
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

County Hall 
Rhadyr 

Usk 
NP15 1GA 

 
Wednesday, 17 May 2023 

 

Notice of meeting: 
 

Place Scrutiny Committee 
 

Thursday, 25th May, 2023 at 10.00 am, 
 

 The Council Chamber, County Hall, The Rhadyr, Usk, NP15 1GA with 
remote attendance  

 
 

Please note that a pre meeting will be held 30 minutes prior to the start of the 
meeting for members of the committee.  

 
AGENDA 

 
Item No Item Pages 

 

1.   Election of Chair 

 
 

2.   Appointment of Vice Chair 

 
 

3.   Apologies for Absence 

 
 

4.   Declarations of Interest 

 
 

5.   Public Open Forum 
 

Scrutiny Committee Public Open Forum ~ Guidance  
 
 

Our Scrutiny Committee meetings are live streamed and a link to the 
live stream will be available on the meeting page of the Monmouthshire 
County Council website 
 
 
If you would like to share your thoughts on any proposals being 
discussed by Scrutiny Committees, you can submit your representation 
in advance via this form 
 
 

 

Public Document Pack

https://democracy.monmouthshire.gov.uk/mgCalendarMonthView.aspx?GL=1&bcr=1
https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fiweb.itouchvision.com%2Fportal%2Ff%3Fp%3Dcustomer%3Acategory_link%3A%3A%3A%3A%3ACUID%2CLANG%3AAF982C24C2572B3224E054315401AAED8CC0A7A0%2CEN%26P_LANG%3Den&data=04%7C01%7CHazelIlett%40monmouthshire.gov.uk%7C83a0bf3bf6ee41ee8d1b08d93b16b3e2%7C2c4d0079c52c4bb3b3cad8eaf1b6b7d5%7C0%7C0%7C637605790947963962%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=nMRDD%2BWQ%2FwINh1CtwEQ8%2B74RpzpM8pgA%2B29VGM5%2FzhE%3D&reserved=0


 

 

 Please share your views by uploading a video or audio file (maximum of 
4 minutes) or; 

 Please submit a written representation (via Microsoft Word, maximum 
of 500 words) 
 
 
You will need to register for a My Monmouthshire account in order to 
submit the representation or use your log in, if you have registered 
previously.  
 
The deadline for submitting representations to the Council is 5pm three 
clear working days in advance of the meeting.   
 
If representations received exceed 30 minutes, a selection of these 
based on theme will be shared at the Scrutiny Committee meeting.  All 
representations received will be made available to councillors prior to 
the meeting. 

If you would like to attend one of our meetings to speak under the 
Public Open Forum at the meeting, you will need to give three working 
days’ notice by contacting Scrutiny@monmouthshire.gov.uk .    

The amount of time afforded to each member of the public to speak is 
at the chair’s discretion, but to enable us to accommodate multiple 
speakers, we ask that contributions be no longer than 3 minutes.  
 
If you would like to suggest future topics for scrutiny by one of our 
Scrutiny Committees, please do so by emailing 
Scrutiny@monmouthshire.gov.uk 

  
 
 

6.   Public Spaces Protection Order for Dog Controls 
 

To scrutinise the latest report before going out to public consultation. 

 

1 - 48 

7.   Regeneration priorities and funding 
 

To scrutinise the priority projects for bids for WG Strategic grant 

funding to 2024/25. 

 

49 - 76 

8.   Transforming Chepstow Masterplan 
 

To scrutinise the Transforming Chepstow Masterplan to inform future 

regeneration priorities and grant bids. 

 

77 - 272 

9.   Place Scrutiny Committee Forward Work Programme and Action List 

 
273 - 278 

10.   Cabinet and Council Work Planner 

 
279 - 286 

11.   To confirm the minutes of the previous meeting 

 
287 - 298 

12.   Next Meeting: 6th July 2023  

https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fiweb.itouchvision.com%2Fportal%2Ff%3Fp%3Dcustomer%3Acategory_link%3A%3A%3A%3A%3ACUID%2CLANG%3AAF982C24C2572B3224E054315401AAED8CC0A7A0%2CEN%26P_LANG%3Den&data=04%7C01%7CHazelIlett%40monmouthshire.gov.uk%7C83a0bf3bf6ee41ee8d1b08d93b16b3e2%7C2c4d0079c52c4bb3b3cad8eaf1b6b7d5%7C0%7C0%7C637605790947963962%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=nMRDD%2BWQ%2FwINh1CtwEQ8%2B74RpzpM8pgA%2B29VGM5%2FzhE%3D&reserved=0
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Chief Executive  

 
 

 



 

 

MONMOUTHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 
CYNGOR SIR FYNWY 

 

THE CONSTITUTION OF THE COMMITTEE IS AS FOLLOWS: 
 
County Councillor Louise Brown Shirenewton; Welsh Conservative Party 
County Councillor Emma Bryn Wyesham; Independent Group 
County Councillor Ben Callard Llanfoist & Govilon; Welsh Labour/Llafur Cymru 
County Councillor Ian Chandler Llantilio Crossenny; Green Party 
County Councillor Tomos Dafydd Davies Llanfoist & Govilon; Welsh Conservative Party 
County Councillor Lisa Dymock Portskewett; Welsh Conservative Party 
County Councillor Jane Lucas Osbaston; Welsh Conservative Party 
County Councillor Su McConnel Croesonen; Welsh Labour/Llafur Cymru 
County Councillor Maria  Stevens Severn; Welsh Labour/Llafur Cymru 
County Councillor Jackie Strong Caldicot Cross; Welsh Labour/Llafur Cymru 

 
Access to paper copies of agendas and reports 
A copy of this agenda and relevant reports can be made available to members of the public 
attending a meeting by requesting a copy from Democratic Services on 01633 644219. Please 
note that we must receive 24 hours notice prior to the meeting in order to provide you with a hard 
copy of this agenda.  
 
Welsh Language 
The Council welcomes contributions from members of the public through the medium of Welsh or 
English.  We respectfully ask that you provide us with adequate notice to accommodate your 
needs. 

 



 

 

Aims and Values of Monmouthshire County Council 
 
Our purpose 
 
Building Sustainable and Resilient Communities 
 
Objectives we are working towards 
 

 Giving people the best possible start in life 

 A thriving and connected county 

 Maximise the Potential of the natural and built environment 

 Lifelong well-being 

 A future focused council 
 

Our Values 
 
Openness. We are open and honest. People have the chance to get involved in decisions that 

affect them, tell us what matters and do things for themselves/their communities. If we cannot do 

something to help, we’ll say so; if it will take a while to get the answer we’ll explain why; if we can’t 

answer immediately we’ll try to connect you to the people who can help – building trust and 

engagement is a key foundation. 

Fairness. We provide fair chances, to help people and communities thrive. If something does not 

seem fair, we will listen and help explain why. We will always try to treat everyone fairly and 

consistently. We cannot always make everyone happy, but will commit to listening and explaining 

why we did what we did.  

Flexibility. We will continue to change and be flexible to enable delivery of the most effective and 

efficient services. This means a genuine commitment to working with everyone to embrace new 

ways of working. 

Teamwork. We will work with you and our partners to support and inspire everyone to get involved 

so we can achieve great things together. We don’t see ourselves as the ‘fixers’ or problem-solvers, 

but we will make the best of the ideas, assets and resources available to make sure we do the 

things that most positively impact our people and places. 

Kindness: We will show kindness to all those we work with putting the importance of relationships 

and the connections we have with one another at the heart of all interactions. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 

Monmouthshire Scrutiny Question Guide 
 

Role of the Pre-meeting 

1. Why is the Committee scrutinising this? (background, key issues) 

2. What is the Committee’s role and what outcome do Members want to achieve? 

3. Is there sufficient information to achieve this? If not, who could provide this? 

 

- Agree the order of questioning and which Members will lead 

- Agree questions for officers and questions for the Cabinet Member 

Questions for the Meeting 

Scrutinising Performance 

 

1. How does performance compare with 

previous years? Is it better/worse? Why? 

 

2. How does performance compare with other 

councils/other service providers? Is it 

better/worse? Why? 

 

3. How does performance compare with set 

targets? Is it better/worse? Why? 

 

4. How were performance targets set? Are 

they challenging enough/realistic? 

 

5. How do service users/the public/partners 

view the performance of the service? 

 

6. Have there been any recent audit and 

inspections? What were the findings? 

 

7. How does the service contribute to the 

achievement of corporate objectives? 

 

8. Is improvement/decline in performance 

linked to an increase/reduction in resource? 

What capacity is there to improve? 

Scrutinising Policy 

 

1. Who does the policy affect ~ directly and 

indirectly? Who will benefit most/least? 

 

2. What is the view of service 

users/stakeholders? What consultation has 

been undertaken? Did the consultation 

process comply with the Gunning 

Principles? Do stakeholders believe it will 

achieve the desired outcome? 

 

3. What is the view of the community as a 

whole - the ‘taxpayer’ perspective? 

 

4. What methods were used to consult 

with stakeholders? Did the process 

enable all those with a stake to have 

their say? 

 

5. What practice and options have been 

considered in developing/reviewing this 

policy? What evidence is there to inform 

what works? Does the policy relate to an 

area where there is a lack of published 

research or other evidence? 

 

6. Does the policy relate to an area where 

there are known inequalities? 

 

7. Does this policy align to our corporate 

objectives, as defined in our corporate 

plan? Does it adhere to our Welsh 

Language Standards? 



 

 

 

8. Have all relevant sustainable development, 

equalities and safeguarding implications 

 

9. been taken into consideration? For 

example, what are the procedures that 

need to be in place to protect children? 

10.  

11. How much will this cost to implement and 

what funding source has been identified? 

12.  

13. How will performance of the policy be 

measured and the impact evaluated 

General Questions: 

Empowering Communities 

 How are we involving local communities and empowering them to design and deliver 

services to suit local need? 

 Do we have regular discussions with communities about service priorities and what level 

of service the council can afford to provide in the future? 

 Is the service working with citizens to explain the role of different partners in delivering 

the service, and managing expectations? 

 Is there a framework and proportionate process in place for collective performance 

assessment, including from a citizen’s perspective, and do you have accountability 

arrangements to support this? 

 Has an Equality Impact Assessment been carried out? If so, can the Leader and 

Cabinet/Senior Officers provide members with copies and a detailed explanation of the 

EQIA conducted in respect of these proposals? 

 Can the Leader and Cabinet/Senior Officers assure members that these proposals 

comply with Equality and Human Rights legislation? Do the proposals comply with the 

Local Authority’s Strategic Equality Plan? 

Service Demands 

 How will policy and legislative change affect how the council operates? 

 Have we considered the demographics of our council and how this will impact on service 

delivery and funding in the future? 

 Have you identified and considered the long-term trends that might affect your service 

area, what impact these trends could have on your service/your service could have on 

these trends, and what is being done in response? 

 

Financial Planning 

 Do we have robust medium and long-term financial plans in place? 

 Are we linking budgets to plans and outcomes and reporting effectively on these? 

 

Making savings and generating income 

 Do we have the right structures in place to ensure that our efficiency, improvement and 



 

 

transformational approaches are working together to maximise savings? 

 How are we maximising income? 

  Have we compared other council’s policies to maximise income and fully considered 

the implications on service users? 

 Do we have a workforce plan that takes into account capacity, costs, and skills of the 

actual versus desired workforce? 

 

Questions to ask within a year of the decision: 

 Were the intended outcomes of the proposal achieved or were there other results? 

 Were the impacts confined to the group you initially thought would be affected i.e. older 

people, or were others affected e.g. people with disabilities, parents with young children? 

 Is the decision still the right decision or do adjustments need to be made? 

 

Questions for the Committee to conclude… 

Do we have the necessary information to form conclusions/make recommendations to the 

executive, council, other partners? If not, do we need to: 

(i) Investigate the issue in more detail? 

(ii) Obtain further information from other witnesses – Executive Member, independent 

expert, members of the local community, service users, regulatory bodies…  

Agree further actions to be undertaken within a timescale/future monitoring report… 
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1. PURPOSE: 

 

1.1 To provide the Committee with an opportunity to scrutinise the draft Public Spaces 

Protection Order (PSPO) for dog controls in Monmouthshire proposed to be introduced 

under Section 59 of the Anti-Social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014, prior to public 

consultation on the Order. 

2. RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 

2.1 Members consider and comment on the proposed draft PSPO (Appendix One) for dog 

controls in Monmouthshire. 

 

2.2 Any amendments proposed by Members to the draft PSPO are incorporated into the Order 

prior to public consultation. 

 

2.3 That a report is then provided to this Committee, following public consultation feedback on 

the draft PSPO, for pre-decision scrutiny before the Order goes to Cabinet or Individual 

Cabinet Member, (Cabinet Member for a Sustainable Economy), for decision.  

 

3. KEY ISSUES: 

 

3.1 The Anti-social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014 introduced new powers for use by 

Councils to address anti-social behaviour, including Public Spaces Protection Orders 

(PSPOs). Under the provisions of the Act, local authorities must be satisfied on reasonable 

grounds that the activity subject to an Order: 

- has, or is likely to have, a detrimental effect on the quality of life of those in the locality. 

- is, or is likely to be, persistent or continuing in nature. 

- is, or is likely to be, unreasonable. 

- justifies the restrictions being imposed. 

 

3.2 The aim is to stop the unreasonable behaviour in public spaces by introducing restrictions 

on the use of an area. A public space is defined as ‘any place to which the public or any 

section of the public has access, on payment or otherwise, as of right or by virtue of 

express or implied permission.’ 

SUBJECT: PUBLIC SPACES PROTECTION ORDER FOR DOG CONTROLS 
 
MEETING:    Place Scrutiny Committee 
 
DATE:           25th May 2023 
 
DIVISION/WARDS AFFECTED:   All 
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3.3 When assessing what is ‘unreasonable’ activity, there is a need to balance the rights of the 

community to enjoy public spaces, with the civil liberties of individuals and groups who 

may be affected by any restrictions imposed. 

3.4 This is the fourth report to Scrutiny Committee on the potential introduction of a PSPO for 

dog controls in the county. 

3.5      12th March 2020 report to Strong Communities Select Committee. Members endorsed 

a public consultation to be undertaken on the introduction of a PSPO. This consultation 

delayed by the onset of the Covid pandemic, was undertaken between July and October 

2021. 

3.6      10th March 2022 report to Strong Communities Select Committee. Members were 

informed of the findings of the 3 month public consultation, which included over 1300 

completed questionnaires. Members endorsed: 

- the findings of the public consultation to be shared with relevant stakeholders 

(including Town and Community Councils and relevant council departments) 

responsible for public spaces in the county, to establish what controls, if any, they 

considered were needed and to identify specific locations accordingly. 

 

- the draft PSPO, when progressed, to include for the following offence: for a person in 

charge of a dog when in a public space in the county failing to put a dog on a 

lead, of no more than 2 metres length, when directed to do so by an authorised 

officer where the dog is considered to be out of control, or causing alarm or 

distress or to prevent a nuisance. 

 

3.7      19th April 2023 report to Place Scrutiny Committee. Members were informed of the 

findings of engagement with relevant stakeholders. Members endorsed: 

- the proposed continued engagement with relevant stakeholders on the potential 

introduction of Dogs on Leads and Dog Exclusion Areas in a draft PSPO. 

- the draft PSPO, when progressed, to include for the following offences:  

A person in charge of a dog which has defecated on any public space in the 

county failing to remove the faeces from the land forthwith unless they can show 

that:  

(a) they have a reasonable excuse for failing to do so; or 

(b) the owner, occupier, or other person or authority having control of the land 

has consented (generally or specifically) to their failing to do so; 

A person in charge of a dog must have with them an appropriate means to pick 

up any faeces deposited by that dog, and must produce this if requested to do 

so by an Authorised Officer. 
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3.8      The aforementioned three offences endorsed by Committee, with phrasing slightly 

amended for legal clarity, have been included in the draft PSPO. 

 

3.9      Following the most recent report to Place Committee on the19th April 2023 engagement 

continued with Town and Community Councils and the relevant council departments on 

the Dogs on Leads and Dog Exclusion Areas to be included in the draft PSPO. 

3.10    Exemptions. In compliance with the duties expressed within the Equality Act 2010, an 

Equalities Impact Assessment has been undertaken to determine how the PSPO may 

impact on groups with protected characteristics.This is provided in the Integrated Impact 

Assessment, Appendix Two.The draft PSPO includes relevant exemptions for disabled 

persons and working dogs. 

3.11    Articles 10 and 11 of the Human Rights Act 1998 regarding freedom of expression and 

freedom of assembly and association have been considered and no issues have been 

identified. 

 

3.12    Consultation.There are requirements under the Anti-Social Behaviour, Crime and 

Policing Act 2014 regarding consultation before introducing a PSPO. Local authorities are 

obliged to consult with the local chief officer of police; the police and crime commissioner; 

owners or occupiers of land within the affected area where reasonably practicable, and 

appropriate community representatives. There are no statutory requirements about the 

length of the consultation process. 

3.13    A 2 month wide ranging open public consultation on the draft PSPO is proposed which will 

include, but not limited to: 

- the Chief Officer Gwent Police, the Office of the Police and Crime Commissioner, 

elected Members, Council Officers, the general public and external agencies, 

especially those with a vested interest such as Keep Wales Tidy, Dogs Trust and the 

Kennel Club.  

 

- large private landowners with responsibility for public spaces in the county such as 

Registered Social landlords, CADW, National Trust, Woodland Trust, Natural 

Resources Wales and Bannau Brycheiniog.  

 

- vulnerable user groups identified by the Integrated Impact Assessment. 

 

3.14    Following public consultation a further report to be provided to Place Scrutiny Committee 

with feedback and the proposed PSPO Order for pre-decision scrutiny before the Order 

goes to Cabinet or Individual Cabinet Member, (Cabinet Member for a Sustainable 

Economy), for decision. 

3.15    Resources. Initial estimates are that 350 signs are needed (circa £30000). This crosses 

Directorate responsibility and includes signage needed for Dogs on Leads / Exclusion 

Areas in some public spaces which are the responsibility of Town / Community Councils 

and private landowners. Cost allocation to be considered in the next report which presents 

the PSPO Order for pre-decision scrutiny. 
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3.16    Enforcement. The introduction of a PSPO would mean that the existing Monmouthshire 

County Council (Fouling of Land by Dogs) (Monmouthshire) Designation Order (No 1) 

1998, would no longer have effect. 

3.17    Breach of a PSPO is a criminal offence with a fine liable on prosecution in court of up to 

£1000. Authorised Officers can issue a Fixed Penalty Notice (FPN) to offer the recipient 

the opportunity to discharge liability for the offence. FPN levels for breach of a PSPO were 

agreed by Cabinet on the 7 September 2016 and are £100 payable within 14 days, 

reduced to £75 if paid within 10 days.This reflects a slight increase for breach of the 

existing Designation Order of £75 discounted to £50 for early payment. 

3.18    A constable or an authorised person of the council may issue a FPN for breach of a 

PSPO. Noting the PSPO crosses Directorate responsibility, delegated authority to council 

officers for issuing a FPN to also be considered in the next report for pre-decision scrutiny. 

 4. INTEGRATED IMPACT ASSESSMENT, (includes equality, future generations, social 

justice, safeguarding and corporate parenting): 

 

4.1 The completed Integrated Impact Assessment is provided in Appendix Two, attached. 

 

4.2 Vulnerable user groups to be directly consulted on the draft PSPO and the proposed 

exemptions. 

 

5. OPTIONS APPRAISAL: 

 

5.1 To continue using the Monmouthshire County Council (Fouling of Land by Dogs) 

(Monmouthshire) Designation Order (No 1) 1998 with regard to fouling or, as proposed, to 

further fully consider the option of introducing a PSPO to deal with dog control issues in 

the county. 

 

6. EVALUATION CRITERIA: 

 

6.1 A progress report to Place Scrutiny Committee one year after implementation of a PSPO.  

 

6.2  A PSPO can be made for a maximum duration of up to three years, after which it may be 

extended if certain criteria under the Act are met. This includes that an extension is 

necessary to prevent activity recurring. Extensions can be repeated, with each lasting for a 

maximum of three years. A further consultation process is required if a PSPO time period 

is to be extended. 

 

7. REASONS: 

 

7.1 Despite the efforts of responsible dog owners and collaborative working through initiatives 

such as the Give Dog Fouling the Red Card group, dog fouling continues to be a problem. 

Requiring people to clean up after their dogs which foul on any public space in the county 

and restricting access to certain areas appears to be a justified, proportionate response to 

the ongoing issue. 
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7.2      To enable further scrutiny on the draft PSPO prior to public consultation. 

 

7.3     To enable further scrutiny on the PSPO before the Order goes to Cabinet or Individual 

Cabinet Member, (Cabinet Member for a Sustainable Economy), for decision.To ensure 

fair, transparent, efficient and effective discharge of powers available to the Council under 

the Act. 

  

8. RESOURCE IMPICATIONS: 

 

8.1 Costs of consultation to be absorbed by existing budgets. If a PSPO for dog controls is 

introduced there will be cost implications including for enclosing or otherwise demarcating 

designated areas, signage and enforcement, to be considered in later reports.   

 

9. CONSULTEES 

           Chief Officer Social Care and Health 

           Head of Public Protection 

Estates Development Manager, Landlord Services 

Head of Waste & Street Services 

Chief Officer People and Governance 

Chief Operating Officer for Mon Life 

Chief Officer Children and Young People 

Environment & Culture Manager  

Youth Offending Team Service Manager 

 

10. BACKGROUND PAPERS: 

 

           Report to Strong Communities Select Committee ‘Public Spaces Protection Order’ for Dog 

Controls, 12th March 2020. 

            

           Report to Strong Communities Select Committee ‘Public Spaces Protection Order’ for Dog 

Controls, 10th March 2022.  

 

           Report to Place Scrutiny Committee, ‘Public Spaces Protection Order for Dog Controls’ 

19th April 2023 

 

11 AUTHOR: Huw Owen, Principal Environmental Health Officer 

 

12. CONTACT DETAILS: Tel 01873 735433; E-mail: huwowen@monmouthshire.gov.uk  

 

Appendices 

 

Appendix One: Draft Public Spaces Protection Order. 

Appendix Two: Integrated Impact Assessment. 
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MONMOUTHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL  

ANTI-SOCIAL BEHAVIOUR, CRIME & POLICING ACT 2014  

MONMOUTHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL (DOG CONTROL) PUBLIC SPACES PROTECTION 

ORDER 2023 

Monmouthshire County Council (“the Council”) hereby makes the following Public Spaces 

Protection Order (“the Order”) in exercise of its powers under Section 59 of the Anti-Social 

Behaviour, Crime & Policing Act 2014 (“the Act”). 

