | have far more interest in Calne Central.




A resident of the part of the
parish of Calne Without

1. The current arrangements of Calne Without do not foster community identity 2. They
do not reflect the reality on the ground, an the different issues in the rural/semi rural
areas. The ward/voting arrangements do not reflect the population distribution. 3.

9 Agree
proposed to be renamed to : Current arrangements do not reflect the issues associated with Derry Hill and Studley
Derry Hill and Studley being treated together as a "large Village" in planning terms and its position on the A4
corridor with its unique identity being swallowed up between Chippenham and Calne.
A resident of the part of the
10 parish of Calne Without Agree Derry Hill & Studley is big enough - with its own “Community Identity & Interests” to
proposed to be renamed to & warrant its own Parish Council for “effective & convenient local governance” and
Derry Hill and Studley
This proposal should have happened a long time ago. it is an excellent idea that at lon
A resident of the part of the SV ) . PP g 'g L . 8
. . last Derry Hill and Studley villages are to have their own parish instead of being part of
parish of Calne Without \ | , . . .
11 Agree some "doughnut" around Calne with numbers of councillors who for all their qualities
proposed to be renamed to . . . . .
. have no real interest in the large village of Derry Hill and the closely associated Studley. So
Derry Hill and Studley . .
recommendations 7.1, 7.2, and 7.3 are all very good. Please implement them.
A resident of the part of the . o .
. . The new parish council will truly represent the electorate whereas currently councillors
parish of Calne Without . . . L
12 Agree from outside the area i.e. the rest of Calne Without, have a majority and can push through
proposed to be renamed to . . oo
. decisions that can adversely affect this area specifically
Derry Hill and Studley
A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Without
13 P Agree The residents will be better served by the new arrangement
U proposed to be renamed to
QD Derry Hill and Studley
“C‘D A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Without
14 8 P Agree My interests are better served by councillor's focused on my immediate local area.
proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley
A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Without
15 P Agree Better reflects the identity and interests of the community in this area
proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley
A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Without
16 part thou Agree Community identity. | live in Derry Hill, not Calne Without
proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley
A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Without
17 > Agree Derry Hill has grown so much, it needs it's own bounderies
proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley
A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Without
18 > Agree

proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley




A resident of the part of the
parish of Calne Without

It has always been silly that Calne Without has included unrelated areas far from the main
villages of Derry Hill and Studley, This proposed change should have happened years ago,

19 Agree but it is very good that you are now suggesting it. Please go ahead with this it will give a
proposed to be renamed to . . .
. much better sense of community and focus to the villages of Derry Hill and Studley. 7.1,
Derry Hill and Studley
7.2 and 7.3 are all therefore very good.
A resident of the part of the
20 parish of Calne Without Agree Insofar as it is possible for properties in a rural area to be a cohesive whole, the proposed
proposed to be renamed to & new parish area qualifies as such. Derry Hill and Studley share most interests.
Derry Hill and Studley
The formation of a separate parish for Derry Hill and Studley is long overdue. | do not
think of myself as being linked to Calstone or High Penn (for example). Derry Hill and . . .
. . . ) . The residents filed a petition that
A resident of the part of the Studley have been developed into a small, nearly urban community. Our parish council ) .
. . . overwhelmingly requested the formation
parish of Calne Without should be representative of that. We are not the same as the other much more rural . i i
21 Agree o . . . . . of a separate Parish Council for Derry Hill
proposed to be renamed to hamlets within the Calne Without Parish council. The integration of the other parts of the )
. . o . _r and Studley. This should be
Derry Hill and Studley Calne Without parish into their adjacent parish's makes much more sense than the current
. acknowledged and acted upon.
arrangement. | commend you for your excellent recommendations - they are very
U sensible.
QO
«Q
D
N
o Please see the
A resident of a part of the parish answers given in
. Suggest amended . . .
22 of Calne Without proposed to be roposal response to Please see the answers given in response to Recommendations 03 above
transferred to another parish e Recommendations
03 above
A resident of the part of the | feel this revised parish council boundary will mean we have a parish council that is far
23 parish of Calne Without Asree more representative of the local community and will be more proportionate to
proposed to be renamed to 2 community it serves. This will allow for more effective local governance and decision
Derry Hill and Studley making that represents the interests of the community it represents.
A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Without
24 > Agree To have level representation of our community.
proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley
A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Without
25 > Agree Supported. Proposal places governance under more local representation and focus
proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley
A resident of a part of the parish budget, division of CIL money, Sandy Lane
26 of Calne Without proposed to be Disagree historic boundaries should not be broken up, Calne without has worked very well will be left behind, restructuring will have

transferred to another parish

to be financed,




A resident of a part of the parish

Calnewithout is a historic parish (created from the old Bowood Estate). Our communities

