
The 6 Scenarios suggested in the Strategic and Local Plan 

A Highnam Perspective 

In the SLP Parishioners are asked which of 6 scenarios they would like to see the 

development of new homes and jobs fall into. There are pros and cons of each, 

some affecting Highnam more than others. 

1.Urban Concentration, this would involve increasing the density and height of the 

buildings within Gloucester and Cheltenham. This would rejuvenate city centres and 

use some unused previously developed sites. 

This scenario would not affect Highnam unless the urban expansion did not produce 

enough houses etc. 

2.Urban Extensions, this option looks at extending all three towns/cities where this 

works best, an example of this would be Northway, Abbeymead, Churchdown 

etc.This may involve green belt areas. 

This would mean public transport is more cost-effective, as these extensions can be 

easily supported from the centre. It may also produce nicer places to live, with lower 

densities. 

From the Highnam perspective, we should be protected by the river from urban 

creep of houses. 

3. Urban Extensions, this option is as no.2 but not involving the green belt. The 

green belt was agreed Nationally to manage urban growth and comes with National 

policies. The extensions in this would include the areas that were moved from the 

green belt when the JCS was written. 

4. New strategic developments and settlements, these are seen to be 

independent settlements with their own built-in infrastructure from the offset. 

These typically will consist of 4000 houses as a minimum. Three options have been 

suggested in the SLP. Ashchurch has already been granted Garden Town status with 

a significant grant from central Government. It has employment opportunities with a 

new business park and easy access to the motorway. 

Boddington a rural area has been suggested, this falls between the M5 corridor and 

A38 so good road infrastructure to help with the development. There would be a loss 

of good agricultural land. 

The third suggestion was the Highnam / Churcham triangle. This area has a poor, 

oversubscribed road network, not near any motorway junctions. The land and whole 

area is subject to frequent flooding with knock on effects to the neighbouring villages. 

Prime arable land would also be lost. This, third site, of this scenario is unsuited to 

this type of development. 

This option only identifies land in the TBC area, and doesn’t share the responsibility 

with Gloucester and Cheltenham. 



5. The Rural Dispersal, option looks at the distribution of the housing requirement 

throughout the whole area, not just service villages and centres. This would enlarge 

existing communities, making them more viable in some areas, but for others, this 

would be over capacity for existing infrastructure and resources, like the schools, Drs 

etc. They would also lack a good transport network as this would not be cost 

effective. 

In Highnam, being a service village development has already occurred and 

continues to receive development. It is already at the point of the infrastructure not 

coping with demand. The roads are too busy, the school is over capacity and local 

children have to travel fair distances to a school by car, as there is no public 

transport and they are too far to walk or cycle. This goes against developing a good 

carbon footprint, which has been agreed as a common understanding between 

Councils. 

6. Sustainable Transport option, this suggestion looks at development along 

existing / potential public transport corridors, including cycle routes and walking 

routes. The development is linked to areas of good transport networks, promoting 

more sustainable travel, and reducing carbon emissions from transport. 

This option prioritizes housing and economic development in areas where travel 

choices can be maximized. 

This option ticks the boxes for sustainability and reducing the carbon footprint. It can 

also be linked with the Urban extensions in a lot of cases. 

Summary 

These options can not be seen in isolation and a mixture of some of the options may 

be the best fit. The Ashchurch Garden Town has already been decided upon and 

meets the criteria for a new strategic development. This does not mean this is the 

best option for all areas.  

Rural dispersal to a degree has already been achieved in service villages and 

centres, and is nearing, or has reached its infrastructure capacities. More of the 

same is not an option. 

Urban extensions, retaining as much green belt as possible would be the best 

choice, to achieve nice places to live, better transport networks and links to larger 

urban facilities. If people want to move to a more rural location, this can then be 

available if they choose. Variations in the way people live should be celebrated and 

welcomed as all people are individuals. One size does not fit all. 

 

 