1) This Order may be cited as the Monmouthshire County Council (Dog Control) Public 

Spaces Protection Order 2023. 

 

2) This Order will come into force on XXXXX and will remain in force for a period of three 

years unless varied or discharged by further orders of the Council. 

 

3) INTRODUCTION 

 

a) People who fail to clean up after their dogs on publicly accessible land cause 

nuisance to others. The presence of dog faeces is a potential hazard to all members 

of the public, it presents a risk to health, defaces land and has the potential to 

deface people and their property. 

 

b) When not properly supervised and kept under control, dogs that are allowed off a 

lead in public areas may cause road traffic accidents and may cause nuisance or 

injury to members of the public and to other animals. 

 

c) Dogs in children’s play areas may become aggressive if startled. They may also 

defecate in these areas, defacing and causing a health risk to the children that use 

them. 

 

d) This Order is made because the Council is satisfied on reasonable grounds that the 

behaviour set out above has had, and is likely to continue to have, a detrimental 

effect on the quality of life of people within Monmouthshire. 

 

e) This Order seeks to prevent or reduce the detrimental effects referred to above, by 

imposing reasonable restrictions and requirements on people while in charge of 

dogs on public land. It seeks to facilitate the safe sharing of our public spaces, while 

recognising that people should be able to exercise their dogs off lead in public areas, 

providing their dogs are under control and behaving appropriately. 
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4) Definitions and Interpretation 

 

a) In the following provisions of this Order, the following terms shall have the meanings 
hereby respectively ascribed to them: 
 
“Authorised Person” means a Police Constable or a person authorised in writing by 
the Council for the purposes of this Order.  
 
“Police Constable” means any person lawfully designated and authorised by a Chief 
Officer of Police to exercise the powers and duties of a Police Constable. 
 
“Person in Charge” means the person who has the dog in his possession, care or 
company at the time the offence is committed or otherwise, the owner or person 
who habitually has the dog in his possession.  

 
“Public Space” means any place to which the public or any section of the public has 
access, on payment or otherwise, as of right or by virtue of express or implied 
permission. 
 
‘’Appropriate Receptacle’’ means any bag, or receptacle which is designed for the 
purpose of holding dog faeces for disposal. 
 

‘’ For the purposes of this Order, a “disability” means a condition that qualifies as a 
disability for the purposes of the Equality Act 2010 and a “disabled person” means a 
person who has such a disability. 

 
b) Except when the context otherwise requires, the singular includes the plural and 

vice-versa. 
 

c) Reference to an Act of Parliament, statutory provision or statutory instrument 
includes a reference to that Act of Parliament, statutory provision or statutory 
instrument as amended, extended or re-enacted from time to time and to any 
regulations made under it. 

 

5) RESTRICTIONS AND REQUIREMENTS 

 

a) The effect of the Order is to impose the restrictions and requirements as set out in Parts 1 to 

5 below. 

        PART 1 – DOG FOULING 

1) If a dog defecates at any time on land to which this part of the Order applies, and the person 

who is in charge of the dog at that time fails to remove the faeces from the land forthwith, 

that person shall be guilty of an offence unless they can show that: 

 
a) they have a reasonable excuse for failing to do so; or  
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b) the owner, occupier, or other person or authority having control of the land has 

consented (generally or specifically) to the person failing to do so; 

 
2) This part of the Order applies to all public places in the County of Monmouthshire. 

 
3) For the purpose of this part of the Order: 

 
a) placing the faeces in a receptacle on the land which is provided for this purpose, or for 

the disposal of waste, shall be a sufficient removal from the land; 

 
b) being unaware of the defecation (whether by reason of not being in the vicinity or 

otherwise), or not having a device for or other suitable means of removing the faeces, 

shall not be a reasonable excuse for failing to remove the faeces. 

        PART 2 – APPROPRIATE RECEPTACLE FOR PICKING UP DOG FAECES. 

1) If a person who is in charge of a dog at any time on land to which this part of the 

Order applies does not have or produce when requested by an Authorised Person an 

appropriate receptacle to pick up any faeces deposited by that dog, that person shall be 

guilty of an offence unless they can show that: 
 

a) they have a reasonable excuse for failing to do so; or 

  
b) the owner, occupier, or other person or authority having control of the land has 

consented (generally or specifically) to the person failing to do so; 

 

2) This part of the Order applies to all public places in the County of Monmouthshire. 

       PART 3 – DOGS ON LEADS BY DIRECTION. 

1) A person in charge of a dog will be guilty of an offence if at any time on land to which 

this part of the Order applies, they fail to put a dog on a lead, of no more than 2 

metres length, when directed to do so by an authorised officer where the dog is 

considered to be out of control, or causing alarm or distress or to prevent a 

nuisance, unless they can show that: 

 
a) they have a reasonable excuse for failing to do so; or  

 
b) the owner, occupier, or other person or authority having control of the land has 

consented (generally or specifically) to the person failing to do so; 

 

2) For these purposes, a “lead” means any rope, cord, leash or similar item used to tether, 

control or restrain a dog, but does not include any such item which is not actively being used 

as a means of restraint so that the dog remains under a person’s close control. 

 

3) This part of the Order applies to all public places in the County of Monmouthshire. 
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       PART 4 – DOGS ON LEADS. 

1) A person in charge of a dog will be guilty of an offence if at any time on land to which this 

part of the Order applies, they fail to keep the dog on a lead of not more than 2 metres in 

length unless they can show that: 

 
a) they have a reasonable excuse for failing to do so; or  

 
b) the owner, occupier, or other person or authority having control of the land has 

consented (generally or specifically) to the person failing to do so; 

 
2) This part of the Order applies to the land in the County of Monmouthshire identified as 

“Leads Only (LO)” in the Reference List annexed hereto and further identified by the plans 

referred to therein. 

       PART 5 – DOG EXCLUSION. 

1) A person in charge of a dog will be guilty of an offence if at any time that person takes 

the dog onto, or permits the dog to enter or remain on, any land to which this part of 

the Order applies, unless they can show that: 
 

a) they have a reasonable excuse for failing to do so; or  

 

b) the owner, occupier, or other person or authority having control of the land 

has consented (generally or specifically) to the person failing to do so; 

 
2) This part of the Order applies to the land in the County of Monmouthshire. identified as 

“Exclusion (E)” in the Reference List annexed hereto and further identified by the plans 

referred to therein. 

 

EXEMPTIONS 

1) The provisions in Parts 1 and 2 of this Order (fouling / appropriate receptacle) do not apply 

to a person who: 

 

a) is registered as partially sighted or blind, in a register compiled under Section 29 of the 

National Assistance Act 1948; or  

 

b) is registered as “sight-impaired”, “severely sight-impaired” or as “having sight and hearing 

impairments which in combination, have a significant effect on their day to day lives”, in a 

register compiled under Section 18 of the Social Services and Wellbeing (Wales) Act 2014; or 

 

c) has a disability which affects their mobility, manual dexterity, physical co-ordination, or 

ability to lift, carry, or otherwise move everyday objects, such that they cannot reasonably 

be expected to remove the faeces; or 

 

d) has some other disability, such that they cannot reasonably be expected to remove the 

faeces. 
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2) The dog exclusion provisions in Part 5 of this Order shall not apply to a dog trained by a 

registered charity to assist a person with a disability and upon which a disabled person relies 

for assistance. 

 

3) Nothing in this Order shall apply to the normal activities of a working dog, whilst the dog is 

working.  

 

This includes dogs that are being used for work in connection with emergency search and 

rescue, law enforcement and the work of Her Majesty’s armed forces; farm dogs that are 

being used to herd or drive animals; dogs that are being lawfully used for the capture or 

destruction of vermin and dogs that are being lawfully used for the purposes of hunting. 

 

4) Where the person in charge of a dog wishes to rely upon any of the exemptions set out in 

this Order, the burden will be on that person to prove that they satisfy the requirements of 

the exemptions being relied upon 

OFFENCES 

It is an offence for any person without reasonable excuse to: 

(a) do anything that a person is prohibited from doing by this Order; or  

(b) fail to comply with a requirement to which a person is subject to under this Order.  

Any person guilty of an offence under this Section is liable on summary conviction to a fine not 

exceeding level 3 on the standard scale. 

A Constable or an Authorised Person may under S.68 of the Anti-Social Behaviour, Crime and 

Policing Act 2014, issue a fixed penalty notice to anyone they have reason to believe has committed 

an offence under S.67 of that Act in relation to this Order. Failure to pay the fixed penalty will result 

in prosecution. 

APPEALS 

Any challenge to this Order must be made in the high Court by an interested person within six weeks 

of it being made. An interested person is someone who lives in, regularly works in, or visits any of 

the areas affected by this Order. This means that only those who are directly affected by the 

restrictions have the power to challenge. The right to challenge also exists where an Order is varied 

by the Council.  

Interested persons can challenge the validity of this Order on two grounds: that the Council did not 

have power to make the Order, or to include particular prohibitions or requirements; or that a 

requirement of the legislation was not complied with in relation to the Order. 

Dated this xxxxx day of xxxxx 2023.  

The COMMON SEAL of MONMOUTHSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL  

was hereunto affixed in the presence of: 

----------------------------------------------------- 

Authorised Officer                                                                                                         Sealing Number xxxxxxx 

Page 11



6 
 

Annex 1 

Public Spaces Protection Order – Dog Controls Reference List 

Reference Location Exclusion (E) 
or Lead Only 
(LO) 

Abergavenny 
  

ABVY-PSPO-001 Swan Meadows play area off Cross Street Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-002 23 Waterside, Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-003 Bailey Park play area, Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-004 Union Road play area, Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-005 Belgrave Park play area, Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-006 Maes Y Llarwydd play area, Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-007 13 Beaupreu Place play area, Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-008 Underhill playing field play area off Old Hereford Rd, 
Abergavenny 

E 

ABVY-PSPO-009 Behind 38 Rother Avenue, Abergavenny play area E 

ABVY-PSPO-010 26 Glan Gavenny play area, Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-011 Croesonen Gardens play area Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-012 Skate Park Abergavenny, Old Hereford Rd LO 

ABVY-PSPO-013 Bailey Park sports pitches, Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-014 Lower Meadow Aber sports pitches, Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-015 Old Hereford Road Cemetery, Abergavenny LO 

ABVY-PSPO-016 Linda Vista Gardens, Tudor Street, Abergavenny LO 

ABVY-PSPO-017 Abergavenny Castle, Castle Street,  LO 

ABVY-PSPO-018 King Henry VIII school and Leisure Centre, Old Hereford 
Rd, Abergavenny 

E 

ABVY-PSPO-019 Deri View Primary School, St David's Rd Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-020 Cantref school, Harold Rd Abergavenny E 

ABVY-PSPO-021 Our Lady of St Michaels school Pen y Pound, 
Abergavenny 

E 

   

Caerwent 
  

CWT-PSPO-022 Play area rear of 12 Kilpale Close Caewent E 

CWT-PSPO-023 Play area 52 Merton Green Caerwent E 

CWT-PSPO-024 Play area 10a Lawrence Crescent, Caerwent  E 

CWT-PSPO-025 Play area 1 Green Lane Farm Ash Tree Road, Caerwent E 

CWT-PSPO-027 Trewen sports pitch and play area E 

CWT-PSPO-028 Llanfair Discoed Playing Fields E 

CWT-PSPO-029 Caerwent Playing fields and play area at village hall LO    

Caldicot 
  

CDT-PSPO-031 Caldicot Skate park, Mill Lane LO 

CDT-PSPO-032 Spine footpath play area off Margretts Way, Caldicot E 

CDT-PSPO-033 21 Clos Ystwyth play area Caldicot E 

CDT-PSPO-034 Birbeck road play area Caldicot E 
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https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-001&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-002&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-003&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-004&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-005&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-006&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-007&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-008&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-009&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-010&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-011&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-012&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-013&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-014&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-015&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-016&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-017&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-018&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-019&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-020&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ABVY-PSPO-021&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CWT-PSPO-022&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CWT-PSPO-023&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CWT-PSPO-024&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CWT-PSPO-025&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CWT-PSPO-027&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CWT-PSPO-028&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CWT-PSPO-029&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-031&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-032&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-033&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-034&StartZoom=500
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CDT-PSPO-035 2 Heol Trefi play area Caldicot E 

CDT-PSPO-036 Rear of 2 Nedden Court Caldicot - wild play E 

CDT-PSPO-037 Caldicot Castle Country Park children's play area, 
Caldicot 

E 

CDT-PSPO-038 23 Clos Rheidol play area, Caldicot E 

CDT-PSPO-039 Longfellow Road play area, Caldicot adjacent to 
Caldicot RFC 

E 

CDT-PSPO-040 14 Clos Alwen play area, Caldicot E 

CDT-PSPO-041 10 Heol Towy play area, Caldicot E 

CDT-PSPO-042 20 Heol Teifi play area, Caldicot E 

CDT-PSPO-043 1 Oakley Close play area Caldicot E 

CDT-PSPO-044 Rear of 12 Moorlands View play area E 

CDT-PSPO-045 Caldicot Rugby Club pitches, Longfellow Rd E 

CDT-PSPO-046 Railway View Caldicot play area E 

CDT-PSPO-047 George V playing fields play area E 

CDT-PSPO-048 George V playing fields E 

CDT-PSPO-049 Mill Lane pitches E 

CDT-PSPO-050 Caldicot Castle LO 

CDT-PSPO-051 Caldicot Castle FC pitches E 

CDT-PSPO-052 Caldicot Castle Country Park Lake LO 

CDT-PSPO-053 Castle Park Primary School E 

CDT-PSPO-054 Dewstow Primary School E 

CDT-PSPO-055 Durand Primary E 

CDT-PSPO-056 Ysgol Gymraeg y Ffin, Sandy Lane, Caldicot E 

CDT-PSPO-057 Caldicot School and Leisure Centre E    

Chepstow 
  

CHW-PSPO-058 Bulwark Play Area, Bulwark Road, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-059 Meadow Walk play area E 

CHW-PSPO-060 Piggy’s Hill Skateboard Park, Bulwark Park, Bulwark, 
Chepstow 

LO 

CHW-PSPO-061 12 Pentperry Park play area, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-062 55 Hardwick Avenue play area, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-063 Play area Castle Dell Park, Chepstow  E 

CHW-PSPO-064 116 Western Avenue play area, Chepstow  E 

CHW-PSPO-065 Play area rear of 24 Larkfield Close, Chepstow  E 

CHW-PSPO-066 Play area The Danes St Kingsmark Avenue, Chepstow  E 

CHW-PSPO-067 Play area 43 Summerhouse Lane, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-068 Play area 21 Garvey Close, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-069 Play area 32 Phoenix Drive, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-070 Play area Woolpitch Wood, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-071 Play area 18 Wallwern Wood, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-072 Play area 15 Castle Wood, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-073 Play area 14 St Lawrence Park (1), Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-074 Play area, St Lawrence Park (2), Chepstow E 
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https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-035&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-036&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-037&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-038&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-039&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-040&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-041&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-042&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-043&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-044&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-045&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-046&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-047&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-048&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-049&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-050&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-051&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-052&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-053&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-054&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-055&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-056&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CDT-PSPO-057&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-058&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-059&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-060&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-061&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-062&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-063&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-064&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-065&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-066&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-067&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-068&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-069&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-070&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-071&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-072&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-073&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-074&StartZoom=500
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CHW-PSPO-075 Play area Alcove Wood, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-076 Play area Bayfield Park, Chepstow  E 

CHW-PSPO-077 Play area Bayfield Wood Close (2) Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-078 Play area 16 Strongbow Road, Chepstow  E 

CHW-PSPO-079 Play area, side of 15 Fisherman’s Walk, Bulwark, 
Chepstow  

E 

CHW-PSPO-080 Chepstow Cemetery, Bulwark (both old and new 
sections) 

LO 

CHW-PSPO-081 Chepstow AFC Larkfield Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-082 Chepstow Rugby Club, Western Ave, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-083 Thornwell AFC football pitch, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-084 Garden City sports pitch Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-085 Chepstow School and Leisure Centre E 

CHW-PSPO-086 Pembroke Primary School, Fairfield Rd, Bulwark, 
Chepstow 

E 

CHW-PSPO-087 St Mary's Roman Catholic Primary, Bulwark Rd, 
Chepstow 

E 

CHW-PSPO-088 The Dell Primary School, Welsh St, Chepstow E 

CHW-PSPO-089 Thornwell Primary School, Thornwell Rd, Chepstow E    

Crucorney 
  

CRC-PSPO-090 Llanvihangel Crucorney Primary School E 

CRC-PSPO-091 Crucorney play area Wern Gifford E    

Devauden 
  

DEV-PSPO-092 Play area 14 Wesley Way, Devauden, Chepstow E    

Gobion Fawr 
  

GOF-PSPO-093 Play area 8 St Davids Cres, Llanddewi Rhydderch E 

GOF-PSPO-094 The Bryn Play Area E 

GOF-PSPO-095 Llanvapley Sports + Social Assoc, off B4233, Llanvapley  E    

Goytre Fawr 
  

GYF-PSPO-096 Recreation Ground and play area Goytre (excluding dog 
walking area) 

E 

GYF-PSPO-097 Clos Telyn play area, Goytre E 

GYF-PSPO-098 Goytre Community Garden Capel Ed Church LO 

GYF-PSPO-099 Goytre Primary School E    

Llanbadoc 
  

LLB-PSPO-100 Llanbadoc Island play area, Llanbadoc E 

LLB-PSPO-101 Usk Island play area USK  E 

LLB-PSPO-102 Pocket park play area, Little Mill E 

LLB-PSPO-103 Glascoed Common play area Glascoed, Usk E 

LLB-PSPO-104 Cae Melin play area Little Mill  E 

LLB-PSPO-105 Usk Island sports pitch E 
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https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-075&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-076&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-077&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-078&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-079&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-080&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-081&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-082&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-083&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-084&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-085&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-086&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-087&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-088&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CHW-PSPO-089&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CRC-PSPO-090&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=CRC-PSPO-091&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=DEV-PSPO-092&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=GOF-PSPO-093&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=GOF-PSPO-094&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=GOF-PSPO-095&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=GYF-PSPO-096&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=GYF-PSPO-097&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=GYF-PSPO-098&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=GYF-PSPO-099&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLB-PSPO-100&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLB-PSPO-101&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLB-PSPO-102&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLB-PSPO-103&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLB-PSPO-104&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLB-PSPO-105&StartZoom=500
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Llanelly 
  

LLY-PSPO-106 Clydach Recreation Ground play area E 

LLY-PSPO-107 Play area at Llanelly Hill playing fields E 

LLY-PSPO-108 Play area at Penllwyn open space Llanelly Hill  E 

LLY-PSPO-109 Llanelly Cemetery, Gilwern LO 

LLY-PSPO-110 Gilwern sports pitches, MUGA and play area E 

LLY-PSPO-111 Gilwern recreation ground LO 

LLY-PSPO-112 Clydach AFC sports pitch E 

LLY-PSPO-113 Clydach recreation ground  LO 

LLY-PSPO-114 Gilwern Primary school E    

Llanfoist Fawr 
  

LLF-PSPO-115 Play area at 47 Thomas Hill Close, Abergavenny E 

LLF-PSPO-116 Play area at 6 St Faith’s Close, Abergavenny E 

LLF-PSPO-117 Play area at rear of 10 Maeshyfryd Govilon  E 

LLF-PSPO-118 King George V Field, Govilon E 

LLF-PSPO-119 Centenary Field, Llanfoist E 

LLF-PSPO-120 Owain Glyndwr Field, Llanellen  E 

LLF-PSPO-121 Llanfoist Cemetery, Abergavenny LO 

LLF-PSPO-122 Llanfoist Fawr Primary School E    

Llangybi 
  

LLG-PSPO-123 Play area at 13 St Cybi Avenue Llangybi E    

Llantilio Pertholey 
  

LLP-PSPO-124 Ysgol Gymraeg Y Fenni, St Davids Rd, Abergavenny E 

LLP-PSPO-125 Play area rear of 104 Dan Y Deri Abergavenny E 

LLP-PSPO-126 Play area rear of 30 Danyderi Abergavenny  E 

LLP-PSPO-127 Llantilio Pertholey Primary school E    

Magor & Undy 
  

MAU-PSPO-128 Play area 12 Rockfield View, Undy E 

MAU-PSPO-129 Play area 18 Cowlease Magor E 

MAU-PSPO-130 Play area Redwick Road Magor E 

MAU-PSPO-131 Play area 12 Windsor Park, Magor E 

MAU-PSPO-132 Play area 25 Manor Chase, Undy E 

MAU-PSPO-133 Play area 3 Windsor Close Magor E 

MAU-PSPO-134 Play area Kensington Park, Magor E 

MAU-PSPO-135 Play area at Undy football club Undy  E 

MAU-PSPO-136 Sports pitches at Undy football club Undy  E 

MAU-PSPO-137 Undy AFC  (other parts of site not pitches or play area) LO 

MAU-PSPO-138 Sycamore Play area - next to Magor Church of wales 
school 

E 

MAU-PSPO-139 Play area Mill Reen Magor/ Rear 39 Cowleaze Magor E 
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https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLY-PSPO-106&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLY-PSPO-107&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLY-PSPO-108&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLY-PSPO-109&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLY-PSPO-110&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLY-PSPO-111&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLY-PSPO-112&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLY-PSPO-113&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLY-PSPO-114&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLF-PSPO-115&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLF-PSPO-116&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLF-PSPO-117&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLF-PSPO-118&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLF-PSPO-119&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLF-PSPO-120&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLF-PSPO-121&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLF-PSPO-122&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLG-PSPO-123&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLP-PSPO-124&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLP-PSPO-125&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLP-PSPO-126&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=LLP-PSPO-127&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-128&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-129&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-130&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-131&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-132&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-133&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-134&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-135&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-136&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-137&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-138&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-139&StartZoom=500
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MAU-PSPO-140 Play area Elm Avenue Undy/ 10 Yew tree Close E 

MAU-PSPO-141 Magor CIW School, Sycamore sports Field E 

MAU-PSPO-142 Magor CiW School  E 

MAU-PSPO-143 Undy Primary E    

Mitchel Troy 
  

MTR-PSPO-144 Mitchel Troy play area E    

Monmouth 
  

MON-PSPO-145 Play area at Chippenham Mead, Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-146 Play area at Monnow Keep, Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-147 Play area at Troy Gardens, Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-148 Play area at 25 Cornwallis Way Rockfield Estate, 
Monmouth 