Sandy Lane is a historic village defined by
its connections to Bowood. Thus it shares
amenities and history with Derry Hill and

27 of Calne Without proposed to be Disagree are bound up with this identity and, alltogether, form a substantial weight vs the ever . o .
. ) Studley. Should it remain with these it
transferred to another parish expanding Calne town. .
would either be over represented or
underrepresented in the parish council.
A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Without
28 P Agree Local control is best Local control is best
proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley
Having been a resident of Studley for twenty years | am very aware of the often variances
of opinion and local preferences across the areas within Calne Without. During this period
Derry Hill and Studley have grown significantly and are now very much a fully developed
A resident of the part of the community within its own right, having a school, shop, community hall and church. The
29 parish of Calne Without Aaree interests of this community are often at odds with those of other often quite distant
proposed to be renamed to s communities within Calne Without. Put simply there is no doubt that Calne Without is no
o Derry Hill and Studley longer fit for purpose and fails to represent properly the various communities within its
Q remit. The proposed changes would bring the whole area upto date and would enable the
L% correct level of representation to all parts of the community. | strongly support the
N recommended changes.
Q0
Derry Hill and Studley have grown as a result of significant development in the last 40
years and is a clearly identifiable community with close links and requirements. It needs
its own Parish Council to reflect this. Calne Without Parish Council was created in 1890
from a number of small dispersed communities that have little connection and shared
requirements, particularly given the significant development of Derry Hill and Studley in
A resident of the part of the < > U g. . P . Y y
] . the last 40 years. The Boundary Commission has already recognised the need for change
parish of Calne Without . L .
30 Agree by recommending that Pewsham (which is the rural area around Old Derry Hill) should be
proposed to be renamed to . . . .
) combined with Derry Hill and Studley. Derry Hill and Studley has 46% of the electorate for
Derry Hill and Studley . ) . . .
Calne Without Parish Council but only 40% of the elected representatives. Derry Hill and
Studley is more than big enough to have a viable local council of its own, but recognise
that the creation of a separate (or renamed) council must also ensure alignment of the
remaining elements of Calne Without with more appropriate communities as identified
within this review.
A resident of the part of the
31 parish of Calne Without Agree Increased accountability of councillors to their electorate + better ratio of councillors to

proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley

residents than current situation = better democracy




A resident of the part of the
parish of Calne Without

The present system is a dissatisfier, and does not work well for rural villagers. It puts off
local villagers off participating, as the meetings are further away, and in locations which
many of us would not normally visit. | feel this new proposal will instead much better
reflect the natural inclination of villagers to identify primarily with their local village,