E 

MON-PSPO-149 Play area at Tudor Road Wyesham Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-150 Play area at Woodland View Wyesham, Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-151 Play area at Hendre Close Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-152 Play area rear of 49 Kings Fee playing field Monmouth  E 

MON-PSPO-153 Play area at 21 Oaklands Dive, Rockfield Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-154 Play area at 17 Willow Drive, Rockfield, Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-155 Play area 19 Maple Drive, Rockfield, Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-156 Play area 5 Jordan Way, Rockfield, Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-157 Play area at Carbonne Close, Monmouth  E 

MON-PSPO-158 Play area at 17 Goldwire Lane, Monmouth  E 

MON-PSPO-159 Play area at 17 Cornpoppy Avenue, Rockfield 
Monmouth 

E 

MON-PSPO-160 Play area next to Osbaston Infants school, Monmouth E 

MON-PSPO-161 Sports pitches at Chippenham Mead  E 

MON-PSPO-162 Rockfield sports pitch E 

MON-PSPO-163 Football pitch Tudor Rd Wyesham E 

MON-PSPO-164 Monmouth Cemetery, Osbaston LO 

MON-PSPO-165 Kymin View Primary E 

MON-PSPO-166 Overmonnow School E 

MON-PSPO-167 Osbaston Primary school E 

MON-PSPO-168 Monmouth Comprehensive school and leisure centre E    

Portskewett 
  

PSK-PSPO-169 Quest Field play area and benches LO 

PSK-PSPO-170 Play area rear of 2 Walker flats Sudbrook  E 

PSK-PSPO-171 Archbishop Rowan Williams Primary E    

Raglan 
  

RAG-PSPO-172 Play area Prince Charles Rd Raglan E 

RAG-PSPO-173 Raglan Primary School, Station Rd E    
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https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-140&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-141&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-142&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MAU-PSPO-143&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MTR-PSPO-144&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-145&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-146&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-147&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-148&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-149&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-150&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-151&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-152&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-153&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-154&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-155&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-156&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-157&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-158&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-159&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-160&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-161&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-162&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-163&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-164&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-165&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-166&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-167&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=MON-PSPO-168&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=PSK-PSPO-169&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=PSK-PSPO-170&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=PSK-PSPO-171&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=RAG-PSPO-172&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=RAG-PSPO-173&StartZoom=500
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Rogiet 
  

ROG-PSPO-174 Rogiet Play Area 30 West Way, Rogiet E 

ROG-PSPO-175 Play area 20 Yew Tree Rise Rogiet E 

ROG-PSPO-176 Play area Barn Owl Road, Rogiet E 

ROG-PSPO-177 Play area 2 Buzzard Close Rogiet E 

ROG-PSPO-178 Rogiet Playing Field, sports pitch E 

ROG-PSPO-179 MUGA at playing field Rogiet E 

ROG-PSPO-180 Rogiet Primary School E 

ROG-PSPO-181 Play area 11 Poplar Close, Rogiet E    

St Arvans 
  

STA-PSPO-182 St Arvans King George V play area E    

Shirenewton 
  

SHN-PSPO-183 Shirenewton, Playgroup Nature Garden and Play Area E 

SHN-PSPO-184 Shirenewton Primary School E    

Skenfrith 
  

SKN-PSPO-185 Cross Ash Primary School E    

Trellech 
  

TRL-PSPO-186 Llanishen play area, by village hall, Llanishen E 

TRL-PSPO-187 Play area 2 Roman Way, Trellech E 

TRL-PSPO-188 Trellech Primary E    

Usk 
  

USK-PSPO-189 Play area Maryport Street Usk E 

USK-PSPO-190 Play area 13 Trelawny Close Usk E 

USK-PSPO-191 Play area Silure View, Usk E 

USK-PSPO-192 Play area Blestium Drive, Usk E 

USK-PSPO-193 Usk Church in Wales School E    

Whitecastle 
  

WTC-PSPO-194 Llanvihangel Ystern Llewern Churchyard LO    

Wye Valley 
  

WYV-PSPO-195 Play area Old Station Tintern E 

WYV-PSPO-196 Play area Llandogo, Holmfield Drive, Llandogo E 

WYV-PSPO-197 Play area at 2 Sylan View Tintern E 

WYV-PSPO-198 Llandogo Primary school E 

 

END OF DOG CONTROLS REFERENCE LIST 
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https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ROG-PSPO-174&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ROG-PSPO-175&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ROG-PSPO-176&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ROG-PSPO-177&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ROG-PSPO-178&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ROG-PSPO-179&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ROG-PSPO-180&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=ROG-PSPO-181&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=STA-PSPO-182&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=SHN-PSPO-183&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=SHN-PSPO-184&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=SKN-PSPO-185&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=TRL-PSPO-186&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=TRL-PSPO-187&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=TRL-PSPO-188&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=USK-PSPO-189&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=USK-PSPO-190&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=USK-PSPO-191&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=USK-PSPO-192&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=USK-PSPO-193&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=WTC-PSPO-194&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=WYV-PSPO-195&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=WYV-PSPO-196&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=WYV-PSPO-197&StartZoom=500
https://maps.monmouthshire.gov.uk/custom/PSPO.html?SearchLayer=PSPO_Draft_Proposal&SearchField=reference&SearchValue=WYV-PSPO-198&StartZoom=500
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Name of the Officer completing the evaluation:  
Huw Owen, Principal Environmental Health Officer 
 
Phone no: 01873 735433 
E-mail: huwowen@monmouthshire.gov.uk 

Please give a brief description of the aims of the proposal 

To provide the Committee with an opportunity to scrutinise the draft Public Spaces 

Protection Order (PSPO) for dog controls in Monmouthshire proposed to be 

introduced under Section 59 of the Anti-Social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 

2014, prior to public consultation on the Order. 

 

Name of Service area 

Public Protection 

 

Date  

25th May 2023 

 

1. Are your proposals going to affect any people or groups of people with protected characteristics?  Please explain the impact, the 

evidence you have used and any action you are taking below.  

Protected 
Characteristics  

Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has on the protected 

characteristic 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has on the 
protected characteristic 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 

better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Age Young children are most likely to be exposed to 
dog fouling through their outside play activities 
and potential health impacts if personal hygiene 
has not fully developed.  

Concern regarding impact of restricting 
access to parks, playing fields etc may 
have on elderly dog owners, particularly 
those with mobility issues. 

Implications to be considered by 
stakeholders responsible for public 
spaces. For example accessibility of 
alternative public spaces for dog 
exercise where Dogs on Leads / 
Exclusion areas are proposed. 
 

Integrated Impact Assessment document 
(incorporating Equalities, Future Generations, Welsh Language and 

Socio Economic Duty) 
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Protected 
Characteristics  

Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has on the protected 

characteristic 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has on the 
protected characteristic 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 

better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Disability Wheelchair users particularly affected by 

dog fouling on streets, pathways etc. 

Concerns for persons with disabilities 
being able to pick up dog faeces.  
 

Appropriate exemptions in the draft 
PSPO 

Gender 

reassignment 

.None None N/A 

Marriage or civil 

partnership 

None None N/A 

Pregnancy or 

maternity 

None Potential accessibility issues for parks, 
playing fields etc designated Dog 
Exclusion Areas. 

Accessibility of alternative public spaces 
for dog exercise considered by stake 
holders where Exclusion areas are 
proposed. 
 

Race .None None N/A 

Religion or Belief .None None N/A 

Sex None None N/A 
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Protected 
Characteristics  

Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has on the protected 

characteristic 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has on the 
protected characteristic 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 

better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Sexual Orientation .None None N/A 

2. The Socio-economic Duty and Social Justice 

The Socio-economic Duty requires public bodies to  have due regard to the need to reduce inequalities of outcome which result from socio-

economic disadvantage when taking key decisions This duty aligns with our commitment as an authority to Social Justice. 

 Describe any positive impacts your 

proposal has in respect of people 

suffering socio economic 

disadvantage 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has in respect of 
people suffering socio economic 
disadvantage. 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 
better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

 

Socio-economic 

Duty and Social 

Justice  

None None 

 

 

N/A 
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3. Policy making and the Welsh language. 

 
How does your proposal impact 
on the following aspects of the 
Council’s Welsh Language 
Standards: 

 

 Describe the positive impacts of 

this proposal 

 

 
Describe the negative impacts 
of this proposal 

 

What has been/will be done 
to mitigate any negative 
impacts or better contribute 
to positive impacts 
 

Policy Making  

Effects on the use of the Welsh 

language,  

Promoting Welsh language  

Treating the Welsh language no 

less favourably 

Future public consultations PSPO and 

signage will need to be bi lingual – 

promotes Welsh language. 

None N/A 

Operational  

Recruitment & Training of 

workforce 

 

No new posts foreseen, but if created 

communicating in Welsh desirable, not 

essential. 

None N/A 

Service delivery  

Use of Welsh language in service 

delivery  

Promoting use of the language 

This is standard practice and will continue. 

Letters for example contain: 

Mae’r Cyngor yn croesawu gohebiaeth yn 

Gymraeg, Saesneg neu yn y ddwy iaith. 

Byddwn yn cyfathrebu â chi yn ôl eich 

dewis. Ni fydd gohebu yn Gymraeg yn 

arwain at oedi. 

The Council welcomes correspondence in 

English or Welsh or both, and will respond 

to you according to your preference. 

None N/A 
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4. Does your proposal deliver any of the well-being goals below?  Please explain the impact (positive and negative) you expect, together 
with suggestions of how to mitigate negative impacts or better contribute to the goal.  There’s no need to put something in every box if it is not 
relevant!

 Well Being Goal  

Does the proposal contribute to this goal? 

Describe the positive and negative impacts. 

What actions have been/will be taken to 

mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

A prosperous Wales 
Efficient use of resources, skilled, 
educated people, generates wealth, 
provides jobs 

Positive: Aim is to ensure the Council uses 

legislative tools available to be efficient and effective 

in carrying out its responsibilities to help provide a 

clean, healthy environment. 

N/A 

A resilient Wales 
Maintain and enhance biodiversity and 
land, river and coastal ecosystems that 
support resilience and can adapt to 
change (e.g. climate change) 

Positive: To help secure a behavioural change so 

that dog fouling is socially unacceptable and reduce 

pressure on the county, town and community 

councils to deal with it. Resources then freed up to 

deal with other priorities. 

N/A 

A healthier Wales 
People’s physical and mental 
wellbeing is maximized and health 
impacts are understood 

Positive: Further appraisal promotes consideration of 

the best way to deal with dog control issues which 

negatively affect the community’s quality of life, in a 

proportionate and efficient manner. 

N/A 

A Wales of cohesive communities 
Communities are attractive, viable, 
safe and well connected 

Positive: dog fouling is considered to be the 

environmental problem which has the greatest 

impact on the look and feel of a neighbourhood. 

Further appraisal of options will help guide officers in 

the best way to help deliver behavioural change. 

N/A 

Corresponding in Welsh will not lead to 

delay. 
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 Well Being Goal  

Does the proposal contribute to this goal? 

Describe the positive and negative impacts. 

What actions have been/will be taken to 

mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

A globally responsible Wales 
Taking account of impact on global 
well-being when considering local 
social, economic and environmental 
wellbeing 

Positive: setting an example for developing 

communities which are attractive, viable and safe. 

N/A 

A Wales of vibrant culture and 
thriving Welsh language 
Culture, heritage and Welsh language 
are promoted and protected.  People 
are encouraged to do sport, art and 
recreation 

Positive: aim is to ensure sports and play areas in 

Monmouthshire are free from dog fouling 

N/A 

 

 

 

A more equal Wales 
People can fulfil their potential no 
matter what their background or 
circumstances 

N/A N/A 

 

5. How has your proposal embedded and prioritised the sustainable governance principles in its development? 

Sustainable Development 

Principle  

Does your proposal demonstrate you have met 

this principle?  If yes, describe how.  If not explain 

why. 

Are there any additional actions to be taken to 
mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

Balancing 

short term 

need with 

long term and 

planning for 

the future 

The ongoing considerations are aimed at guiding officers / 

members on the best way to reduce fouling and other dog control 

issues in public areas both in the short and long term. 

Close collaboration with Town and Community Councils 
to continue particularly through Give Dog Fouling the Red 
Card Working Group. 
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Sustainable Development 

Principle  

Does your proposal demonstrate you have met 

this principle?  If yes, describe how.  If not explain 

why. 

Are there any additional actions to be taken to 
mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

Working 

together with 

other 

partners to 

deliver 

objectives  

Ongoing consultation with stakeholders responsible for 

public spaces in the county on the controls needed and 

locations.  

Consultation feedback on draft PSPO to be fully 
considered. 

Involving 

those with 

an interest 

and seeking 

their views 

Ongoing consultation with stakeholders responsible for 

public spaces in the county on the controls needed and 

locations. 

Consultation feedback on draft PSPO to be fully 
considered. 

Putting 

resources 

into 

preventing 

problems 

occurring or 

getting 

worse 

Intention is to consider and where appropriate use the 

legislative tools available with the aim of helping to 

achieve behavioural change in the small percentage of 

dog owners who are not acting responsibly. 

Further consultation feedback to be fully considered in 
due course. 

Considering 

impact on all 

wellbeing 

goals 

together and 

on other 

bodies 

The findings of the wide ranging public consultation 

and ongoing stakeholder consultation to inform a 

proportionate, properly considered PSPO. 

Consultation feedback to be fully considered 
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6. Council has agreed the need to consider the impact its decisions has on the following important responsibilities: Corporate 
Parenting and Safeguarding.  Are your proposals going to affect any of these responsibilities?   
 

 Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has  

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has  

What will you do/ have you done 
to mitigate any negative impacts 
or better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Safeguarding  Having the legislative powers available 
helps protect the public health of all age 
groups. 

 

.None N/A 

Corporate Parenting  None None N/A 

 
7. What evidence and data has informed the development of your proposal? 
 

 

Complaints received by Environmental Health, Waste and Street Services and participants in Give Dog Fouling The Red Card Working Group; Public 
consultation 26th July to 26th October 2022 – 1334 responses; Ongoing stakeholder consultation. 
 

 

8. SUMMARY:  As a result of completing this form, what are the main positive and negative impacts of your proposal, how have 
they informed/changed the development of the proposal so far and what will you be doing in future? 

 
Relevant exemptions to offences required for disabled persons, where disability effects ability to pick up dog faeces; partially sighted; assistance dogs. See 

draft PSPO for detail of exemptions. 
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9. ACTIONS: As a result of completing this form are there any further actions you will be undertaking? Please detail them below, if 
applicable. 

 

What are you going to do  When are you going to do it?  Who is responsible  

2 mth public consultation on draft PSPO June / July 2023 Huw Owen. Environmental Health 

   

   

 

10. VERSION CONTROL: The Equality and Future Generations Evaluation should be used at the earliest stage, such as informally 

within your service, and then further developed throughout the decision making process.  It is important to keep a record of this 

process to demonstrate how you have considered and built in equality and future generations considerations  wherever 

possible. 

 

Version 

No. 

Decision making stage  Date considered Brief description of any amendments made following 

consideration 

4 Place Scrutiny Committee 25th May 2023 25th May 2023 Exemptions detailed in draft PSPO 
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1. PURPOSE: 

 

1.1 To scrutinise progress on plans to introduce a Public Spaces Protection Order, (PSPO), 

for dog controls in Monmouthshire under the provisions of the Anti–Social Behaviour, 

Crime and Policing Act 2014.  

2. RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 

2.1 Members consider the findings of engagement with relevant stakeholders on dog fouling in 

public spaces and endorse the proposal for a draft PSPO, when progressed, to include for 

the offence of a person in charge of a dog which has defecated on any public space in the 

county failing to remove the faeces from the land, as detailed in paragraph 3.8. 

 

2.2 Members consider and decide on the potential inclusion in a draft PSPO of an offence if a 

person in charge of a dog does not have the appropriate means to pick up any faeces 

deposited by that dog, as detailed in paragraph 3.11. 

 

2.3 Members consider and comment on the Council’s current considerations and proposed 

continued engagement with relevant stakeholders on the potential introduction of Dogs on 

Leads and Dog Exclusion Areas in a draft PSPO. 

 

2.4      That a further report is presented to this Committee, following engagement with relevant 

stakeholders (as outlined in 2.3 and 3.18), to consider a draft PSPO, if one is considered 

to be needed and endorse a public consultation on it. 

 

2.5      That a report is then provided to this Committee, further to public consultation feedback on 

the draft PSPO, for pre-decision scrutiny before the Order goes to Cabinet or Individual 

Cabinet Member, (Cabinet Member for a Sustainable Economy), for decision.  

 

3. KEY ISSUES: 

 

3.1 As agreed by Strong Communities Select Committee on the 12th March 2020 a public 

consultation, having initially been delayed by the onset of the Covid pandemic, was 

undertaken between July and October 2021 on the introduction of a Public Spaces 

SUBJECT: PUBLIC SPACES PROTECTION ORDER FOR DOG CONTROLS 
 
MEETING:    Place Scrutiny Committee 
 
DATE:           19th April 2023 
 
DIVISION/WARDS AFFECTED:   All 
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Protection Order for dog controls, potentially covering fouling, dogs on leads and dog 

exclusion areas. 

 

3.2 The findings of the public consultation, resulting in 1334 responses, were reported to the 

Stronger Communities Select Committee on the 10th March 2022. 

 

3.3 The Committee endorsed the recommendation for a draft PSPO, when progressed, to 

include for the following offence: A person in charge of a dog when in a public space 

in the county failing to put a dog on a lead, of no more than 2 metres length, when 

directed to do so by an authorised officer where the dog is considered to be out of 

control, or causing alarm or distress or to prevent a nuisance. 

3.4 The Committee also endorsed the recommendation for the findings of the public 

consultation to be shared with relevant stakeholders responsible for public spaces in the 

county, to establish what controls, if any, they considered necessary and to identify any 

dogs on leads / dog exclusion areas. 

3.5      Dog Fouling. Currently the issue of dog fouling is addressed in the County through the 

Dogs (Fouling of Land) Act 1996. However the offence of failing to remove the faeces only 

covers certain designated land. Crucially it does not include all public spaces.  

3.6      As provided in the previous Committee report there was widespread support in the public 

consultation (87%) of responses, including from the Dogs Trust, on a blanket approach 

requiring dog owners to remove dog faeces if their dog fouls any land to which the public 

have access across the county. 

3.7      However minimal response had been received from the larger private landowners 

responsible for public spaces.These have therefore been engaged further and positive 

responses now received from many including Brecon Beacons National Park, National 

Trust, Woodland Trust, a number of the Housing Associations and Town + Community 

Councils. No objections have been raised to the proposed provision requiring people to 

clean up after their dogs if the fouling is in a public space in the county. 

3.8      It is therefore recommended that when a draft PSPO is progressed and consulted on it 

includes for the offence of A person in charge of a dog which has defecated on any 

public space in the county failing to remove the faeces from the land forthwith 

unless they can show that:  

           (a) they have a reasonable excuse for failing to do so; or  

           (b) the owner, occupier, or other person or authority having control of the land has 

consented (generally or specifically) to their failing to do so; 

 

3.9      There is a clear need to carefully consider the potential impact of a PSPO on different 

sections of our communities. Exemptions to the offence will therefore need to be included 

for persons with certain disabilities who are not being able to pick up dog faeces; and for 

working dogs such as those used in law enforcement, farm dogs used to drive animals etc. 

3.10    Appropriate means for picking up dog faeces. This was not included in the July to 

October 2021 public consultation but has since been proposed for consideration following 

the recent stakeholder consultation. 
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3.11    The offence for consideration in the draft PSPO is A Person in Charge of a dog must 

have with them an appropriate means to pick up any faeces deposited by that dog, 

and must produce this if requested to do so by an Authorised Officer. 

 

3.12   For context, to assist Members considerations, 15 of the 22 Welsh Local Authorities have a 

PSPO for dog controls and of these 8 make it an offence if a dog owner does not carry an 

appropriate receptacle / bag. 

3.13    Dogs on Leads Areas and Dog Exclusion Areas. The provision of such areas were 

considered in the 2021 public consultation. Responses given for agreeing to such areas 

include owners having more control over their dogs so reducing the amount of uncollected 

faeces; reduce fouling levels on marked sports pitches / school grounds; and safety of 

children from out of control dogs. Reasons given in disagreement include dogs can be 

under control without being on leads and dogs require off lead exercise. 

3.14    As agreed by Members in the March 2022 report, a summary of the public consultation 

has been shared and a view sought from relevant stakeholders responsible for public 

spaces in the county, including relevant sections of the council, each Town and 

Community Council and large private landowners.  

3.15    Dog Exclusion Areas. The Council’s Grounds and Cleansing section has proposed that 

dogs should be excluded from all marked sports pitches and children’s play areas in the 

county. The majority of these will be owned by the county council (circa 10 marked pitches 

and 99 play areas) but a number are otherwise owned by Town and Community Councils 

(7 pitches and 13 play areas) and Housing Associations (9 play areas). There are also a 

number of other exemption areas proposed by stakeholders (8 in total to date). 

3.16    The Council’s Children and Young People and Mon Life Directorates have proposed that 

dogs should be excluded from all all school and leisure centre fields in the county.There 

are 34 in total. 

3.17    Dogs on Leads Areas. The Council’s Estates section has proposed 5 ‘open’ cemeteries 

in the county; the Grounds and Cleansing section 4 skate parks and 1 garden (Linda 

Vista). Again there are also a number of other Leads Areas proposed by other 

stakeholders (7 to date). 

3.18    A list of the proposed Dog Exclusion / Leads Areas has been sent to the relevant Town 

and Community Councils and landowners if privately owned, to seek their agreement or 

otherwise comment. It is hoped that this will result in an agreed definitive list of areas to be 

included in a draft PSPO. 

3.19    There will be a cost for introducing Dog Exclusion / Leads Areas, as each location will 

need signs to make users aware of the restrictions in place. In addition some locations 

may need fences or other means for enclosing or otherwise demarcating designated 

areas.  

3.20    Detail of costs to be provided with the draft PSPO in the next report if Members agree to 

progress but initial estimates are that 400 signs are needed (circa £35000).This crosses 
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Directorate responsibility and so the cost allocation will need consideration, again to be 

considered in the next report. 

 4. EQUALITY AND FUTURE GENERATIONS EVALUATION, (includes social justice, 

safeguarding and corporate parenting): 

 

4.1 The completed ‘Equalities & Future Generations Evaluation’ form is provided as Appendix 

One, attached. 