32 proposed to be renamed to Agree rather than with any nearby town. It will enable rural villagers to feel their needs are not
Derry Hill and Studley overwhelmed by great numbers of town-based people, and will encourage greater local
attendance at meetings and contributions to decision-making. It will remove a cause for
discontent, and improve local democracy.
Having recently become a bit more involved in the Parish | do not believe in its current
form it is able to be very effective. The parish is large and does not have a unique identity,
being made up of many different hamlets who bear little relation to each other. | believe
A resident of the part of the the upcoming Jubilee is a good example of why the current structure doesn't work. The
33 parish of Calne Without Agree Parish Council was not able to lead on any events because there is not just one community
proposed to be renamed to to work with, the size of the parish made it impossible to organise an event without the
Derry Hill and Studley potential to upset other parts of the parish. Although | do believe a Derry Hill and Studley
Parish Council will be financially worse off than Calne Without, | see major benefits for
the parish council being more recognised, understood and engaged with once more
relevant to the area that it represents.
A resident of the part of the Please make this consultation survey
34 parish of Calne Without Agree More autonomy easier to use - suggest‘y?u are going to
proposed to be renamed to get a low response as it is clunky and
:P Derry Hill and Studley really difficult to use.
Q A resident of the part of the | feel that this proposal will undermine longstanding ties between villages and the
35 g parish of Calne Without Disagree surrounding countryside. It is absolute madness for the proposed boundary to sever
O proposed to be renamed to Bowood Park in two given that many of us in Derry Hill live in estate cottages and/or work
Derry Hill and Studley on the estate.
A resident of the part of the This is the area with the largest population of Calne Without PC, and it makes sense for DH
36 parish of Calne Without Agree and S to have its own separate PC. At present councillors from across the area are making
proposed to be renamed to decisions for places they are not familiar with. The proposed reorganisation ensures that
Derry Hill and Studley Parish Councillors are working on behalf of their own village/area.
| consider and support the recommended
. proposal that Derry Hill & Studley Parish
A r(?5|dent of the Part of the | believe that Derry Hill and Studley have sufficient residents to have its own Parish Council should be 'unwarded'. | do not
parish of Calne Without . . . . . . . . .
37 Agree Council. | do not agree with the recent decision by Calne Without Parish Council that the [believe that the number of residents in
proposed to be renamed to : ) . L
. proposed Derry Hill and Studley Parish Council should be 'unwarded'. Pewsham and Sandy Lane justify that
Derry Hill and Studley . ,
these two locations should have their
own councillors.
A resident of the part of the | do not support the recent decision by
parish of Calne Without . . L . . . the Calne Without Parish Council that the
38 Agree Derry Hill and Studley have enough residents to justify their own Parish Council.

proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley

proposed Derry Hill and Studley Parish
Council should be 'Warded'.




A resident of the part of the
parish of Calne Without

The existing parish council of Calne Without is efficient and well-run. It is actively engaged

If the recommendations to do go, then

the new parish of Derry Hill and Studley
should retain its current ward structure
(i.e. retaining Pewsham and Sandy Lane
wards). This way, the peripheral

39 Disagree in seeking improvements for its communities and does an excellent job in representing » o .
proposed to be renamed to . i . L communities within the new parish would
. their interests. The proposed break-up of an effective parish council is unnecessary. . . .

Derry Hill and Studley retain their own representation, to
ensure that they are not overly
dominated by the core village of Derry
Hill and Studley.

A resident of the part of the

. p For planning purposes, Derry Hill and Studley parish was considered to be a Large Village.

parish of Calne Without i . .

40 Agree Therefore, the residents and councillors should be able to make decisions for our Large

proposed to be renamed to .

. Village.

Derry Hill and Studley
The villagers were asked to take partin a
poll and decided by an overwhelming
majority that we should have our own

A resident of the part of the . . . . Council. There were also two public

. . The Derry Hill and Studley village has been classed as a large village for Housing . . .
parish of Calne Without . - . i meetings and two on-line surveys asking
41 Agree allocations. As we are officially a large village we need decisions based on our needs not . .
proposed to be renamed to . . for our opinions. Its about time that we
. the needs of the parishes that made up the existing large rural area. . . .
Derry Hill and Studley saw some positive action driving the
S-DU needs of our Community towards the end
«Q objective. Stop talking about it. and
@ manage the decision.
w
(@D) =
A resident of the part of the
arish of Calne Wri)thout Better more representative local democracy. For the purposes of planning Derry Hill & Should be unwarded to avoid the existing
42 P Agree Studley have been considered one entity and a "large village". We should have the local imbalances in representation being re-
proposed to be renamed to . . .
. control to go with that status created in the new Council
Derry Hill and Studley
Having been a resident of Studley for twenty years | am very aware of the often variances
of opinion and local preferences across the areas within Calne Without. During this period
Derry Hill and Studley have grown significantly and are now very much a fully developed
A resident of the part of the community within its own right, having a school, shop, community hall and church. The
43 parish of Calne Without Asree interests of this community are often at odds with those of other often quite distant
proposed to be renamed to 2 communities within Calne Without. Put simply there is no doubt that Calne Without is no
Derry Hill and Studley longer fit for purpose and fails to represent properly the various communities within its
remit. The proposed changes would bring the whole area upto date and would enable the
correct level of representation to all parts of the community. | strongly support the
recommended changes.
A representative of a parish or
town council affected by the
44 proposals, or a unitary Agree

represenative from the area
affected




A resident of the part of the
parish of Calne Without

| am in broad agreement with the Draft Recommendations but | am strongly against the
request by Calne Without PC to create a ward or wards to cover Pewsham and Sandy
Lane.