 

4.2 There is a clear need to consider carefully the potential impact of a PSPO on different 

sections of our communities. Consultation responses include concerns for persons with 

certain disabilities not being able to pick up dog faeces, and consideration will need to be 

given to the application of appropriate exemptions in this regard. A PSPO will need to 

ensure the varied needs of our communities are considered, positively impacting the 

wellbeing goal of a healthier Wales. 

 

5. OPTIONS APPRAISAL: 

 

5.1 To continue using the Monmouthshire County Council (Fouling of Land by Dogs) 

(Monmouthshire) Designation Order (No 1) 1998 with regard to fouling or, as proposed, to 

further fully consider the legislative tools available in dealing with dog control issues in the 

county. 

 

5.2 To continue engagement with relevant Town and Community Councils and landowners 

with responsibility for public spaces to list the areas where Dogs on Leads and Dog 

Exclusion restrictions are needed.  

 

5.3      To consider the outcomes of the engagement in a further report to Place Scrutiny 

Committee, and to seek endorsement of a public consultation on a draft Public Spaces 

Protection Order. 

 

6. EVALUATION CRITERIA: 

 

6.1 A progress report to Place Scrutiny Committee one year after implementation of a PSPO.  

 

6.2  A PSPO can be made for a maximum duration of up to three years, after which it may be 

extended if certain criteria under the Act are met. This includes that an extension is 

necessary to prevent activity recurring. Extensions can be repeated, with each lasting for a 

maximum of three years. A further consultation process is required if a PSPO time period 

is to be extended. 

 

7. REASONS: 

 

7.1 Despite the efforts of responsible dog owners and collaborative working through initiatives 

such as the Give Dog Fouling the Red Card group, dog fouling continues to be a problem. 

Requiring people to clean up after their dogs which foul on any public space in the county, 

appears to be a justified, proportionate response to the ongoing issue. 
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7.2      To ensure the potential requirement / offence for persons in charge of a dog in a public 

space to carry a means for collecting dog mess is fully considered. 

 

7.3     There will be costs attributable to the introduction of Dogs on Leads / Exclusion Areas so 

continued Member scrutiny and support is crucial if this is to be progressed. 

 

7.4     To enable further scrutiny on the draft PSPO prior to public consultation. 

 

7.5      To ensure fair, transparent, efficient and effective discharge of powers available to the 

Council under the Act. 

  

8. RESOURCE IMPICATIONS: 

 

8.1 Costs of consultation to be absorbed by existing budgets. If a PSPO for dog controls is 

introduced there will be cost implications including for enclosing or otherwise demarcating 

designated areas, signage and enforcement, to be considered in later reports. 

 

9. CONSULTEES 

           Chief Officer Social Care and Health 

           Head of Public Protection 

Estates Development Manager, Landlord Services 

Head of Waste & Street Services 

Chief Officer People and Governance 

Chief Operating Officer for Mon Life 

Chief Officer Children and Young People 

Environment & Culture Manager  

Youth Offending Team Service Manager 

 

10. BACKGROUND PAPERS: 

 

           Report to Strong Communities Select Committee ‘Public Spaces Protection Order’ for Dog 

Controls, 12th March 2020. 

            

           Report to Strong Communities Select Committee ‘Public Spaces Protection Order’ for Dog 

Controls, 10th March 2022. 

 

11 AUTHOR: Huw Owen, Principal Environmental Health Officer 

 

12. CONTACT DETAILS: 

 Tel:  01873 735433 

 E-mail: huwowen@monmouthshire.gov.uk  

 

Appendices 

 

Appendix One: Equality & Future Generations Evaluation 
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1. PURPOSE: 

 

1.1 To inform Members of the findings of a public consultation on plans to introduce a Public 

Spaces Protection Order, (PSPO), for dog controls in Monmouthshire under the provisions 

of the Anti–Social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014.  

 

1.2 To seek endorsement from Members to progress consultation with stakeholders 

responsible for public spaces in the county, including relevant council departments, town 

and community councils and private landowners, regarding the controls needed (dog 

fouling, dogs on leads / exemption locations) and areas in the county to be covered in a 

PSPO by such controls. 

 

1.3 To seek endorsement from Members for a draft PSPO, when progressed, to include: an 

offence for a person in charge of a dog when in a public space in the county failing to put a 

dog on a lead, of no more than 2 metres length, when directed to do so by an authorised 

officer where the dog is considered to be out of control or causing alarm or distress or to 

prevent a nuisance. 

2. RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 

2.1 Members consider the findings of the public consultation and comment accordingly on the 

potential introduction of a PSPO for dog controls relating to fouling, exclusion areas and 

dogs on leads areas for public spaces in the county. 

 

2.2 Environmental Health share the findings of the public consultation on dog fouling and dogs 

on leads / exemption areas, with relevant stakeholders responsible for public spaces in the 

county, to establish what controls, if any,  they consider are needed and to identify specific 

locations accordingly.  

 

2.3 Members consider, comment on and endorse the proposal for a draft PSPO, when 

progressed, to include for the following  offence: for a person in charge of a dog when in a 

public space in the county failing to put a dog on a lead, of no more than 2 metres length, 

when directed to do so by an authorised officer where the dog is considered to be out of 

control, or causing alarm or distress or to prevent a nuisance.  

SUBJECT: PUBLIC SPACES PROTECTION ORDER FOR DOG CONTROLS 
 
MEETING:    Strong Communities Select Committee 
 
DATE:           10th March 2022 
 
DIVISION/WARDS AFFECTED:   All 
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2.4      That a third report is presented to this Committee, following engagement with relevant 

stakeholders (as outlined in 2.2), to endorse a further public consultation on a draft Public 

Spaces Protection Order, if one is considered to be needed. 

 

2.5      That a fourth and final report is then provided to this Committee, further to public 

consultation feedback on the draft PSPO, for pre-decision scrutiny before the Order goes 

to Cabinet or Individual Cabinet Member, (Cabinet Member for Social Justice & 

Community Development), for decision.  

 

3. KEY ISSUES: 

 

3.1 A report to Members on the 12th March 2020 illustrated that, despite the efforts of 

responsible dog owners and many partners, dog fouling continues to be a problem in 

public spaces in the county. Fouling issues are often the trigger for requests for controls to 

be introduced in public spaces such as dogs on leads or exemption areas. While it is 

important that collaborative working on a local level continues through initiatives such as 

the Give Dog Fouling the Red Card group, it is also important that the Authority makes full 

use of the tools provided by legislation.  

 
3.2 The Anti-social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014 introduced new powers for use by 

Councils to address anti-social behaviour, including Public Spaces Protection Orders 

(PSPOs). Under the provisions of the Act, local authorities must be satisfied on reasonable 

grounds that the activity subject to an Order: 

- has, or is likely to have, a detrimental effect on the quality of life of those in the locality. 

- is, or is likely to be, persistent or continuing in nature. 

- is, or is likely to be, unreasonable. 

- justifies the restrictions being imposed. 

 

3.3 The aim is to stop the unreasonable behaviour in public spaces by introducing restrictions 

on the use of an area. A public space is defined as ‘any place to which the public or 

any section of the public has access, on payment or otherwise, as of right or by 

virtue of express or implied permission.’ 

3.4 When assessing what is ‘unreasonable’ activity, there is a need to balance the rights of the 

community to enjoy public spaces, with the civil liberties of individuals and groups who 

may be affected by any restrictions imposed. The March 2020 report recommendation to 

Members to endorse a public consultation on the introduction of a PSPO for dog controls, 

was agreed. 

3.5      The public consultation was delayed by the emergence of Covid 19. A wide ranging 3 

month consultation was undertaken from the 26th July to 26th October 2021.This 

comprised a bilingual introductory note explaining the PSPO considerations and a 

questionnaire. It was provided on the Council’s website for completion online, with a paper 

copy available on request. Awareness to the survey was raised on the Council’s social 

media accounts and direct messaging including to elected members, local business 
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groups, dog interest organisations (RSPCA, Dogs Trust, Kennel Club), private landowners 

with responsibility for public areas and registered sports clubs. 

3.6      The introductory note and questionnaire is provided in Appendix 1. A total of 1330 were 

completed online and 4 paper copy returns, the vast majority 1264 (94.8%), marked as 

completed by residents; 931 (69.8%) of the returns by dog owners.  

3.7     The consultation sought views on the need for dog controls in a PSPO with regard to 

fouling, dog exemption areas and dogs on leads. The summary headlines are as follows, 

with a more detail analysis of the results inserted, for ease of reference, in each relevant 

section of the questionaire in Appendix 1. 

3.8      Dog Fouling. Currently the issue of dog fouling is addressed in the County through the 

Dogs (Foulng of Land) Act 1996. However the offence of failing to remove the faeces only 

covers certain designated land, as detailed in the Monmouthshire County Council (Fouling 

of Land by Dogs) (Monmouthshire) Designation Order (No 1) 1998, in Part 1 by general 

description and Part 2 specifically. It does not include all public spaces.  

3.9      PSPOs enable a more wide ranging application and may apply to any public place as 

defined in paragraph 3.3. 

3.10    The consultation results provide: 

• 798 (59.8%) consider dog fouling to be a problem, 536 (40.2%) that it is not.  

 

• Of the 798 who said fouling is a problem the majority 646 (81%) state they notice 

uncollected dog waste Always / Frequently, while 152 (19%) Sometimes / Rarely. 

 

• Of the 931 dog owners, 470 (50.5%) said that it is a problem, 461 (49.5%) that its 

not.  

 

• Of the 403 non dog owners, 328 (81.4%) said that it is a problem, 75 (18.6%) that 

its not. 

 

• 795 (59.6%) said they typically see uncollected dog waste on pavements or public 

footpaths; 158(11.8%) on parkland; 78 (5.8%) on sports pitches; 19 (1.4%) on 

playgrounds; 6 (0.5%) in cemeteries; 278 (20.8%) other locations. 

 

• 1163 (87.2%) support a control requiring dog owners to remove dog faeces if their 

dog fouls any land to which the public have access across the county; 171 (12.8%) 

do not. 

 

•  A response was received from the Dog’s Trust (full response provided in Appendix 

2) which included the following: 

 

Dogs Trust consider ‘scooping the poop’ to be an integral element of responsible 

dog ownership and would fully support a well-implemented order on fouling.  We 

urge the Council to enforce any such order rigorously. In order to maximise 
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compliance we urge the Council to consider whether an adequate number of 

disposal points have been provided for responsible owners to use, to consider 

providing free disposal bags and to ensure that there is sufficient signage in place.  

3.11    It is evident from the consultation that the failure to ‘pick up’ after a dog has fouled 

continues to be an important issue in our environment which has a detrimental effect on 

the quality of life. This is likely to continue, despite the continuing efforts of responsible 

dog owners and the ongoing collaborative work with Town and Community Councils.  

3.12    Therefore a provision in a draft PSPO requiring people to clean up after their dogs, which 

foul on any public space in the county, appears to be a justified, proportionate response to 

the ongoing fouling problems. A public space may be privately owned, eg by the Canal 

and Rivers Trust, Registered Social landlords, Woodland Trust, NRW etc. These and other 

landowners were included in the consultation but minimal response received. It is 

therefore recommended that a further approach is made to inform them of the findings of 

the consultation, and seek their endorsement for all public space to be included in a draft 

PSPO. 

3.13    Dogs on Leads by Direction. Of those who responded to the consultation 1073 (80.4%) 

agreed to a new offence for failing to put a dog on a lead, of no more than 2 metres length, 

when directed to do so by an authorised officer where the dog is considered to be out of 

control or causing alarm or distress or to prevent a nuisance. This proposal was 

‘enthusiastically’ supported by the  Dogs Trust in their response: 

We consider that this order is by far the most useful, other than the fouling order, because 

it allows enforcement officers to target the owners of dogs that are allowing them to cause 

a nuisance without restricting the responsible owner and their dog. As none of the other 

orders, less fouling, are likely to be effective without proper enforcement we would be 

content if the others were dropped in favour of this order.  

3.14    In view of this consistent consultation response it is recommended that when a draft 

PSPO is progressed and consulted on it includes a county wide offence for failing to put 

a dog on a lead, of no more than 2 metres length, when directed to do so by an 

authorised officer where the dog is considered to be out of control or causing alarm 

or distress or to prevent a nuisance. This is a fair, proportionate means of dealing with 

dog control issues as they occur. 

3.15    Dogs on Leads Areas and Dog Exclusion Areas. These were considered in the 

consultation in response to concerns regarding fouling, dogs not properly controlled and 

the need for certain areas to be child or sporting user friendly. 

3.16    A summary of the consultation responses is provided in the table below: 

 Dogs on Leads Areas 
 

Dog Exclusion Areas 

Children’s playgrounds 
 

1237 (92.7%) agree / 
strongly agree. 
 

955 (71.6%) agree / 
strongly agree. 

Marked sports pitches 
 

1000 (75%) agree / strongly 
agree 

743 (55.7%) agree / 
strongly agree. 
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School grounds 
 

1239 (92.8%) agree / 
strongly agree. 
 

897 (67.2%) agree / 
strongly agree. 

Cemeteries 
 

1141 (85.5%) agree / 
strongly agree. 
 

676 (50.7%) disagree / 
strongly disagree. 

   

3.17    Specifically with regard to Dogs on Leads Areas over 2100 comments were received for 

the 2 open dialogue questions. Reasons given for agreeing to such areas include owners 

having more control over their dogs so reducing the amount of uncollected faeces; reduce 

fouling levels on marked sports pitches / school grounds; and safety of children from out of 

control dogs. Reasons given for those in disagreement include dogs can be under control 

without being on leads and dogs require off lead exercise. 

3.18    Other public spaces are proposed in a number of survey responses for dogs to be kept on 

a lead including parks, canal tow paths etc as detailed in Appendix 1. 

3.19    The Dogs Trust accepted that ‘there are some areas where it is desirable that dogs should 

be kept on a lead’ but ‘urge the Council to consider the Animal Welfare Act 2006 section 9 

requirements (the 'duty of care') that include the dog's need to exhibit normal behaviour 

patterns – this includes the need for sufficient exercise including the need to run off lead in 

appropriate areas’. 

3.20    Specifically with regard to Dog Exclusion Areas over 1650 comments were received for 

the 2 open dialogue questions. Again the main themes for those who agree / disagree and 

other public spaces proposed are given in Appendix 1. 

3.21    The Dogs Trust ‘accepts that there are some areas where it is desirable that dogs should 

be excluded, such as children’s play areas, however we would recommend that exclusion 

areas are kept to a minimum and that, for enforcement reasons, they are restricted to 

enclosed areas’. The Trust advised ‘excluding dogs from all sports pitches for long 

stretches of the year is unnecessary. In some cases sports pitches may account for a 

large part of the open space available in a public park, and therefore excluding dogs could 

significantly reduce available dog walking space for owners’. 

3.22    The consultation shows that there are public spaces where the control of dogs can be 

cause for concern, particularly children’s playgrounds and school grounds. However the 

appropriateness and practicality of such controls needs further detailed consideration. 

There will be cost implications attributable to controls not least ensuring the areas 

concerned are properly enclosed or otherwise demarcated, sign posted and other 

provisions such as ‘tieing up posts’. Again some of these public spaces will be privately 

owned, for example by Registered Social landlords, Woodland Trust, NRW etc and there 

will be an expectation for any costs to be borne by the landowner. 

3.23    It is therefore recommended that a further approach is made to the stakeholders with 

responsibility for the areas under consideration, including relevant sections of the council, 

together with each Town and Community Council, to inform of the findings of the 
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consultation and seek their view on the need for controls, if any, the nature of such 

controls and the location(s) concerned. 

 4. EQUALITY AND FUTURE GENERATIONS EVALUATION, (includes social justice, 

safeguarding and corporate parenting): 

 

4.1 The completed ‘Equalities & Future Generations Evaluation’ form is provided as Appendix 

Three, attached. 

 

4.2 There is a clear need to consider carefully the potential impact of a PSPO on different 

sections of our communities. Consultation responses include concerns for persons with 

certain disabilities not being able to pick up dog faeces, and consideration will need to be 

given to the application of appropriate exemptions in any draft PSPO. A common theme in 

the responses was concern regarding the impact of restricting access to parks, playing 

fields etc may have on persons with mobility issues. Walking dogs in such areas is cited 

as benefiting both dog and the owner.This will be conveyed to the stakeholders to take 

account of in their Dogs on Leads / Exclusion Area considerations. Any PSPO will need to 

ensure the varied needs of our communities are considered, positively impacting the 

wellbeing goal of a healthier Wales. 

 

5. OPTIONS APPRAISAL: 

 

5.1 To continue using the Monmouthshire County Council (Fouling of Land by Dogs) 

(Monmouthshire) Designation Order (No 1) 1998 or, as proposed, to further fully consider 

the legislative tools available in dealing with dog control issues in the county. 

 

5.2 The findings of the public consultation to help properly inform the next steps. In particular 

engagement with the sections in the council and other stakeholders responsible for public 

spaces, together with Town and Community Councils, to list the areas where controls are 

needed, their nature and reasons why needed. To consider the outcomes of the further 

engagement in a third report to Stronger Communities Select, and to seek endorsement of 

a further public consultation on a draft Public Spaces Protection Order 

 

6. EVALUATION CRITERIA: 

 

6.1 A progress report to Stronger Communities Select one year after implementation of a 

PSPO.  

 

6.2  A PSPO can be made for a maximum duration of up to three years, after which it may be 

extended if certain criteria under the Act are met. This includes that an extension is 

necessary to prevent activity recurring. Extensions can be repeated, with each lasting for a 

maximum of three years. A further consultation process is required if a PSPO time period 

is to be extended. 
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7. REASONS: 

 

7.1 To ensure fair, transparent, efficient and effective discharge of powers available to the 

Council under the Act. 

  

8. RESOURCE IMPICATIONS: 

 

8.1 Costs of consultation to be absorbed by existing budgets. If a PSPO for dog controls is 

introduced there will be cost implications including for enclosing or otherwise demarcating 

designated areas, signage and enforcement, to be considered when appropriate in later 

reports. 

 

9. CONSULTEES  

           Social Care & Health DMT 

Strategic Leadership Team 

Head of Public Protection 

Head of Commercial, Property, Fleet & Facilities 

Head of Waste & Street Services 

Monitoring Officer and Head of Legal Services 

Chief Operating Officer for Mon Life 

Environment & Culture Manager  

Head of Governance, Engagement and Improvement 

Youth Offending Team Service Manager 

 

10. BACKGROUND PAPERS: 

 

           Anti-social Behaviour, Crime and  Policing Act 2014: Anti-social behaviour powers 

Statutory guidance for frontline professionals. Updated August 2019. 

 

           Report to Strong Communities Select Committee ‘Public Spaces Protection Order’ for Dog 

Controls, 12th March 2020. 

 

11 AUTHOR: Huw Owen, Principal Environmental Health Officer 

 

12. CONTACT DETAILS: 

 Tel:  01873 735433 

 E-mail: huwowen@monmouthshire.gov.uk  

 

Appendices 

 

Appendix One: Public consultation on plans to introduce a PSPO on dog controls in the county, 

26th July to 26th October 2020, including results analysis. 

 

Appendix Two: Consultation response from Dogs Trust dated 13th August 2021. 

 

Appendix Three: Equality & Future Generations Evaluation 
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1. PURPOSE: 

 

1.1 To seek endorsement from Members to commence public consultation on the introduction 

of a Public Spaces Protection Order for dog controls in Monmouthshire under the 

provisions of the Anti–Social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014. 

2. RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 

2.1 Members consider the proposed approach, comment accordingly and endorse the 

proposal for public consultation on the introduction of a Public Spaces Protection Order 

(PSPO) for dog controls, potentially relating to fouling, exclusion areas and dogs on leads 

areas. 

 

2.2 The findings of the public consultation and appraisal of the options are reported back to 

Stronger Communities Select Committee, together with recommendations on the merits of 

making a Public Spaces Protection Order and the detail of controls to be included in such 

an Order. 

 

2.3      Following the second report to Stronger Communities Select Committee a further public 

consultation is commenced on a draft Public Spaces Protection Order if one is considered 

to be needed. 

 

2.4      In the context of public consultation feedback a third report is then provided to Stronger 

Communities Select Committee for pre-decision scrutiny before the Order goes to Cabinet 

or Individual Cabinet Member, (Cabinet Member for Social Justice & Community 

Development), for decision.  

 

3. KEY ISSUES: 

 

3.1 Despite the efforts of responsible dog owners and many partners, dog fouling continues to 

be a problem nationwide. As provided in Keep Wales Tidy ‘Litter in Wales Understanding 

Littering and Litterers Executive Summary Report 2010’, the Welsh public considers dog 

fouling the environmental problem which has the greatest impact on the look and feel of a 

SUBJECT: PUBLIC SPACES PROTECTION ORDER FOR DOG CONTROLS 
 
MEETING:    Strong Communities Select Committee 
 
DATE:           12th March 2020 
 
DIVISION/WARDS AFFECTED:   All 
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neighbourhood. This position is reflected in Monmouthshire with a significant number of 

complaints to Members and Officers. 

 
3.2 A working group has been established in Monmouthshire since early 2015 comprised of a 

number of Town and Community Councils, (currently 22 involved), working in partnership 

with Environmental Health and Waste and Street Services.The primary focus of the Group 

is to raise awareness of the anti-social nature of dog fouling, and help develop a social 

conscience that dog owners should ‘pick up’ under the brand Give Dog Fouling the Red 

Card. This collaborative working has helped target ‘hot spot’ areas, fund signage with 

consistent messaging, and deliver awareness raising days several times a year in 

locations where fouling has been highlighted as a problem. 

3.3  The legislative backdrop to this ongoing work is the Monmouthshire County Council 

(Fouling of Land by Dogs) (Monmouthshire) Designation Order (No 1) 1998 which is 

provided in Appendix 1. The Order which came into force on the 29th June 1998 

designates the areas of land in Monmouthshire, Part 1 by description, Part 2 specifically, 

to which the provisions of the Dogs (Fouling of Land) Act 1996 apply. Currently if a dog 

defecates at any time on designated land in Monmouthshire and a person who is in charge 

of the dog fails to remove the faeces from the land forthwith, that person is guilty of an 

offence unless there is a reasonable excuse for failing to do so. 

3.4  However as with many issues relating to the quality of our local environment, dog fouling 

continues to prove a complex issue to tackle. Many factors influence whether persons 

‘pick up’ after their dogs such as time of day, weather, footfall, the location, facilities (bags, 

bins) etc. While there has been a generally improving picture in Monmouthshire, complaint 

levels to Environmental Health remain substantial:  

           2015 – 120 complaints 

           2016 – 100 complaints 

           2017 – 122 complaints 

           2018 – 90 complaints 

           2019 – 89 complaints 

 

3.5      In addition Keep Wales Tidy carry out an annual All Wales Local Environmental Audit to 

provide a ‘snap shot’ of litter, which includes dog fouling, across local authority areas. The 

2019 – 20 survey encountered dog fouling on 16.7% of streets across Monmouthshire, (48 

streets surveyed), and while no streets were found to have a significant or a severe 

presence, it is the highest recorded in the county since 2013 – 14 and significantly higher 

than the national average of 8.8%. 

3.6      It is clear from research that a holistic approach is needed to help bring about behavioural 

change and long lasting impact. It is important therefore that collaborative working on a 

local level continues through initiatives such as the Give Dog Fouling the Red Card group.  

3.7      It is important as well for the Authority to make full use of the tools provided by 

legislation.The Anti-social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014 introduced new powers 

for use by councils to address anti-social behaviour including Public Spaces Protection 
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Orders (PSPOs). Under the provisions of the Act local authorities must be satisfied on 

reasonable grounds that the activity subject to an Order: 

- has, or is likely to have, a detrimental effect on the quality of life of those in the locality. 
- is, or is likely to be, persistent or continuing in nature. 
- is, or is likely to be, unreasonable. 
- justifies the restrictions being imposed. 

 
3.8      When assessing what is ‘unreasonable’ activity, there is a need to balance the rights of 

the community to enjoy public spaces, with the civil liberties of individuals and groups who 

may be affected by any restrictions imposed. Early engagement with our communities is 

therefore essential in order to fully understand the many views that are likely, consider the 

evidence of need for a PSPO and what it needs to contain. 

3.9      A 3 month wide ranging open public consultation is therefore proposed which will include, 

but not limited to, the Chief of Police, the Office of the Police and Crime Commissioner, 

elected Members, Council Officers, the general public and external agencies, especially 

those with a vested interest such as Keep Wales Tidy, Dogs Trust and the Kennel Club. 

The consultation will explain that the aim is to help ensure there is a balance so that dog 

owners can enjoy their dogs and ensure their welfare, whilst at the same time others can 

still enjoy public spaces without interference or impact from dogs and irresponsible dog 

ownership. 

3.10    The consultation will seek views on the need for dog controls such as, but not limited to, 

the following areas: 

          Dog Fouling  

• To make it an offence to fail to remove dog faeces from any land to which the public 

have access across the county. 

Dog Exclusion Areas  

• Such as school grounds, children’s play areas and marked sports pitches. 

Dogs on Leads Areas 

• Specified areas such as cemeteries. 

• On any land to which the public have access when directed to do so by an 

Authorised Officer where a dog is considered to be out of control or causing alarm 

and distress. 

3.11    As is the case with the existing Order, breach of a PSPO is a criminal offence with a fine 

liable on prosecution in court of up to £1000. Authorised Officers can issue a Fixed 

Penalty Notice (FPN) to offer the recipient the opportunity to discharge liability for the 

offence. FPN levels for breach of a PSPO were agreed by Cabinet on the 7 September 

2016 and are £100 payable within 14 days, reduced to £75 if paid within 10 days.This 

reflects a slight increase for breach of the existing Order of £75 discounted to £50 for early 

payment. 
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 4. EQUALITY AND FUTURE GENERATIONS EVALUATION, (includes social justice, 

safeguarding and corporate parenting): 

 

4.1 The completed ‘Equalities & Future Generations Evaluation’ form is provided as Appendix 

Two, attached. 

 

4.2 There is a clear need to consider carefully the potential impact of a PSPO on different 

sections of our communities. For example exemptions for particular groups may be 

appropriate such as those using assistance dogs, emergency services etc.The public 

consultation is proposed to ensure the varied needs of our communities are considered 

fully with any resultant PSPO positively impacting the wellbeing goal of a healthier Wales. 

 

5. OPTIONS APPRAISAL: 

 

5.1 To continue using the Monmouthshire County Council (Fouling of Land by Dogs) 

(Monmouthshire) Designation Order (No 1) 1998 or, as proposed, to fully consider the 

legislative tools available in dealing with dog control issues in the county.The findings of 

the public consultation will help properly inform the next steps with an appraisal of the 

options presented in a second report to Stronger Communities Select. 

 

6. EVALUATION CRITERIA: 

 

6.1 A progress report to Stronger Communities Select one year after implementation of a 

PSPO.  

 

6.2  A PSPO can be made for a maximum duration of up to three years, after which it may be 

extended if certain criteria under the Act are met. This includes that an extension is 

necessary to prevent activity recurring. Extensions can be repeated, with each lasting for a 

maximum of three years. A further consultation process is required if a PSPO time period 

is to be extended. 

  

7. REASONS: 

 

7.1 To ensure fair, transparent, efficient and effective discharge of powers available to the 

Council under the Act. 

  

8. RESOURCE IMPICATIONS: 

 

8.1 Costs of consultation to be absorbed by existing budgets. If a PSPO for dog controls is 

introduced there will be cost implications including for signage and enforcement, to be 

considered when appropriate in later reports. 

 

9. CONSULTEES: 

            

           Social Care & Health DMT 

Strategic Leadership Team 
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Head of Public Protection 

Head of Waste & Street Services 

Monitoring Officer and Head of Legal Services 

Chief Operating Officer for Mon Life 

Environment & Culture Manager  

Head of Governance, Engagement and Improvement 

Youth Offending Team Service Manager 

 

10. BACKGROUND PAPERS: 

 

 Anti-social Behaviour, Crime and  Policing Act 2014: Anti-social behaviour powers 

Statutory guidance for frontline professionals. Updated August 2019. 

  

11 AUTHOR: 

 

 Huw Owen, Principal Environmental Health Officer 

 

12. CONTACT DETAILS: 

 

 Tel:  01873 735433 

 E-mail: huwowen@monmouthshire.gov.uk  

 

 

Appendices 

 

Appendix One: Monmouthshire County Council (Fouling of Land by Dogs) (Monmouthshire)      

                         Designation Order (No 1) 1998 

Appendix Two: Equality & Future Generations Evaluation 

Page 47

mailto:huwowen@monmouthshire.gov.uk


This page is intentionally left blank



 

 

 

 

 

 

1 PURPOSE 

 

1.1 The Welsh Government’s Transforming Towns programme and UK 

Government’s Levelling Up Fund present opportunities to fund the delivery of 

strategic regeneration projects in Monmouthshire. However, the scale of 

Monmouthshire’s ambition in terms of regeneration greatly exceeds the funding 

expected to be available in the short to medium term. There is therefore a need 

to prioritise projects against potential sources of funding. 

 

1.2 The purpose of this report is to brief Members on strategic regeneration projects 

in Monmouthshire and potential sources of funding for delivery, and to allow 

members to scrutinise the proposed recommendations for prioritisation of 

projects for funding applications. 

 

2 RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 

2.1 That Place Scrutiny Committee scrutinises the proposed prioritisation of strategic 

regeneration projects in Monmouthshire against potential sources of funding for 

delivery, and endorses the proposed recommendations Cabinet to: 

 

2.1.1 Authorise the Chief Officer, Communities and Place, to prepare and 

submit an application for Levelling Up Fund Round 3 funding to support 

the delivery of regeneration projects in Caldicot, in consultation with the 

Cabinet Member for Sustainable Communities and the Severnside Area 

Committee and subject to confirmation that funding is available. 

 

2.1.2 Authorise officers to prepare and submit a bid for Transforming Towns 

funding for the delivery of proposals for public realm and active travel 

improvements in Monnow Street, Monmouth, subject to the decision on 

adoption of those proposals by Cabinet expected on 17 May 2023. 

 

 

  

SUBJECT: REGENERATION FUNDING AND PRIORITIES 

MEETING:   PLACE SCRUTINY COMMITTEE 

DATE:   25 MAY 2023 

DIVISION/WARDS AFFECTED: ALL 
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3 KEY ISSUES: 

 

3.1 A report on Regeneration Funding and Delivery was presented to Cabinet in July 

2022. The report included a schedule of potential strategic regeneration projects 

across the county and provided information on potential sources of grant funding 

for delivery from the UK and Welsh Governments. The report recommended that 

a decision on prioritisation of strategic projects against potential funding should 

be deferred to allow alignment with the new Community and Corporate Plan, and 

so that it could be informed by the decision on MCC’s bids to the UK 

Government’s Levelling Up Fund Round 2 (LUF2). Cabinet agreed the report’s 

recommendations. 

 

3.2 The UK Government announced the results of LUF2 on 19 January 2023: 

unfortunately, none of the three bids submitted by MCC was successful. The 

Community and Corporate Plan was approved by Council on 20 April 2023. It is 

therefore now timely to revisit the prioritisation of strategic regeneration projects 

against potential funding sources, so that funding applications can be prepared 

and submitted. 

 

 

Funding for regeneration delivery 

 

3.3 The two key potential sources of grant funding for delivery of large regeneration 

projects in Monmouthshire are the UK Government’s Levelling Up Fund and the 

Welsh Government’s Transforming Towns programme. 

 

 

Levelling Up Fund 

 

3.4 The UK Government’s Levelling Up Fund (LUF) offers funding for investment in 

infrastructure to support town centre and high street regeneration, local transport 

projects, and cultural and heritage assets. There have so far been two rounds of 

Levelling Up Fund awards: round 1, in which funding awards were announced in 

October 2021, and round 2, announced in January 2023. 

 

3.5 In rounds 1 and 2, local authorities were able submit one bid for each 

Westminster constituency within their boundary, and one additional bid for 

transport projects. The maximum LUF funding available for each bid was £20m. 

Local match funding of 10% or higher was encouraged. 

 

3.6 MCC submitted two bids to LUF1, for packages of regeneration projects in 

Caldicot and Monmouth. Unfortunately neither bid was successful. Cabinet 

agreed in March 2022 that both bids should be revised for resubmission in LUF2. 

A third bid, focusing on transport infrastructure in Chepstow, was also submitted 

to LUF2.  

 

3.7 The projects which made up MCC’s three LUF2 bids were as follows: 
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• Caldicot: refurbishment of Caldicot leisure centre to create wellbeing hub; 

acquisition and refurbishment of 7-43 Newport Road, with commercial and 

community uses on the ground floor and residential above; public realm 

improvements in the town centre. 

• Monmouth: enhanced museum and visitor facility at Shire Hall; start up 

business units and agile working space with future affordable housing 

development at Market Hall; and public realm improvements to Monnow 

Street and Blestium Street with a new café and public toilets. 

• Chepstow: creation of public transport hub (with access to rail, bus, taxi, 

EV charging, car parking, and bike storage) at the railway station; 

improved active travel routes.  

 

3.8 Details of the costs of the three bids (based on summer 2022 costs estimates), 

as well as assumptions about match funding made at that time, are provided at 

Appendix 1. As noted above, none of the three bids was successful in LUF2. 

 

3.9 The UK Government confirmed in January 2023 that there would be a third round 

of Levelling Up Fund. No further details have been made available since then. 

Nevertheless, officials at the Department for Levelling Up, Housing and 

Communities (DLUHC) have confirmed that LUF3 is still expected. It is 

understood that around £50m will be available for projects in Wales. 

 

3.10 UK ministers are understood to be considering a number of variables for LUF3, 

including: 

 

• Whether funding will be awarded competitively, as in the two previous 

rounds, or on an allocative basis. 

• Eligibility criteria for bidders and for projects, whether in a competitive or 

allocative process. 

• Options for delivery timescales: both previous rounds of LUF have 

required delivery to be complete by March 2025. LUF3 awards in 

summer/autumn 2023 or later would make completion of large projects by 

that deadline challenging. 

• Level of funding available for projects or packages of projects: in previous 

rounds, the maximum funding available for packages of projects was 

£20m. It is understood that although no decision has been made, the limit 

may be lower in LUF3. 

 

3.11 There is not yet any clarity on timescales for LUF3, whether for applications or for 

proposals in an allocative process. However, both previous rounds have opened 

in spring, with summer deadlines for submission. It is assumed that this is likely 

to be replicated for round 3. 

 

3.12 Although there is a high degree of uncertainty about the nature of LUF3, it is 

likely that, once announced, the timescales for submission of applications or 

proposals and subsequently for delivery will be relatively short. It would therefore 

be advantageous to begin work towards a potential application or proposal as 
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soon as possible, to allow the maximum time for development before an 

assumed summer deadline. 

 

 

Transforming Towns funding 

 

3.13 Transforming Towns is the Welsh Government’s key regeneration funding 

programme. It is focused on town centres. A prerequisite for funding is that a 

placemaking plan should be in place or in development. 

 

3.14 The Welsh Government allocated £44m of Transforming Towns capital funding to 

South East Wales for 2022/23 to 2024/25. This includes funding for Placemaking 

Grant projects (projects with up to £250k Welsh Government funding) and 

‘strategic’ projects (requiring more than £250k Welsh Government funding). In 

expectation that some projects to which funding is awarded will not come 

forward, the funding may be over-profiled by up to 30%. This means that the total 

amount of funding awarded for the three-year period may be up to £57m, 

although only £44m is available to be spent. 

 

3.15 Transforming Towns funding requires at least 30% match funding from non-

Welsh Government sources. Projects funded through the 2022/23 to 2024/25 

Transforming Towns programme must be complete by March 2025. 

 

3.16 Transforming Towns funding is awarded on a competitive basis. Nevertheless 

there appears to be an expectation that there will be a broadly even distribution 

of funding across the ten authorities in South East Wales. This has implications 

for the maximum amount of Transforming Towns grant likely to be available tp 

any one local authority. 

 

3.17 In summer 2022 local authorities were invited to submit proposals for packages 

of smaller ‘Placemaking Grant’ projects. MCC’s proposed package was agreed 

as part of the Regeneration Funding and Delivery Cabinet report in July 2022. A 

grant offer of £1.1m was made to MCC in October 2022. 

 

3.18 Applications for Transforming Towns strategic funding can be submitted at any 

time. 

 

3.19 In line with Cabinet’s decision in July 2022 to defer prioritisation of strategic 

regeneration projects against potential sources of regeneration funding pending a 

decision on LUF2 and to allow alignment with the new Community and Corporate 

Plan, MCC has not yet made any application for Transforming Towns funding for 

larger ‘strategic’ projects. Given the implementation deadline of March 2025, and 

the risk that bids from other authorities will lead to the exhaustion of all available 

Transforming Towns funding, any MCC bid for Transforming Towns funding for 

strategic regeneration should now be progressed. 
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Prioritisation of strategic regeneration projects against funding 

opportunities 

 

3.20 The July 2022 Regeneration Funding and Delivery report to Cabinet included a 

table of key strategic regeneration projects across the county. An updated 

version is provided below, with commentary on the status of each project. Cost 

estimates are the most recent available but will require updating to support any 

future funding application and should be considered indicative at this stage. 

 

Project  Description  Cost estimate 
(if known)  

Status 

Cross Street, 
Abergavenny 

Public realm 
enhancements to 
facilitate permanent 
part-time 
pedestrianisation (if 
taken forward) 

£2,000,000 To be considered as 
part of Abergavenny 
placemaking plan. 

Caldicot Leisure 
Centre 

Refurbishment to 
create wellbeing hub 

£11,398,832 Planning permission 
granted August 2022. 
SAB application not yet 
determined. 

Newport Road, 
Caldicot 

Public realm 
improvements to the 
pedestrianised area in 
town centre 

£3,620,757 Detailed design now 
complete. 

7-43 Newport 
Road, Caldicot 

Acquisition and 
refurbishment of key 
town centre building 

£9,552,865 Would benefit from 
further development 
required to progress 
project and support 
future funding 
applications. 

Newport Road 
west, Caldicot 

Active travel/public 
realm improvements 
to link between town 
centre and Caldicot 
station 

£2,500,000 Following feedback 
from TfW, design now 
focused on first phase 
of improvement at edge 
of town centre. 

Chepstow 
Transport Hub 

Construction of a 
bus/rail interchange 
facility at Chepstow 
railway station. 

£2,900,000 Funding for first phase 
of implementation 
sought through LTF. 

High Street, 
Chepstow 

Public realm changes 
if trial closure 
becomes permanent 

No longer 
applicable 

No longer applicable. 
Trial closure now 
removed following 
Cabinet decision in July 
2022.  

Former Barclays 
building, Chepstow 

Scope TBC Not known Scope unclear. 
Understood that new 
tenant has agreed lease 
terms. 

Monnow Street, 
Monmouth 

Public realm/active 
travel improvements 

£6,086,990 Concept design now 
complete. Subject of 
Cabinet report on 17 
May for decision on 
whether or not to 
proceed, subject to 
funding. 
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Project  Description  Cost estimate 
(if known)  

Status 

Blestium Street, 
Monmouth 

Creation of new 
riverside public space 
with café and toilets 

£2,913,872 Concept design and 
consultation from 2014 
requires updating. 

Shire Hall, 
Monmouth 

Refurbishment to 
create enhanced 
museum and visitor 
facility 

£3,873,226 National Lottery 
Heritage Fund 
development grant 
awarded, April 2023. 

Market Hall, 
Monmouth 

Refurbishment to 
create start up 
business units and 
agile working space 
with future affordable 
housing development 

£4,792,115 Requires further 
development to 
progress project and 
support future funding 
applications. 

Bridge Street, Usk Public realm 
improvements 

Not known Concept design to be 
commissioned summer 
2023. 

Twyn Square, Usk Public realm 
improvements 

Not known Concept design to be 
commissioned summer 
2023. 

Total (where known) £49,638,657  

 

3.21 Caldicot leisure centre, Chepstow transport hub, and Monmouth Shire Hall and 

Market Hall, which were not included in the list of strategic regeneration projects 

in the July 2022 Cabinet report, have been shown here for completeness given 

their inclusion in previous LUF bids. 

 

3.22 The above list is not exhaustive. The Transforming Chepstow Masterplan 

includes a number of prioritised projects, although with the exception of the 

transport hub they are not likely to require the same level of funding as the 

projects identified above and so do not fall into the WG Transforming Towns 

strategic project category referred to here. It is also likely that the placemaking 

plans which will be developed for Abergavenny, Magor and Monmouth will 

identify further regeneration projects, some of which may qualify for this strategic 

funding (over £250k). Clearly given the scale of Monmouthshire’s ambition in 

terms of regeneration, the costs of fulfilling this ambition, and the level of funding 

available, implementation of these projects will be a long-term programme. 

 

3.23 Nevertheless, Transforming Towns and LUF3 offer an opportunity to deliver 

some of these projects over the next two years. As noted, there is a need in both 

cases to move relatively swiftly to prioritise projects against this potential funding 

and to develop bids. 

 

3.24 As explained above, the current round of Transforming Towns funding requires 

projects to be completed by March 2025. It is assumed that the same deadline 

will apply for LUF3 funding. Relatively few of the strategic regeneration projects 

identified above are realistically deliverable within that timescale. Those still 

requiring funding and that could be delivered by that deadline are: 

 

• Caldicot Leisure Centre 
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• 7-43 Newport Road, Caldicot 

• Newport Road town centre public realm, Caldicot 

• Monnow Street public realm/active travel improvements, Monmouth 

 

3.25 It is therefore recommended that these projects form the basis of bids to be 

developed for LUF3 and Transforming Towns funding. 

 

3.26 Previous rounds of LUF have invited applications both for single projects and for 

packages of projects which “are aligned with each other and represent a 

coherent set of interventions”, up to the maximum in both cases of £20m. The 

maximum grant available through Transforming Towns funding in the current 

round is likely in practice to be significantly lower than that amount, given the 

level of funding allocated for South East Wales and the expectation that this will 

be shared to some degree across ten local authorities. 

 

3.27 The Council has submitted multiple bids in both previous rounds of LUF, as noted 

above. However, for round 3, given the likelihood that not more than one bid 

would be successful and to ensure that any decision on the prioritisation of 

projects in Monmouthshire is made at a local level, it is recommended that a 

single LUF bid is submitted.  

 

3.28 Of the three previously submitted LUF bids (for regeneration projects in Caldicot 

and Monmouth and for transport infrastructure in Chepstow), Caldicot is 

considered to offer the greatest potential for transformational change and 

alignment with Levelling Up objectives and in terms of demonstrating the need for 

intervention based on demographic and socioeconomic data as well expected 

population growth. 

 

3.29 Given these factors, it is recommended that the three Caldicot projects (the 

Leisure Centre, 7-43 Newport Road, and the town centre public realm) should be 

developed as a potential bid or proposal for LUF3. Early discussions with the 

Severnside Area Committee indicate that there would be local support for this 

approach, with a potential strengthened emphasis in the bid on health and 

wellbeing as the key rationale and the “golden thread” linking the three projects, 

developing Caldicot as a dementia- and disabled-friendly town. 

 

3.30 Proposals for the leisure centre refurbishment and for public realm improvements 

in the town centre are now well-developed and could move quickly to 

procurement and delivery when funding is secured. Further design development 

and cost analysis will be undertaken for the proposals for acquisition and 

refurbishment 7-43 Newport Road to bring the proposal to the same level of 

readiness. 

 

3.31 As more details emerge on LUF3 – including delivery timescales and the level of 

funding available for packages and for individual projects – it may be necessary 

to review and revise the scope of the proposed bid. To permit the swift decision 

making that is likely to be necessary to meet application or proposal deadlines, it 

is recommended that Cabinet authorises the Chief Officer, Communities and 
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Place, to prioritise project proposals for a LUF3 application in accordance with 

bidding requirements, in consultation with the Cabinet Member for Sustainable 

Communities and the Severnside Area Committee. 

 

3.32 Given that the three projects in Caldicot are recommended to be developed as a 

LUF3 bid, it is further recommended that an application for Transforming Towns 

funding should be prepared and submitted for the proposed public realm and 

active travel improvements to Monnow Street, Monmouth. This would be subject 

to a decision by Cabinet on 17 May on whether to adopt the proposal as the 

preferred scheme for delivery. 

 

3.33 Detailed design of the Monnow Street proposal is expected to be taken forward in 

the current year, subject to Cabinet’s decision on 17 May. It is expected that this 

would enable procurement of a contractor in Q4 2023/24 and implementation to 

begin early in 2024/25, if funding were secured for delivery. 

 

 

4 EQUALITY AND FUTURE GENERATIONS EVALUATION (INCLUDES SOCIAL 

JUSTICE, SAFEGUARDING AND CORPORATE PARENTING): 

 

4.1 An Integrated Impact Assessment (incorporating equalities, future generations, 

Welsh language and socio-economic duty) is attached at Appendix 2. 