It should not be forgotten that the petition that has driven this part of the review and
signed by 769 residents specified an unwarded council with 9 Councillors. That wording
was based on a desire to have the whole council elected by all the voters to serve the
whole parish. There are major benefits in establishing that sort of culture as well as
practical benefits in cutting down on co-option, unnecessary elections and the
understandable reluctance of good candidates to represent other wards. We currently
have 3 councillor vacancies in Middle Ward (2 have been vacant for a whole year) yet
there were two very good but unsuccessful candidates in an election and a cooption in
other wards who do not want to represent a neighbouring ward.

Electoral equality’, a fundamental principle of British local and national government is
also an important factor in seeking an unwarded Council. Why should Sandy Lane with 60
to 70 voters have their own councillor when currently over 1200 voters in Derry Hill &

45 proposed to be renamed to Agree Studley have only 6 councillors (215 voters per councillor). Sandy Lane has long been
Derry Hill and Studley referred to as a modern “Rotten Borough” (without the corrupt practices) but with only
around 60 voters until the last election when the LGBCE moved half a dozen houses from
West Ward to Sandy Lane in order to take the electorate up to 75.
Although Pewsham Ward has 159 voters, around 40 of those are in the 17 houses on
;)U Devizes Road which are within Derry Hill, Many of which are within yards of the
18 Lansdowne pub and Village Store & Post Office - the heart of the village. They deserve to
w have a say in electing councillors for their own village.
|_\
| am strongly opposed to warding for Sandy Lane and Pewsham but if the Electoral
Committee are minded to reject the petition’s call for an unwarded council there should
only be a single ward for Sandy Lane & Pewsham which should not include the properties
moved by LGBCE in 2021 or the 17 residential properties in Derry Hill on the south side of
Devizes Road. That would give a electorate in the ward of about 185 compared to an
average of about 155 over the whole council of Derry Hill & Studley
A resident of the part of the
46 parish of Calne Without Agree Agree but opposed to any 'Warding' - petition was for unwarded Council.
proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley
A resident of the part of the
parish of Calne Without
47 Agree See Response 9

proposed to be renamed to
Derry Hill and Studley




Recommendation 8 Malmesbury

8.1Mhat the area marked as M be transferred from St Paul Malmesbury Without to Malmesbury Town. This would be named the Burton Hill and Cowbridge Ward and contain 2
councillors.
8.2What the area marked as N be transferred from St Paul Malmesbury Without to Malmesbury Town as part of the Malmesbury North Ward (see 8.3).

8.3Mhat Malmesbury Town Council contain a total of 19 councillors in the following wards as shown in the map below: Backbridge Ward (two councillors), Malmesbury North Ward (six
councillors), Malmesbury South (two councillors), Malmesbury West (seven councillors), Burton Hill and Cowbridge (two councillors).

8.4That the area marked as O be transferred from St Paul Malmesbury to the parish of Charlton. Charlton to be increased to Eleven parish councillors.

8.5Mhat the area marked as P be transferred from St Paul Malmesbury to the parish of Brokenborough.

8.6[he parish of St Paul Malmesbury Without to be unwarded, with Twelve Councillors.

8.7Mo request that the LGBCE amend the Malmesbury, Sherston and Brinkworth Divisions as shown in the map included.