 

4.2 The main impacts of the proposal identified in this impact assessment are: 

 

• Positive impacts on the protected characteristics of age, disability, and 

pregnancy/maternity arising from projects proposed for prioritisation. 

• Positive impacts in relation to socio-economic duty and social justice, relating 

to opportunities that would be created in economically thriving town centres. 

• Positive impacts on all the well-being goals. 

• The development of the proposal meets the sustainable development 

principles. 

• No impact on safeguarding or corporate parenting. 

 

 

5 OPTIONS APPRAISAL: 

 

5.1 The table below provides an options appraisal. 

 

Options Benefits Risks Comments/mitigation 

Do nothing • No demand on 
Council 
resources in 
terms of officer 
time or capital 
match funding 

• Strategic 
regeneration 
aspirations and 
associated 
outcomes would 
not be delivered 
in the short to 
medium term 

• Not recommended 

Page 56



Options Benefits Risks Comments/mitigation 

Seek funding 
from only one 
of LUF or 
Transforming 
Towns 

• Reduced 
demand on 
Council 
resources in 
terms of officer 
time and 
capital match 
funding 

• Some demand 
on Council 
resources in 
terms of match 
funding 

• Fewer strategic 
regeneration 
projects would 
be delivered in 
short to medium 
term, and 
therefore 
aspirations and 
outcomes not 
delivered. 

• Not recommended 

Prioritise 
projects other 
than those 
recommended 
here against 
the potential 
sources of 
funding 

• May allow 
alternative 
projects to be 
delivered 

• Significant 
demand on 
Council 
resources in 
terms of match 
funding 

• Projects 
recommended 
here would not 
be delivered in 
short to medium 
term 

• Not clear that 
any alternative 
projects are 
deliverable with 
timescales 

• Other projects 
may be lower 
priority and 
impact than 
recommended 
projects 

• Not recommended 

Prepare and 
submit bids for 
funding for 
prioritised 
projects as 
recommended 
in this report 

• Prioritised 
projects would 
be delivered if 
funding bids 
successful 

• Significant 
demand on 
Council 
resources in 
terms of match 
funding 

• Other strategic 
regeneration 
projects would 
not be delivered 
in short to 
medium term 

• Further 
development of 
other projects as 
recommended here 
would permit rapid 
delivery when other 
funding sources 
become available 

 

6 REASONS: 

 

6.1 The Welsh Government’s Transforming Towns programme and UK government’s 

Levelling Up Fund present opportunities to fund the delivery of strategic 

regeneration projects in Monmouthshire. However, the scale of Monmouthshire’s 
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ambition in terms of regeneration greatly exceeds the funding expected to be 

available in the short to medium term. 

 

6.2 There is therefore a need to prioritise projects against potential sources of 

funding. This report makes recommendations for that prioritisation. 

 

 

7 RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS: 

 

7.1 The development of bids for LUF3 and Transforming Towns, as recommended in 

this report, will be led by the Regeneration Team, with input from colleagues in 

other sections of the Council and using existing officer resources. The application 

process for previous rounds of LUF has been onerous and has required technical 

expertise in relation cost benefit analysis in line with UK Government Green Book 

processes, which has necessitated the procurement of external consultancy 

support. If the requirements for LUF3 are similar then further consultancy support 

is likely to be necessary. Although UK government awarded £125,000 to every 

local authority to support the costs of LUF bids, this funding has been exhausted 

in preparing bids for rounds 1 and 2. Further funding will therefore be required to 

support these costs. 

 

7.2 The match funding implications of LUF3 and Transforming Towns bids are likely 

to be significant. All cost estimates will need updating, but as a guide the total 

estimated cost of the package of projects submitted as the Caldicot LUF2 bid in 

summer 2022 was £24,572,455. MCC’s match funding commitment in that bid 

was £1,935,981, and MCC also underwrote assumptions about Welsh 

Government match funding to the value of £3,044,834. 

 

7.3 Transforming Towns funding requires match funding of least 30%. The most 

recent cost estimate for Monnow Street is £6,070,690. The match funding 

requirement based on this cost estimate would be at least £1,821,207. It is likely 

that the Council would need to provide most of this match funding. 

 

7.4 It is anticipated that the delivery of the projects recommended for prioritisation for 

LUF3 and Transforming Towns funding would be led and overseen by the 

Council’s Regeneration team, working with other service areas as appropriate 

and using existing officer resources. Funding to support additional project 

management resources where necessary will be sought as part of grant funding 

for the schemes. 

 

 

8 CONSULTEES: 

 

8.1 The following have been consulted 

 

• Cabinet 

• SLT 

• Severnside Area Committee 
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• Communities and Place DMT 

 

 

9 CONCLUSION 

 

9.1 Place Scrutiny Committee is invited to scrutinise the following recommendations 

prior to consideration by Cabinet: 

 

9.1.1 That Cabinet authorises the Chief Officer, Communities and Place, to 

prepare and submit an application for Levelling Up Fund Round 3 funding 

to support the delivery of regeneration projects in Caldicot, in consultation 

with the Cabinet Member for Sustainable Communities and the Severnside 

Area Committee and subject to confirmation that funding is available. 

 

9.1.2 That Cabinet authorises officers to prepare and submit a bid for 

Transforming Towns funding for the delivery of proposals for public realm 

and active travel improvements in Monnow Street, Monmouth, subject to 

the decision on adoption of those proposals by Cabinet expected on 17 

May 2023. 

 

 

10 BACKGROUND PAPERS: 

 

10.1 Costs and match funding assumptions for the Council’s LUF2 bids in summer 

2022 are provided at Appendix 1. 

 

10.2 The previous Cabinet approved the submission of LUF2 bids in March 2022. The 

report can be viewed here. 

 

10.3 The July 2022 Cabinet report on Regeneration Funding and Delivery is available 

here. 

 

10.4 The 17 May 2023 Cabinet report recommending adoption of the proposed 

scheme for Monnow Street is here. 

 

10.5 The LUF2 bids for Caldicot and Monmouth are available here. 

 

 

11 AUTHOR: 

 

Daniel Fordham, Regeneration Manager 

 

 

12 CONTACT DETAILS: 

 

danielfordham@monmouthshire.gov.uk 07890 024489 
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Appendix 1: Monmouthshire LUF2 bids: costs and match funding assumptions 

Appendix 2: Integrated Impact Assessment (incorporating equalities, future 

generations, Welsh language, and socio-economic duty) 
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Monmouthshire LUF2 bids: costs and match funding assumptions

CALDICOT

7-43 Newport Road

LUF £6,359,837

Welsh Government Transforming Towns Programme £2,700,000

Local match funding* £493,029

Subtotal Newport Road £9,552,865

Wellbeing and Leisure Hub

LUF £10,193,812

Local match funding* £1,205,020

Subtotal Wellbeing and Leisure Hub £11,398,832

Newport Road public realm

LUF £3,037,991

Welsh Government Active Travel Fund £344,834

Local match funding* £237,932

Subtotal Newport Road public realm £3,620,757

CALDICOT ALL PROJECTS

LUF £19,591,640

Welsh Government Transforming Towns Programme £2,700,000

Local match funding* £1,935,981

Welsh Government Active Travel Fund £344,834

Total - Caldicot all projects £24,572,455

MONMOUTH

Shire Hall improvements

LUF £3,485,903

Local match funding* £387,323

Subtotal Shire Hall improvements £3,873,226

Market Hall redevelopment

LUF £4,312,904

Local match funding* £479,212

Subtotal Market Hall redevelopment £4,792,115

Arrival and Connecting Blestium Street and Monnow Street

LUF £8,505,814

Welsh Government Active Travel £400,000

Local match funding* £545,091

Subtotal Arrival and Connecting Blestium Street and Monnow Street £9,450,905
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MONMOUTH ALL PROJECTS

LUF £16,304,621

Local match funding* £1,411,626

Welsh Government Active Travel £400,000

Total - Monmouth all projects £18,116,247

CHEPSTOW

LUF £5,227,320

Local match funding* £1,860,280

Welsh Government £380,000

Total - Chepstow £7,467,600

*Assumed likely to be required from MCC but could also be from other non-UK 

government sources
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Name of the Officer completing the evaluation 
Daniel Fordham 
 
Phone no: 07984 024489 
E-mail: danielfordham@monmouthshire.gov.uk 

Please give a brief description of the aims of the proposal 

The Welsh Government’s Transforming Towns programme and UK 

Government’s Levelling Up Fund present opportunities to fund the delivery of 

strategic regeneration projects in Monmouthshire. However, the scale of 

Monmouthshire’s ambition in terms of regeneration greatly exceeds the 

funding expected to be available in the short to medium term. There is 

therefore a need to prioritise projects against potential sources of funding. 

The purpose of the Cabinet report is to secure agreement on the prioritisation 

of strategic regeneration projects in Monmouthshire against potential sources 

of funding. It recommends that: 

• an application for Levelling Up Fund Round 3 is prepared for a package 

of projects in Caldicot  

• Welsh Government Transforming Towns funding is sought for the 

implementation of proposed public realm and active travel 

improvements in Monnow Street, Monmouth 

• Funding is sought to support further development of proposals for 7-43 

Newport Road in Caldicot and Blestium Street and the Market Hall in 

Monmouth 

Name of Service area 

Placemaking, Regeneration, Highways and Flooding 

Date   

15 May 2023 

 

1. Are your proposals going to affect any people or groups of people with protected characteristics?  Please explain the impact, the 

evidence you have used and any action you are taking below.  

Integrated Impact Assessment document 
(incorporating Equalities, Future Generations, Welsh Language and 

Socio Economic Duty) 
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Protected 
Characteristics  

Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has on the protected 

characteristic 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has on the 
protected characteristic 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 

better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Age The projects that are recommended for 
prioritisation in the report will support the 
regeneration of town centres, helping to 
retain locally accessible services and 
thriving businesses. Enabling communities 
to safely access local shops and services 
will benefited those who are without 
internet access or who cannot travel far to 
shop/use amenities: these issues 
disproportionately affect older people. 
High Streets can be enhanced with 
planters, parklets and outdoor trading 
spaces, improved public realm and 
attractive buildings. Placemaking will 
providing thriving places that are pleasant 
to dwell in, both supporting local 
businesses and helping those who are 
lonely, which may disproportionately affect 
elderly people. 
 
It is proposed that Caldicot LUF bid should 
have a specific focus on on health and 
wellbeing as the key rationale and the 
“golden thread” through the projects in the 
bid, developing Caldicot as a dementia- 
and disabled-friendly town  
 

None The public realm proposals for Monnow 
Street and the pedestianised area in 
Caldicot town centre include additional 
street seating, allowing people with 
limited mobility, expectant or new 
parents or young children to rest. 
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Protected 
Characteristics  

Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has on the protected 

characteristic 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has on the 
protected characteristic 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 

better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Disability The projects that are recommended for 
prioritisation in the report will support the 
regeneration of town centres, helping to 
retain locally accessible services in thriving 
businesses. Enabling communities to safely 
access local shops and services will 
benefited those who are without internet 
access or who cannot travel far to shop/use 
amenities: these issues disproportionately 
affect people with disabilities. 
 
It is proposed that Caldicot LUF bid should 
have a specific focus on on health and 
wellbeing as the key rationale and the 
“golden thread” through the projects in the 
bid, developing Caldicot as a dementia- and 
disabled-friendly town  
 
 

Changes to the public realm such as 
those proposed for Monnow Street and 
for the pedestrianised area in Caldicot 
town centre can be disorientating for 
people with sight difficulties and visual 
impairment and could be distressing for 
people with severe autism. 
 
Green infrastructure, street furniture and 
outdoor trading areas pose potential 
obstacles to those with visial 
impairments or mobility difficulties. Care 
will therefore been taken with the siting 
of these areas. 

The public realm proposals for Monnow 
Street and the pedestianised area in 
Caldicot town centre include additional 
street seating, allowing people with 
limited mobility, expectant or new 
parents or young children to rest. 
 
Careful consideration will be given to 
the needs of people with disabilities 
before implementing any changes. 

Gender 

reassignment 

.None None N/A 

Marriage or civil 

partnership 

None None N/A 
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Protected 
Characteristics  

Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has on the protected 

characteristic 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has on the 
protected characteristic 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 

better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Pregnancy or 

maternity 

The public realm proposals for Monnow 
Street and the pedestianised area in 
Caldicot town centre include additional 
street seating, allowing people to rest and 
feed children. 

Green infrastructure, street furniture and 
outdoor trading areas pose potential 
obstacles. Care will therefore been taken 
with the siting of these areas. 

The public realm proposals for Monnow 
Street and the pedestianised area in 
Caldicot town centre include additional 
street seating, allowing people to rest 
and feed children. 

Race None None N/A 

Religion or Belief None None N/A 

Sex Retail and hospitality businesses provide a 
significant number of valued job 
opportunities. Supporting people to shop 
locally and buy goods and services locally 
supports the retention of those jobs. Data 
suggests the majority of these jobs are done 
by females.  
 

None Changes to the public realm, as 
proposed for Monnow Street and the 
pedestrianised area in Caldicot town 
centre, will consider matters such as 
lighting to ensure that everyone is safe 
and feels safe. Feeling unsafe at night 
disproportionately affects females. 

Sexual Orientation None None Changes to the public realm, as 
proposed for Monnow Street and the 
pedestrianised area in Caldicot town 
centre,  will consider matters such as 
lighting to ensure that everyone is safe 
and feels safe. 

2. The Socio-economic Duty and Social Justice 

The Socio-economic Duty requires public bodies to  have due regard to the need to reduce inequalities of outcome which result from socio-

economic disadvantage when taking key decisions This duty aligns with our commitment as an authority to Social Justice. 

 Describe any positive impacts your 

proposal has in respect of people 

suffering socio economic 

disadvantage 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has in respect of 
people suffering socio economic 
disadvantage. 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 
better contribute to positive 
impacts? 
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Socio-economic 

Duty and Social 

Justice  

The projects recommended for prioritisation 

in the report will support the regeneration of 

Caldicot and Monmouth town centres, 

helping to retain locally accessible services 

and thriving businesses. An economically 

thriving town centre may create new 

employment and training opportunities 

which could benefit people suffering socio 

economic disadvantage. 

None 

 
 
 

The Regeneration team will liaise with 
colleagues in the Economy, Employment 
and Skills section to maximise 
opportunities. 
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3. Policy making and the Welsh language. 

 

 
How does your proposal impact 
on the following aspects of the 
Council’s Welsh Language 
Standards: 

 

Describe the positive impacts of this 

proposal 

 

 
Describe the negative impacts 
of this proposal 

 

What has been/will be done 
to mitigate any negative 
impacts or better contribute 
to positive impacts 
 

Policy Making  

Effects on the use of the Welsh 

language,  

Promoting Welsh language  

Treating the Welsh language no 

less favourably 

All new highway signs and carriageway 

markings delivered as part of public realm 

proposals for Monnow Street and the 

pedestianised area in Caldicot town centre  

will be bilingual with Welsh appearing 

before English as per current guidance. 

Any interpretational materials also will also 

be bilingual with Welsh appearing first. 

 

None. N/A  

Operational  

Recruitment & Training of 

workforce 

 

None: there are no recruitment implications 

arising from this proposal. 

None N/A 

Service delivery  

Use of Welsh language in service 

delivery  

Promoting use of the language 

All new highway signs and carriageway 

markings delivered as part of public realm 

proposals for Monnow Street and the 

pedestianised area in Caldicot town centre  

will be bilingual with Welsh appearing 

before English as per current guidance. 

Any interpretational materials also will also 

be bilingual with Welsh appearing first. 

 

None. N/A  
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4. Does your proposal deliver any of the well-being goals below?  Please explain the impact (positive and negative) you expect, together 
with suggestions of how to mitigate negative impacts or better contribute to the goal.  There’s no need to put something in every box if it is not 
relevant!

 Well Being Goal  

Does the proposal contribute to this goal? 

Describe the positive and negative impacts. 

What actions have been/will be taken to 

mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

A prosperous Wales 
Efficient use of resources, skilled, 
educated people, generates wealth, 
provides jobs 

The proposed schemes will help to to create a safe 

and attractive town centres for shoppers and visitors 

to support local businesses. Creating such an 

environment is widely used to support retail, 

services, hospitality outlets which in turn attracts 

businesses and subsequent employment whilst 

adding to the general appearance of prosperity and 

vitality in a town centre. Providing the infrastructure 

to enable citizens to enable communities to thrive 

and support local businesses. 

N/A 

A resilient Wales 
Maintain and enhance biodiversity and 
land, river and coastal ecosystems that 
support resilience and can adapt to 
change (e.g. climate change) 

Yes. The public realm proposals for Monnow Street 

and the pedestianised area in Caldicot town centre 

include green infrastructure measures which will 

enhance biodiversity, and will include sustainable 

urban drainage measures which mitigate the impact 

of heavy rainfall. 

Detailed specification of GI and SUDs at detailed 

design stage. Careful consideration will need to be 

given to management and maintenance of the 

rainwater gardens. 

A healthier Wales 
People’s physical and mental 
wellbeing is maximized and health 
impacts are understood 

Yes. It is proposed that Caldicot LUF bid should 
have a specific focus on on health and wellbeing as 
the key rationale and the “golden thread” through the 
projects in the bid, developing Caldicot as a 
dementia- and disabled-friendly town. Refurbishment 
of the leisure centre to create a wellbeing hub is one 
of the three projects which may form part of the 
Caldicot LUF bid. 
 
In addition, both the Monnow Street and Caldicot 
public realm proposals include active travel 
measures which encourage walking and cycling, 

N/A 
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 Well Being Goal  

Does the proposal contribute to this goal? 

Describe the positive and negative impacts. 

What actions have been/will be taken to 

mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

including an enhanced pedestrian environment and 
additional cycle storage. 

A Wales of cohesive communities 
Communities are attractive, viable, 
safe and well connected 

Yes. The proposals if implemented will create more 
attractive and welcoming environments in Caldicot 
and Monmouth town centres which are accessible to 
all parts of the community.  
 

Other projects are proposed, and grant funding 

available, to support town centre regeneration and 

vitality. The projects that are recommended for 

prioritisation in the report will support the 

regeneration of the Monmouth and Caldicot town 

centres but wil not in themselves solve all of the 

towns’ challenges. 

A globally responsible Wales 
Taking account of impact on global 
well-being when considering local 
social, economic and environmental 
wellbeing 

Yes. The proposals for Monnow Street and the 

pedestianised area in Caldicot town centre are 

designed to encourage use of active travel modes 

and to reduce car reliance and consequent negative 

environmental impacts. 

 

A Wales of vibrant culture and 
thriving Welsh language 
Culture, heritage and Welsh language 
are promoted and protected.  People 
are encouraged to do sport, art and 
recreation 

Yes. Any streets signs, highway markings and 

interpretational material delivered as part of the 

projects will be in Welsh and English. 

All consultation documents have been provided 

bilingually 

A more equal Wales 
People can fulfil their potential no 
matter what their background or 
circumstances 

Yes. The projects proposed for prioritisation in the 

report  aim to support an economically thriving town 

centre, which may create new employment and 

training opportunities. There is also evidence that 

public realm and active travel improvements such as 

those proposed for Monnow Street and Caldicot 

town centre can increase inclusion and reduce 

inequality because of the benefits they bring to 

The Regeneration team will liaise with colleagues in 

the Economy, Employment and Skills section to 

maximise opportunities. 
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 Well Being Goal  

Does the proposal contribute to this goal? 

Describe the positive and negative impacts. 

What actions have been/will be taken to 

mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

people without access to a car - a third of 

households in the UK, rising to two thirds for the 

poorest households. 

 

4. How has your proposal embedded and prioritised the sustainable governance principles in its development? 

Sustainable Development 

Principle  

Does your proposal demonstrate you have met 

this principle?  If yes, describe how.  If not explain 

why. 

Are there any additional actions to be taken to 
mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

Balancing 

short term 

need with 

long term and 

planning for 

the future 

Yes. Many of the projects recommended for prioritisation in 

the report will remain in place for many years, and will 

therefore be designed with longevity and adaptability in 

mind. Design of public realm and active travel measures 

proposed here will include measures to ensure SAB 

compliance, potentially including rainwater gardens or other 

measures which and help future proof the project in terms 

of climate change as well as ensuring biodiversity 

enhancement. The proposals build in measures to 

encourage modal shift in accordance with Llwybr Newydd.  

N/A 
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Sustainable Development 

Principle  

Does your proposal demonstrate you have met 

this principle?  If yes, describe how.  If not explain 

why. 

Are there any additional actions to be taken to 
mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

Working 

together with 

other 

partners to 

deliver 

objectives  

Yes. All of the projects recommended for prioritisation in the 

report have been developed with local partners. The 

Monnow Street scheme is the result of an extensive 

consultation and engagement process which included a 

wide range of stakeholders. The development of the 

forthcoming Monmouth Placemaking Plan, to be produced 

in collaboration with Monmouth Town Council, will build on 

this work.  

 

 

N/A 

Involving 

those with 

an interest 

and seeking 

their views 

Yes. All of the projects recommended for prioritisation in the 

report are the result of consultation with local stakeholders 

and communities. 

N/A 

Putting 

resources 

into 

preventing 

problems 

occurring or 

getting 

worse 

Yes. There are concerns about the economic fragility of 

town centres in Monmouthshire. The projects 

recommended for prioritisation in the report will address this 

challenge by supporting the regeneration of Caldicot and 

Monmouth town centres, helping to retain locally accessible 

services and thriving businesses. 

N/A 
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Sustainable Development 

Principle  

Does your proposal demonstrate you have met 

this principle?  If yes, describe how.  If not explain 

why. 

Are there any additional actions to be taken to 
mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

Considering 

impact on all 

wellbeing 

goals 

together and 

on other 

bodies 

Yes. The Caldicot LUF bid is proposed to have a specific 
focus on on health and wellbeing as the key rationale and 
the “golden thread” through the projects in the bid, 
developing Caldicot as a dementia- and disabled-friendly 
town. Refurbishment of the leisure centre to create a 
wellbeing hub is one of the three projects which may form 
part of the Caldicot LUF bid. 
 
The town centre improvements proposed for Monmouth 
and Caldicot will also have a positive impact on physical 
and mental wellbeing, by creating pleasant and safe 
environments for people on foot or cycle which encourages 
people to visit and spend more time in the townc entres, 
benefiting communities, visitors an local businesses. 
 

N/A 
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5. Council has agreed the need to consider the impact its decisions has on the following important responsibilities: Corporate 
Parenting and Safeguarding.  Are your proposals going to affect any of these responsibilities?   
 

 Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has  

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has  

What will you do/ have you done 
to mitigate any negative impacts 
or better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Safeguarding  N/A N/A N/A 

Corporate Parenting  N/A N/A N/A 

 
6. What evidence and data has informed the development of your proposal? 
 
The projects proposed to form the Caldicot LUF bid have each been informed by relevant evidence, and the case for investment as a whole is based on 
analysis of demographic and socioeconomic data. This is set out in the LUF 2 application, a link to which is provided in the main report. 
 
The Monnow Street proposal was informed by extensive consultation evidence, and well as data and evidence in relation to traffic impacts, active travel, 
economic impacts etc as cited in the Weltag 1 and 2 reports and in the recent Cabinet report on this proposal. A link to this report is provided in the main 
report 
 

 

7. SUMMARY:  As a result of completing this form, what are the main positive and negative impacts of your proposal, how have 
they informed/changed the development of the proposal so far and what will you be doing in future? 

 

.The main impacts of the proposal identified in this impact assessment are: 

• Positive impacts on the protected characteristics of age, disability, and pregnancy/maternity arising from projects proposed for prioritisation. 

• Positive impacts in relation to socio-economic duty and social justice, relating to opportunities that would be created in economically thriving town 

centres. 

• Positive impacts on all the well-being goals. 

• The development of the proposal meets the sustainable development principles. 
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• No impact on safeguarding or corporate parenting. 

 

 

 

 

8. ACTIONS: As a result of completing this form are there any further actions you will be undertaking? Please detail them below, if 
applicable. 

 

What are you going to do  When are you going to do it?  Who is responsible  

Seek a decision from Cabinet on the recommendations for prioritisation of 

strategic regeneration projects in Monmouthshire against potential sources of 

funding. 

Following feedback from Place 

Scrutiny Committee 
Daniel Fordham, Regeneration 

Manager. 

   

   

 

9. VERSION CONTROL: The Equality and Future Generations Evaluation should be used at the earliest stage, such as informally 

within your service, and then further developed throughout the decision making process.  It is important to keep a record of this 

process to demonstrate how you have considered and built in equality and future generations considerations  wherever 

possible. 

 

Version 

No. 

Decision making stage  Date considered Brief description of any amendments made following 

consideration 
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1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND PURPOSE 

 

1.1 The Transforming Chepstow Masterplan is a placemaking plan for Chepstow, co-

developed by Chepstow Town Council and Monmouthshire County Council and 

informed by consultation with stakeholders and the local community. 

 

1.2 The masterplan provides a strategic regeneration framework for Chepstow, 

providing a shared vision, aims and objectives for the town. It sets out a suite of 

projects which have emerged from consultation, including ten high priority projects, 

by which that vision will be realised and the aims and objectives can be met. 

 

1.3 The purpose of this report is to brief Place Scrutiny Committee members on and 

allow them to scrutinise the Transforming Chepstow Masterplan, prior to the 

masterplan being considered by Cabinet for adoption. 

 

 

2 RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 

2.1 That Place Scrutiny Committee scrutinises the Transforming Chepstow Masterplan 

and endorses the masterplan for adoption by Cabinet and the proposal to 

establish a joint masterplan delivery group with Chepstow Town Council. 

 

 

3 KEY ISSUES: 

 

3.1 The Transforming Chepstow Masterplan is proposed as the placemaking plan for 

Chepstow. It is provided at Appendix 1. 

 

3.2 The Welsh Government promotes placemaking as an approach which involves 

“working collaboratively across sectors and disciplines to comprehensively 

consider the future development of distinctive and vibrant places” (Design 

Commission for Wales, Placemaking Guide 2020). Planning Policy Wales states 

that placemaking is: 

 

SUBJECT: TRANSFORMING CHEPSTOW MASTERPLAN 

MEETING:   PLACE SCRUTINY COMMITTEE 

DATE:   25 MAY 2023 

DIVISION/WARDS AFFECTED: CHEPSTOW 
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‘a holistic approach to the planning and design of development and spaces, 

focused on positive outcomes. It draws upon an area’s potential to create high 

quality development and public spaces that promote people’s prosperity, health, 

happiness and well-being in the widest sense.’1 

 

3.3 Placemaking plans are strategic regeneration documents for a town or city which 

consider what placemaking means for that place. Developed collaboratively with a 

broad range of stakeholders, placemaking plans typically set out a vision for a 

place, consider the challenges and opportunities it faces, and propose actions and 

interventions to realise the vision and address the identified challenges and 

opportunities. 

 

3.4 It is a prerequisite of Welsh Government Transforming Towns funding for town 

centre regeneration that appropriate placemaking plans are in place or being 

developed. 

 

3.5 The proposal to produce a placemaking plan for Chepstow formed part of a report 

which was presented to Cabinet on 15 September 2021. It was proposed that 

masterplan would “pull together the various ongoing plans that impact on 

Chepstow town centre (e.g. the Transport Study, Town Council Place Plan and 

tourism via the Wye Valley Villages project) offering the necessary overarching 

strategic vision, co-ordination and governance… to enhance the long-term vitality 

and viability of the town.” 

 

3.6 Regeneration strategies that serve as placemaking plans are already in place for 

Caldicot and Usk as well as for the Wye Valley Villages. Placemaking plans will 

also be required for Abergavenny, Magor and Monmouth: this is an action in the 

recently adopted Community and Corporate Plan and will be taken forward in the 

current year. 

 

3.7 The Transforming Chepstow Masterplan was commissioned jointly by MCC and 

Chepstow Town Council in January 2022, and its development has been overseen 

by a steering committee comprising County Councillors in Chepstow and 

representatives from the Town Council. It builds on work done by the Town 

Council to produce a place plan.  Chris Jones Consulting was awarded the 

contract to develop the plan following a competitive tender process. 

 

3.8 The placemaking plan process has entailed six key steps: 

 

• Stakeholder communication and engagement to inform stakeholders about 

the plan and undertake the targeted stakeholder evidence gathering 

• Review of baseline documents and evidence 

• Analysis and understanding of the Chepstow’s performance compared to 

similar market towns 

 
1 PPW10, p16 
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• Development of ideas for physical streetscape and regeneration projects in 

the town 

• Public consultation 

• Preparation of the placemaking plan 

 

3.9 Consultation on the placemaking plan took place over three weeks in October 

2022, beginning with two face to face drop-in consultation events. The first of 

these was at the Palmer Centre in the town centre, and the second at Bulwark 

Community Centre. 168 people attended the events over the two days. The 

proposals were then displayed at Chepstow library for the rest of the consultation 

period. Information about of the placemaking plan proposals was also available 

online. 

 

3.10 A briefing pack was prepared for County and Town Councillors to enable them to 

present the proposals to local interest groups. In addition, a workshop session was 

held with pupils at Chepstow Comprehensive School. 

 

3.11 A survey was available throughout the consultation period, both online and in hard 

copy at locations around Chepstow. 398 people responded to the survey. 

 

3.12 Key messages from the consultation included: 

 

• Concerns about the town centre – including its identity, condition, and 

activities 

• Lack of provision for young people 

• Need for more local facilities – places to meet and support community 

cohesion 

• Need for infrastructure to support growth 

• Managing traffic and improving public transport 

Full details of the consultation are provided in the consultation report at Appendix 

2. 

 

3.13 The Transforming Chepstow Masterplan’s vision for the town, developed with 

stakeholders and informed by consultation, is that: 

 

“Chepstow is a great place for local people, businesses and visitors. The town 

centre is an accessible and distinctive place for local enterprise, arts, culture 

and public spaces, with transport and movement improved through integrated 

and multi-modal provision. The town’s neighbourhoods are well-connected, with 

the right range of services to support residents’ well-being through a focus on 

green solutions.” 

 

3.14 The key aims of the plan are: 
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• Aim 1: To develop Chepstow town centre as a destination for the local 

community and visitors that is built on its heritage, walled town character 

and successful businesses and attractions. 

• Aim 2: To develop the quality and range of community infrastructure across 

Chepstow’s neighbourhoods that supports local well-being and improved life 

chances 

 

3.15 Almost 30 potential projects to help realise the vision and aims were identified 

through the development of the plan and consultation with stakeholders and the 

public. Information on these is provided in the masterplan. To ensure a clear focus 

on delivery, County and Town Councillors have prioritised the projects. The top ten 

projects are: 

 

1. High Street vacant property campaign: street level and bigger properties, 

meanwhile and pop-up use 

2. High Street building improvement grants: High Street and Moor Street 

3. The Dell play provision and wildflower meadow 

4. Chepstow bus-rail interchange: regional and national connections, bus stops 

in town centre 

5. Demand response transport: fflecsi scheme 

6. The Drill Hall 

7. Garden City active travel link and Wales Coastal Path 

8. High Street workspace feasibility study 

9. Thornwell primary school: community growing project 

10. Bulwark active travel links and Wales Coastal Path links 

 

3.16 The Transforming Chepstow Masterplan steering group agreed the final draft plan 

(as attached at Appendix 1) at its meeting on 26 April 2023. 

 

3.17 It is proposed that that the masterplan should now be adopted by both 

Monmouthshire County Council and Chepstow Town Council. The focus will then 

move to delivery of the projects set out in the plan and in particular the ten 

prioritised projects. The plan identifies lead organisations for each project and 

potential sources of funding. 

 

3.18 It is proposed that a joint delivery group including representation from Elected 

Members at county and town level should be established to drive and oversee the 

delivery of the plan, as has been the case for the other placemaking plans or 

equivalents that have been completed in Monmouthshire. The steering group 

which has led the development of the plan would provide a suitable basis for the 

delivery group and it is recommended that it is re-established with this function. 

The County Council’s regeneration team would provide the secretariat function for 

the delivery group. An early task for the delivery group will be to review its 

membership and consider whether there are other stakeholders who might 

usefully contribute to its work in delivering the masterplan. 
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4 EQUALITY AND FUTURE GENERATIONS EVALUATION (INCLUDES SOCIAL 

JUSTICE, SAFEGUARDING AND CORPORATE PARENTING): 

 

4.1 An Integrated Impact Assessment (incorporating equalities, future generations, 

Welsh language and socio-economic duty) is attached at Appendix 3. 

 

4.2 The main impacts of the proposal identified in this impact assessment are: 

 

• Positive impacts on the protected characteristics of age, disability, and 

pregnancy/maternity arising from projects proposed in the masterplan. 

• Positive impacts in relation to socio-economic duty and social justice, 

relating to opportunities that would be created in an economically thriving 

town centre. 

• Positive impacts on all the well-being goals. 

• The development of the proposal meets the sustainable development 

principles. 

• No impact on safeguarding or corporate parenting. 

 

 

5 OPTIONS APPRAISAL: 

 

5.1 The table below provides an options appraisal. 

 

Options Benefits Risks Comments/mitigation 

Do nothing. • No demand on 
resources of 
MCC or 
Chepstow 
Town Council 

• Vision and aims 
of masterplan 
unlikely to be 
realised. 

• Resources 
expended in 
developing 
masterplan will 
be wasted 

• Loss of trust of 
those involved 
in masterplan 
development 
and consultation 

• Inability to 
access some 
grant funding 

• Not recommended 

Adopt 
masterplan 
and deliver 
projects 
independently 

• Reduced 
demand on 
MCC and 
Chepstow 
Town Council 
resources as 
delivery group 
will not be 
established 

• Duplication of 
effort by 
respective 
Councils  

• Implementation 
fragmented and 
lacking benefits 
from pooling 
human and 

• Not recommended 
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Options Benefits Risks Comments/mitigation 

• Potential for 
more rapid 
decision 
making in 
absence of 
delivery group 

financial 
resources  

• Partners do not 
feel that they 
are part of a 
bigger strategy  

• Reduced 
interest from 
funders as lack 
of evidence of 
partnership 
working 

Adopt 
masterplan 
and establish 
joint delivery 
group as 
recommended 
here 

• Promotes 
partnership 
working 
between 
organisations 
which can have 
benefits not 
identified in the 
Masterplan 

• MCC 
departments 
have the 
expertise and 
powers to be 
able to 
implement 
many of the 
actions 
identified in the 
masterplan 
once funding 
has been 
secured 

• Delivery is 
overseen by 
democratically 
accountable 
councils 

• Failure to 
secure funding 
for priority 
projects, 
jeopardising 
realisation of 
masterplan 
vision and aims 

•  

 

 

6 REASONS: 

 

6.1 The adoption of the masterplan will enable the County Council to move forward 

with the delivery of the Transforming Chepstow masterplan and in particular the 

priority projects which it identifies, as well as retaining opportunities for securing 

grant funding from some sources. It is anticipated that Chepstow Town Council 

will also adopt the masterplan, allowing the two councils to progress 

implementation together, which is the desired outcome. 

 

6.2 A joint masterplan delivery group bringing County and Town Councils together to 

oversee the implementation of the plan, as recommended here, will ensure there 
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is an appropriate focus on delivery with input and oversight from elected members 

at town and county level. 

 

 

7 RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS: 

 

7.1 The establishment of a joint masterplan delivery group will have resource 

implications for the Elected Members who are members of the delivery group. As 

noted, it is anticipated that the County Council’s regeneration team will provide 

the secretariat function for the delivery group. This will be done using existing staff 

resources. 

 

7.2 Implementation of the projects identified in the masterplan will require further 

funding, in some cases significant, and external grant funding is likely to be 

required to support delivery in all cases. The masterplan suggests potential 

sources of funding for each project. It is anticipated that the County Council’s 

Regeneration team will lead on securing this funding, working with other sections 

of the Council and with the Town Council as appropriate.  Many grants require 

match funding from MCC, Chepstow Town Council and/or other parties.  This will 

be explored on a project by project basis. 

 

 

8 CONSULTEES: 

 

8.1 Public consultation on the Transforming Chepstow Masterplan is summarised 

above in section 3 and described in more detail in the consultation report at 

Appendix 2. 

 

8.2 In addition the following have been consulted: 

 

• Cabinet Member for a Sustainable Economy 

• County Councillors in Chepstow 

• Chepstow Town Council 

• Chepstow Chamber of Commerce 

• MCC officers in relevant sections 

 

8.3 The following have been consulted on this report: 

 

• Cabinet 

• SLT 

• Communities and Place DMT 

 

 

9 CONCLUSION 
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9.1 Place Scrutiny Committee is invited to scrutinise the Transforming Chepstow 

Masterplan and endorses the masterplan for adoption by Cabinet and the proposal 

to establish a joint masterplan delivery group with Chepstow Town Council. 

 

 

10 BACKGROUND PAPERS: 

 

The proposal to produce a placemaking plan for Chepstow formed part of a report 

which was presented to Cabinet on 15 September 2021.  That report can be 

viewed here. 

 

 

11 AUTHOR: 

 

Daniel Fordham, Regeneration Manager 

 

 

12 CONTACT DETAILS: 

 

danielfordham@monmouthshire.gov.uk 07890 024489 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 1: Transforming Chepstow Masterplan 

Appendix 2: Transforming Chepstow Masterplan consultation report 

Appendix 3: Integrated Impact Assessment (incorporating equalities, future generations, 

Welsh language, and socio-economic duty) 
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1 
 

1. Purpose 
The purpose of this document is to report on the consultation 

process as part of the Transforming Chepstow Masterplan 

process. 

The initial draft Masterplan document was produced in March 

2022.  Due to local government elections in May, the process 

had been extended to ensure the new political administration 

had ownership of the Plan process and to ensure the 

preparation and hosting of a consultation process that was 

inclusive and town wide as practically possible. 

This report shares the findings from the consultation process 

and some key themes of discussion. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Image 1 - Promotional Poster in Chepstow High Street 

 

Source: Chris Jones Regeneration 
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2 
 

2. The Consultation Process 
The consultation process was designed and organised to 

meet a number of objectives: 

▪ To ensure a blended approach of face to face and 

digital consultation opportunities were provided; 

▪ To provide a good length of time for people to be 

aware, engage with and comment on the Town 

Masterplan process; 

▪ Where practical, to provide a Town wide approach to 

the consultation that covers neighbourhoods such as 

Bulwark and Thornwell, in addition to the town centre. 

To meet these objectives, the following consultation activities 

were provided: 

1. County and Town Councillors were provided with a 

briefing pack which facilitated them organising short 

presentations to local interest groups and 

organisations; this provided an opportunity to promote 

future events and the community survey; 

2. The County Council provided a project web page on its 

website where people could view and download the 

proposals and also complete the online survey; 

3. The community survey was provided online and was 

promoted through local networks, social media and at 

face to face consultation events; paper copies were 

also made at the Town Council’s offices and at 

Chepstow library as well as at face to face events; 

4. Two days of face to face consultation were held in the 

town centre and in the Bulwark community on the 8th 

and 11th October, respectively.  The venues at The 

Palmer Centre and at the Bulwark Community Centre 

were accessible, central and known to the community; 

5. A static exhibition was held in Chepstow Library from 

the 12th of October until the 30th October; paper 

versions of the survey were provided, along with a 

post-box for completed copies; 

6. A workshop session was held with Year 7 to 13 pupils 

at Chepstow Comprehensive School on the 16th of 

November. 

Image 2 - Promotional Poster 

 

Source: Chris Jones Regeneration 
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3 
 

3. Key Consultation Messages 

The Two Days of Face-to-Face Consultation 

▪ The Town Centre – its identity, condition, activities, 

meanwhile uses, management, wellness theme, The 

Dell, Drill Hall promotion 

▪ Young people provision – outdoors and inside 

▪ Local facilities – wellbeing space, a more visible 

cinema, places to meet, community cohesion 

▪ Play and space – improvements to existing and 

linkages 

▪ Getting around – routes, e-bikes and linkages to Wales 

Coastal Path 

▪ Public transport (Thomas Street), environment, 

information, hoppa bus service for town centre 

▪ Traffic and transport – more integration with transport 

hub proposal 

▪ Bulwark shops a priority combined with local facilities: 

social, hubs being connected, health and dentists and 

a community wide active travel network 

Survey Findings 

▪ Infrastructure and growth – facilities and maintenance 

▪ Managing traffic and improve public transport 

▪ Affordable housing  

▪ Town centre: parking, shopfronts, build an experience, 

events, role of old bank and other empty buildings 

▪ Neighbourhood focus 

▪ Transport and movement 

▪ More on employment and jobs 

▪ Greening and biodiversity 

▪ A sustainable Chepstow 

▪ Young people – their needs and provision 

▪ Partnership working 

The Vision 

“Chepstow is a great place for local people, businesses and 

visitors. The town centre is an accessible and distinctive place 

for local enterprise, arts, culture and public spaces. And the 

town's neighbourhoods are well-connected, with the right 

range of services to support residents' well-being”.   

▪ Focus more on the green agenda 

▪ People are split between community and tourism 

▪ Need to support its identity 

▪ It doesn’t tackle the traffic problems 

▪ Needs to consider its setting and relationship to other 

places close to the town 

What one thing would you want the plan to start 

delivering tomorrow, if no restrictions on funding, partner 

support and other resources were not present? (the 

number in brackets represent the frequency of the item 

being mentioned) 

▪ Improve traffic and transport situation (86) 

▪ Making the High Street more of a destination (37) 

▪ More town centre shops (14) 

▪ Upgrade Bulwark shops (9) 

▪ The Dell Park (6) 

▪ Parks and play areas (5) 

▪ Town centre parking (free or improved) (4) 

▪ Improve pedestrian experience (2) 

▪ Thomas Street bus station improvements. First 

impressions count. (2) 
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4. The Community Events 
Face to face community consultation was provided through 

two days of physical conversations in the town centre at The 

Palmer Centre on Saturday, 8th of October from 10m to 5pm, 

and at Bulwark Community Centre on Tuesday, 11th of 

October from 10am to 8pm. 

The consultation also co-ordinated with the Local Nature 

Scheme consultation that was also being led by the County 

Council, as it had a series of proposals to consult on within 

the town.  This is involved some pop up banners, a series of 

exhibition boards and plans and comment sheets. 

Format 

The physical, face to face consultation were organised in the 

following way: 

▪ Meet and greet a member of the consultancy team or 

County Council officers to understand the order and 

ways to comment; 

▪ A series of display panels in English and Welsh that 

presented the need, current position, proposed vision 

and series of proposals for the town (see appendices); 

▪ A large format map of the town with proposals pinned 

in, so people could understand location, linkages and 

also discuss other ideas and opportunities; 

▪ Copies of the community survey to complete and post 

at the event, or to take away and complete at home; 

links to the online survey were also provided. 
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Image 3 - Consultation Event at the Palmer Centre 

   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

Source: Chris Jones Regeneration 
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Town Centre Consultation – The Palmer Centre 

Members of the public that attended The Palmer Centre 

consultation event either filled in a paper version of the survey 

or completed it online. 

110 people attended the event. 

In addition, some members of the public had direct 

conversations with members of the consultancy team or with 

County Council officers, where the following comments were 

noted.  These are grouped under the following themes: 

Town Centre 

− Poor quality shop fronts 

− Promote Chepstow as a Wye Valley producers’ town 

− Shopfronts and signage 

− Condition of buildings on Moor Street 

− Bridge Street – HGVs overrunning pavements – needs 

to be addressed 

− High Street – theme – arts and antique 

− The town should promote its eco credentials 

− Need to find a way of sub-dividing larger properties 

e.g., British Heart Foundation 

− Consider our audience – summer: visitor and overseas, 

winter: local – think of products and events – why isn’t 

there an outdoors shop  

− Arcade Gates on Nelson Street are not opened wide 

enough 

− St Mary’s Street needs bollards 

Young People 

− Older kids need a hang out space 

− Garden City needs a play area/space or hangout for 

older kids 

− Create a Youth Council 

The Dell 

− Feels unmanaged and overgrown 

− Key link from Kingsmark to Lower Chepstow – feels 

unsafe and lacks maintenance 

Riverside Area 

− Make old bridge to castle two way 

− The bandstand area – the litter bins are too big – they 

need co-ordination and need to be seagull proof 

Train Station Area 

− Lack of dropped kerbs on Station Road 

− Close entry to Station Road 

Accessibility and Paths 

− Mobility scooters – availability and hire 

− Electric bike scheme with a higher gearage for hills 

− Pedestrian crossing outside hospital 

− Penterry Park needs a footpath link 

− Mounton Rd – walk/cycle route 

− Wales Coastal Path above Wye Crescent in Garden 

City is in a poor condition and needs management 

− Railway line link to Tintern through Tidenham Tunnel 
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Public Transport 

− We need live real time information 

− Outdates timetable for buses 

− Better bus service to community hospital 

Traffic 

− A48 noise and pollution having an adverse impact on 

School Hill residential properties and abnormal loads 

are causing problems with congestion 

Transport 

− e-scooter rental hire scheme  

− Plan does not feel integrated in terms of place and 

transport and the way movement works in terms of 

specific modes and origin and destination 

Infrastructure 

− Condition of roads is poor 

Welsh Street 

− Needs improvements on streetscene and speed 

reduction 

Partnership and Volunteering 

− Create litter groups – Keep Chepstow Tidy 
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Image 4 - Consultation Event at Bulwark Community Centre 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Source: Chris Jones Regeneration 
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Image 5 - Consultation Event at Chepstow Library 

  
Source: Chris Jones Regeneration 
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Town Centre Consultation – Bulwark Community Centre 

Members of the public that attended the Bulwark Community 

Centre consultation event either filled in a paper version of the 

survey or completed it online. 