. Agree/Disagre
Status Location Amended Proposal Reasons Other Comments
e/ amended
A resident of the parish
1 Jof St Paul Malmesbury |Cowbridge Disagree | see no benefit to me or my community from this change.
Without
resident of the parish
2 f St Paul Malmesbury |Anson Place Agree
ithout
3 The majority Of FeSPONSES received to prior public consurtation
in respect of these proposals were against the recommended . i i
. . The rationale and documentation provided does not
changes. In a democracy it is usually the case that the majority . . .
. explain what additional benefits, over and above those
vote takes precedence, so why is that not the case here? | also . i
) . already received by residents of the affected areas, we
do not accept the arguments made in the review for ) . ) .
) . i ) . would receive by being forcibly transferred into
incorporating Cowbridge into Malmesbury. The whole premise i . .
. . L . Malmesbury against the wishes of the majority of
seems to be based on a misconception that it is urban in area . i . )
) L residents. What enhanced services will | receive for the
and linked to the town, whereas the reality is different. The . .
. . . additional £200 a year | will be forced to pay? | am
. . councillors considering these changes would see as such if they . .
A resident of the parish . . ) perfectly content with the service and local governance
. . actually visited the area rather than basing their . . . i
3 |of St Paul Malmesbury |Cowbridge Disagree . . . . . provided by St Pauls Malmesbury without Parish Council
. recommendations just by looking at a map. Cowbridge may lie . )
Without . . . o and see no logical reason to change it. | feel that the
on the B road linking Malmesbury with Swindon but it is a . ) . ) .
L . . . voice of Cowbridge residents will be reduced by having
distinct development, isolated from it. | see no benefits to . .
) . only 2 representatives on a much larger council than
Cowbridge residents from these changes, whereas | see
. . . . o . . they currently get under the current arrangements.
considerable financial benefits to Wiltshire Council by hiking ) . .
. . . Given that the majority in the affected areas are against
Cowbridge residents council tax by £200 a year from by i .
. . . . the changes, how is democracy being served by
increasing the local precept we will have to pay. | do not believe ) . ) .
. L . i proceeding with the changes against the wishes of
that precept rates are not a consideration in these deliberations, .
e ) affected residents?
and | suspect you don’t either, otherwise why would you make
siich o oroat nlav af cavino that thov aron’t?
A resident of the town [Malmesbury
4 Agree

of Malmesbury

Town




A resident of the town

Malmesbury

5 Agree Its good to know how many people live where
of Malmesbury Town . - e
A resident of the town |Malmesbury . .
6 Agree Sensible rebalancing
of Malmesbury Town
| very strongly disagree with the changes suggested. | cannot see
any benefits to joining Malmesbury Town Council. Apart from
A resident of the parish the fact that council tax will increase by some £200 and to me
7  |of St Paul Malmesbury |Cowbridge Disagree there would be no benefit whatsoever!! | am very happy with
Without the service provided by our St Paul's councillors. | see no reason
for this change except to gain more money for the County
Council and no further need or necessity to residents.
| think the Town Council needs to be aware that this is a
two way thing, Cowbridge residents will be paying into
. . | think the Town Council might be able to support my small L, v , . . . Sl
A resident of the parish . . : . their ‘pot’ but at the same time we expect some of the
. community better with some of the issues we experience such |, el
8 |of St Paul Malmesbury |Cowbridge Agree . . . . ) issues to be addressed thst make it difficult for us to get
. as issues with the main road into Malmesbury Town being . . i
Without - . into the town on foot , e.g. speeding traffic problems
difficult to use as a pedestrian. .
down the B4042 and poor footpaths from Cowbridge
up the main road.
Malmesbury residents deserve to be aligned with the
resident of the town |Malmesbury . . y g .
9 Agree This removes the absurd boundaries from the last change. Malmesbury governance and not cat aside for political
f Malmesbury Town )
convenience.
w Unaffordable housing for local residents who were born
10 TR resident of the town Malmesbury Disagree Too many politicians. Current local political engagement is poor |in the town, the town council has done nothing to
of Malmesbury Town . this is not going to improve it. address this. Wiltshire Council walks all over them.
More land more unaffordable building.
A resident of the town |Malmesbury
11 Agree makes sense
of Malmesbury Town
A resident of the town |Malmesbury .
12 Agree It appears to make sense bringing the town under one roof
of Malmesbury Town
A resident of the town |Malmesbur
13 v Agree The electoral criteria should be simplified.
of Malmesbury Town
No proper explanation of why the change needs to be made,
A resident of the parish ’ p ’ v - L
) . how this proposal solves the problem, and why it is better than
14 Jof St Paul Malmesbury |Milbourne Disagree . . i . .
. alternatives. There is no basis of information to support the
Without
change.
for so long residents have always thought they lived in
e A resident of the town |Malmesbury Aeree malmesbury when in fact they lived in st pauls without. This precept should be gradually increased for st pauls
of Malmesbury Town E proposal would clea