58 people attended the event. 

In addition, some members of the public had direct 

conversations with members of the consultancy team or with 

County Council officers, where the following comments were 

noted.  These are grouped under the following themes: 

Town’s Identity and Unique Selling Points 

− Location 

− Gateway to the outdoors 

− Eco travel and trails 

− Wye Valley produce 

Infrastructure 

− Housing growth in Lydney and how to manage it with 

increased traffic 

Town Centre 

− Develop a pop-up campaign with ideas around a 

community bakery, pottery, comedy nights, an 

international shop of food – deli, cheese, breads, 

supper clubs etc 

− Provision for young people such as gaming, board 

games and a pool table 

− Other ideas – small gym, well-being, a pint and a 

lecture/chat of science – see Bristol 

− Develop a wellness hub – drop in health club, health 

referral and a creche 

− Put yellow lines down the High Street 

− Make shops close later so they pick up custom from 

commuters – be more agile in their business models 

− The traffic environment should be 20 mph – design in 

features to manage this speed 

− We want a KFC in town 

− Recycling on the go provision 

− Chewing gum issue and removal in the High Street 

area 

− The A48 verges need a tidy up through the town 

− Pavement café culture 

− Weekly Sunday market 

− Missing shops/uses – greengrocers, shoes, menswear 

Thomas Street Bus Station 

− Deal with commercial bins, storage, screening 

− Small town centre hopper bus service 

The Dell Area 

− Make more of the Dell in terms of management, 

maintenance and activities – outdoor gym, events 

space, music spaces, outdoor theatre 

− More litter bins 

− More town information and maps 

− Bring back the Son et Lumiere festival 

The Riverside 

− Anti-social behaviour needs to be addressed 
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− Litter bin covers – anti seagull deterrents 

The Drill Hall 

− Build on their arts and culture offering 

− Promote more of their film nights 

Active Travel and Trails 

− Provide an E-bike hire trial scheme across the town 

Fisherman’s Walk history trails 

− Develop a walk and cycle app that shows routes and 

healthy steps 

Community Cohesion 

− Need to bridge new residents specifically within the 

Brunel Quarter so there is a sense of belonging – “we 

bring some stuff to Chepstow” 

Local Facilities 

− A more visible cinema – see Newlyn cinema and arts 

centre 

− Book club? 

− Well-being space for teenagers 

− Arts and therapy 

Ways of Working 

− U3A is a large collection of people, ideas and energy 

Public Transport 

− 69 bus service needs to have a uniform timetable with 

live bus information stream 

− We need a more integrated bus and train service at 

Severn Tunnel Junction 

− Hopper bus service at train station 

Transport and Movement  

− Develop loop and links between bus and train station, 

bike hire shops, relationship to Brunel Quarter, onto 

Tidenham and Tintern etc 

− Bulwark corner – stop right hand turn coming out 

Bulwark/Larkfield Play and Youth Provision 

− Improve Piggy’s Hill 

− Make the skate park safer – more ramps, more room 

− Make the play park bigger as well 

Bulwark Shops 

− Landowner issues and discussions 

− Waste management 

− State of carriageway and environment 

Bulwark Facilities 

− Develop a Together Works (Caldicot) in Bulwark – 

could this go into the MHA owned block at the shops 

− Bulwark Community Centre improvements: 

o Visibility and signage 

o Outdoor space – wild play 

o Mini woodland walk 

o Internal improvements 

− Create a connected series of small hubs: 

o Two Brewers 

o Burnt Barn way social club 

o Bulwark Community centre 

o Football club 
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o Rugby club 

o Scouts 

o St Marys RC Primary School 

o Thornwell Primary School 

o Pembroke Road Primary School 

− Social/restaurant space 

− Surgery 

− Dentist 

− Make Bulwark Community Centre more visible and 

within reach of Bulwark Rd – signage 

− Develop better communication – local paper, digital 

and build on word of mouth  

Others 

− Station Rd recycling space
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5. The Community Survey 
The community survey generated 398 responses with 90% of 

these being online and the remainder being paper based 

returns. 

Respondent by Type and Home Address 

Figure 1 and Figure 2 shows the type of respondent who 

completed the survey.  This question allowed people a 

multiple response choice. 

61% of the respondents live in the town, with 15% living 

outside of the town in the lower Wye area, which supports the 

service centre role of the Chepstow within its wider rural 

hinterland. 

7% of respondents work in the town, 6% work for other 

statutory organisations e.g., Welsh Government, local health 

board and 5% are residents living elsewhere in wider 

Monmouthshire. 

When asking those people who live in the town, the highest 

percentage (23%) live on the edge of the town in places like 

Mathern and Pwllmeyric, followed by 19% in Bulwark and 

Kingsmark, 14% in the town centre/lower Chepstow part and 

9% from Larkfield. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

P
age 185



Transforming Chepstow Plan – Report of Consultation 

 

14 
 

Figure 1 - Type of Respondent  Figure 2 - Where Respondents Live 

 

 

Source: Community Survey; N=398 Source: Community Survey; N=316 
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Chepstow Today 

Figure 3 indicates that 30% of respondents identify traffic volume and transport as one of the top challenges we need to address, 

followed by 25% want to see the High Street experience improved. 15% want to see the town’s neighbourhoods improved in terms 

of facilities and services.  The lowest of the challenges seen as requiring attention is to maximise tourism (11%), which illustrates 

that the community wants to see investment in their quality of life, before looking towards the visitor offer and economy. 

Figure 3 - How People Prioritise the Town's Challenges 

 
Source: Community Survey; N=293 
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Is there any other issue or need we should be bearing in mind?  

We have read and analysed the open response on this question and placed them into themes. 

Infrastructure and Growth 

− Huge increase in population since we moved here over 30 years ago.  Lots more council tax and s160 from builders.  

Increase in facilities, improvements in infrastructure - NIL. Community hospital needs MIU urgently - local facility to reduce 

trips to Newport Gwent, Nevill Hall and Grange hospitals - all difficult to access by public transport." 

− A long standing lack of investment in infrastructure has left the town tired, old and without identity. The Comp is run down, 

tired and not fit for purpose. The Leisure centre is too small and without sufficient offerings to service the community. Local 

traffic infrastructure is a joke, and we have the most polluted street in Wales in the A48. The solution is not cycling, it is 

better roading, junctions and improved public transport. We are a commuter town - to not cater for commuters is ignoring the 

true issue. EV charging coverage is very poor. Sports infrastructure for the wellbeing of the locals is abysmal. Football clubs 

are creaking, rugby club has 16 teams and 2 pitches, cricket club has to use a pitch in England, Athletic club does not have 

an athletics track, cycling tracks are not joined up, Archery has use of a shed and lease land from Athletic club, no Netball 

facilities, no 4G pitches, lack of lit pitches, pool is too small etc. You have an obligation under the Future Wellbeing Act to put 

in place decent sporting facilities." 

− The volume of rubbish left around in certain areas e.g., Bulwark.  The dire state of pavements and roads in all areas. 

− "Inadequate infrastructure and facilities for the growing population through increase of housebuilding. There are still the 

same number of doctors' practices as there have been for over 30 years, not enough dentists, no A&E, no open police 

station, increasing traffic and major pinch-points that will only be solved by a by-pass. Need to work more closely with FOD 

as pressures from increased housing on Gloucestershire side of the river impact on all these services in Chepstow. Much 

better public transport provision, i.e., more regular buses and trains. 

− There are so many issues which need addressing not just one. Firstly, there is now such scepticism felt by residents who 

have answered countless surveys and studies all to no avail. There have been so many missed opportunities, but the 

outcomes are always the same - no improved/new roads, no new facilities (unlike Monmouth and Abergavenny - why should 

this imbalance exist?).  Some immediate improvements have to be introduced to reduce both the scepticism and sense of 

unfairness. Action no more surveys. Secondly restore Chepstow’s previous identity. Chepstow once had a strong identity as 

a viable market town for residents and with a castle that appealed to tourists.  Chepstow is no longer able make the most of 

those two attributes due to a dire lack of town plan planning and investment.  Only adding new housing developments has 

been prioritised. Thirdly offering a defined central point. Most successful villages and towns are able to offer one central 
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point with adequate parking, modern bus and train stations served by good new road infrastructure. There has to be an end 

to adding new housing developments without any visible improvement for both residents and tourists to restore Chepstow to 

its former standing. Any new public buildings like a replacement/restoration of the Drill Hall, train station, bus station should 

have solar panels and the best insulation. Existing Green Belts should be maintained to ensure that surrounding villages are 

able to maintain their identities and that Chepstow does not continue to sprawl into the surrounding countryside.  Any new 

roads should have a defined cycle path adjacent to it to minimise dependence on cars. Finally, the importance of having the 

hospital restored as a full Community Hospital. There should be a letter sent out to all residents asking for support in 

restoring the Hospital to its former status I.e., restore the number of beds and its identity as a minor injuries unit and to stop it 

being used for administrative staff who could be accommodated in plenty of currently empty offices. This is a waste of the 

resource. 

− Maintaining the Green Belt to ensure that Chepstow maintains its own identity and villages like Mathern and Pwllmeyric are 

not incorporated into one large housing mass.  Planners need to carefully think about what they are trying to achieve at 

Larkfield Roundabout.  This is a critical area and by having both a Greggs and a Subway there has only served to 

exacerbate traffic problems. When retailers’ contracts are renewed, they should be encouraged to use High Street premises.  

Resolving congestion in this area, preferably by improving the road system, should be of paramount importance. It would 

help if a large car park were to be constructed at the Train Station to accommodate more passengers to use either bus or 

train routes to access Bristol. 

− Not enough facilities to support the amount of new houses 

− The mistake of splitting the Chepstow town area, and then allowing Tesco to develop a site on the far side of that road has 

killed the town. Chepstow was once a local shopping hub, but now everyone goes elsewhere to do their shopping (Caldicot, 

Abergavenny…. even Lydney has a better shopping area)  

− Planning has been a farce 

− Promoting individual businesses and preventing clone town  

− Providing free parking anywhere in Chepstow 

− Connectivity to surrounding areas (Wye Valley, Forest of Dean etc) 

− Identifying and promoting the identity of Chepstow, e.g., historic market town with a rich cultural calendar" 

− Road congestion passing through from Gloucestershire and clear lack of any joined up thinking cross border on effect of new 

housing. Opportunities for growth in the town and investment. But not if people can get to it sensibly.  

− Public transport to Bristol after 7pm 
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− Modifications to the existing A48 bypass.  

− Make Tesco Traffic Lights a proper crossroads rather than the joke that it currently is. 

− Ban the Right Turn into and out of Bulwark Corner. 

− Widen all lanes on Larkfield Roundabout to permit traffic to go left / right or straight on without blocking one another. " 

− Not enough facilities to support the amount of new houses 

− Transport is absolutely key; commuting is a nightmare and further housing should not be considered without relief roads. 

− Lack of affordable, decent housing with supporting infrastructure  

− Better cross-border communication.  No further approval of large housing estates until infrastructure adequately updated to 

cope.  Better public transport connections to Bristol/Cardiff/Newport/Gloucester that are actually practical for residents 

commuting to work. 

− Impact on town's infrastructure from house building in Gloucestershire 

− There is a greater stress on local facilities such as doctors and dentists in the town. I welcome housing developments as 

there is such a vital need, but it feels as if the infrastructure and facilities have not been put in place to cope. 

Housing 

− Affordable housing. The amount of homeless that are housed in local pubs/hotel that need to be housed in appropriate 

accommodation. 

− All new housing should be passive in nature reducing fuel bills and becoming a more resilient town. 

− Stop building housing estates, it is ruining the area." 

− Affordable housing and decent shops. 

− More affordable rented accommodation locally.  

− reasonably priced housing, employment other than minimum wage and part-time. 

− Linking different communities in Chepstow together more 

− Balancing the need for housing and interconnectivity against encroachment on rural experience (which aside from building 

people like living more isolated) 

The Town Centre 

− Shops should have hanging signs, colours of shop facades, all to be in keeping with historical Chepstow.  Town Council 

should advertise for these types of shops with perhaps a rebate for 1st year... 

− Car parking for town 
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− As i understand a lot of businesses have closed because they cannot afford the rent 

− Yes. Car parks should be free on weekends always if you want locals and visitors to stay in Chepstow 

− Quality, diversity and attractiveness of shops/businesses.  Good pubs/eateries.  Unless you need a haircut or bargain booze 

or low quality factory shop products; why come to Chepstow High Street - even the charity shops are closing. How to 

measure and gauge success. 

− Stop parking in the High Street, particularly outside Greggs 

− Take down shop fronts which are inappropriate for a medieval town e.g., Bargain Booze and the shop next door to the town 

arch. Totally out of place. 

− Maintenance - town centre schemes where quality paving has been patched/replaced by tarmac or mismatching paving and 

general 'repairs' - need to consider the long term maintenance of 'improvement plans' better in future, including, when green 

spaces or planters in public spaces are installed, and then left. or signposts and other street furniture that needs ongoing 

maintenance. Keeping surfaces free of graffiti etc. This never seems to be taken into consideration. Capital funding is great 

for installation, but there needs to be ongoing revenue expenditure, and people, to stop the place looking neglected. And 

which Council is going to take on the future responsibility for this...? It really does need to be a properly considered and 

funded part of any scheme going forward.  

− Turn a grim and tired Chepstow High Street into a bustling area for all aesthetically and commercially." 

− Chepstow is a town which needs to further capitalise on its natural assets for economic benefit. It is surrounding by amazing 

walking (but no shops selling outdoor gear etc) and cycling routes (but no bike shops). Having chains will attract people to 

the town and spend in independent shops - it could really do with shops like H&M, Mountain Warehouse, Evans bikes, 

Halfords...Look at Abergavenny and Monmouth for inspiration. I don't want to go.to Bristol to shop for outdoor clothing, 

shoes, clothes etc. For myself and children or particularly online. Would prefer to walk to do it  

− Make parking free 

− The focus and need to attract people from other areas has meant residence who have lived in Chepstow their whole lives 

now have to leave. The traffic is terrible, the town is full of charity shops and the house prices are ridiculous. There is no 

consideration for young people or affordable housing. It’s all aimed at bringing in people from Bristol. I can’t afford to rent 

and there’s no way I will ever be able to buy. 

− Car parks should have at least two hours free parking to attract people back to the high street and cafes/pubs. 

− Redevelopment and improvement of Moor Street. Established businesses need support and empty properties require 

renovation. 
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− Enforce no parking in downtown areas e.g., moor street, Welsh street, have it for High Street, lower Chepstow etc. 

− Encouraging businesses into the town centre that will draw more people into the town to bring economic growth. 

− Suggest 2 hour free parking in all MCC town car parks to encourage people to spend some time in the town - Marks & 

Spencer got the message on that since the Pandemic and by observation you can see the volume increasing in that car 

park. This is key to drawing more people into Chepstow" 

− Looking at Chepstow as a place that straddles the border, and so working with Gloucestershire on many of these issues. 

e.g., tourism promotion, activities for young people, traffic.  

− Most residents don't mine which local authority is involved.  

− The Planners need to do a proper review of all the buildings and get rid of all the tat and 1960s rubbish. Replan the High 

Street and fill it with viable businesses preferably without chain stores. Get rid of all the non-essential traffic and create 

places for people - encourage cycling and walking / tourism / commerce / festivals / events that ring real wealth into the 

town. No town ever grew rich on tea shops. Promote the things which matter to people - arts / music / fun / sport / family / 

beauty / vision. Ignore those who promote the use of cars. Get rid of ALL the ugly street signs / furniture / bins / signage / 

yellow lines / ugly lighting etc. and create a place of beauty. Fine building Owners if their buildings are empty - encourage 

them to update and make money again. In short, get some people in MCC with vision / enthusiasm / knowledge / positive 

mental attitude and energy. Use local architects and designers.  

− Many fine buildings left to rot, so many lovely places left undeveloped or underused. The town has so many vibrant 

pubs/clubs/venues and natural assets yet there is no vision or creative will to capitalise on these.  

− No one seems to have the commercial acumen to create wealth through tourism and business in MCC, instead preferring to 

let local businesses ""chance their luck"" often failing. The town is never going to grow and flourish with tea shops and weak 

businesses - Castell Roc / the Arts Week / music on the bandstand / and community activities like Fun Runs and sports 

events are the ones that attract 1,000s of people into the town and generate significant income. In short, there is no Grand 

Plan for Chepstow but hopefully one day this will change. There are plenty of Architects, designers and visionaries in 

Chepstow. MCC officers do not seem to have the vision or qualifications to do this on their own." 

− Supporting artist and artist led community initiatives that cater to public involvement will bring interest and commerce. 

− Making better use of the riverfront. 

− As a keen traveller I often compare Chepstow with other similar sized towns throughout Europe. I have to say Chepstow 

comes close to the bottom of the pile. There is no buzz about the place on normal weekdays; there is no reason to go into 

town since it has so little to offer other than the numerous hairdressers, charity shops, coffee shops and estate agents. 
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Consequently, it is dead and there is no wonder that it does not attract new independent shops like the excellent Toytastic 

probably because rentals are so high. I don't buy the theory that we are too close to Bristol or Cardiff. 

− French towns are thriving since they are keeping their banks, their independent shops etc. There are busy throughout the 

day and parking is free. I now go into M&S since parking is free. I can do all I need to do in town inside 30 mins because it 

has so little to offer. When I moved into the area some 25 years ago there was a buzz about the town, but the lifeblood has 

been squeezed from it. Abergavenny and even Monmouth are so much nicer." 

− Please take action on the dangerous situation facing pedestrians using St Mary’s Street for shopping. Vehicles continue to 

drive down the pedestrianised street because the movable traffic bollards never seem to be put in place during the prohibited 

traffic hours.  There have been several "near misses" as customers step out of shops into the street, expecting it to be 

vehicle free.  Why are these new bollards not used? 

− Finding one central point to attract tourists and improved facilities for residents - this could be achieved by improving the 

areas round the Castle and the Drill Hall. Most successful villages and towns have a recognisable centre whereas in 

Chepstow everything is disorderly-the bus station far from the train station, the Drill Hall being dated and unappealing and in 

dire need of replacing, the High Street being decimated, and the road system having remained unchanged for decades and 

consequently incapable of answering the ever increasing flow of traffic.  Chepstow lacks one definite identity whereas before 

it was a thriving market town with viable shops it is now a complete mess due to the lack of proper town planning.  The only 

change has been to accept new housing developments without making any other interventions.  It does cause residents to 

wonder who benefits from this ongoing lack of planning. So many opportunities have been missed to make Chepstow 

appealing to both residents and tourists - e.g., the area where the old Fairfield Mabey has been allocated to a new housing 

development which is a significant lost opportunity to provide a great central area where new parking, improved bus and 

train station and other facilities could have been created.  This is a last opportunity to improve Chepstow. 

− Improving the appearance of the shops and buildings on the High Street. 

− Cost of parking which is driving away potential customers to the few shops that are left in town.  

− Also, the cost of business rates is not encouraging small businesses to set up in the town. " 

− Car parking to be free 

− We've lived in Chepstow for 35 years and despite the rapidly expanding population, we have watched the town deteriorate.  I 

have stopped walking down the Dell, it’s a dump and depresses me. 

− No reference to the bandstand area, that is already very popular in the summer,  

− The toilets could do with being improved 
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− Littering/disorder caused by black bin bags being put out on incorrect days/dumped. Often seen at the bottom of Steep 

Street/Hardwick Terrace. 

− Very degraded and unsightly awnings and advertising boards on Moor Street. Not a good advertisement to visitors entering 

town this way." 

− Yes. Your master plan is full of imagery and words that suggest improving the quality of Chepstow by making it less 

dominated by cars and motor traffic. How do you reconcile these noble sentiments with the disastrous decision to reopen the 

High St to motor traffic. What a foolish decision this is already proving to be. 

− Making the town more pedestrian friendly. 

− It is not sensible to prioritise 3 as all need attention. Also, although there are headings what do they mean? There is such a 

lot of ‘consultation’ and very little action. Consultation must have cost a fortune.  It was our Golden Wedding celebration 

recently and my friend who lived in Sedbury was distressed to see Chepstow now after many years. It used to be vibrant, 

bustling and attractive. In July it was empty, desolate with trees and planters and seats looking precarious and out of place. 

There should be a variety of attractive shops and parking should encourage people to visit and stay for a while. Now parking 

is hard to find, expensive and discouraging. Extra costs have recently been introduced so although you are trying to 

encourage visitors and residents to our High Street others in MonCC are doing the opposite. Ian walking the Cotswold Way 

and have spent money on Winchcombe, Dursley and Wotton under edge. It is difficult to find places to spend money in 

Chepstow. Just before the Jubilee in Winchcombe shopkeepers were so welcoming and helpful and it cost a £1 to park all 

day. 3 of us must have spent almost £200 that day including food. Chepstow must be more welcoming. 

− The town is bisected by the A48 and needs to become ""whole"" again. Free parking in the Welsh Street car park and the 

Castle Car Park for two hours would encourage tourists and shoppers to visit the town. Bulwark is often forgotten when 

facilities in the town are discussed and should figure in the plans, such as are being put forward." 

− Most people visit or move to Chepstow for its fantastic access to the outdoors and countryside, yet Chepstow town doesn't 

reflect/make the most of this at all. There is none of this identity reflected in the shops on the High Street and it's a pretty 

grey town centre for somewhere so close to beautiful scenery. Families don't want to go to Bristol/Cardiff for the shops and 

experiences but there's nothing to come to in Chepstow! No climbing wall, crap parks, a crap skate park, a rubbish 

swimming pool for kids, no outdoor clothes/gear shops, no real kids’ clothes or shoe shops, very few kid friendly eateries, no 

ice cream parlour, no kids film showings... Nothing to keep families in the town and spending money. It's obvious what 

Chepstow needs, we're just waiting for the council to keep up!  

− Removal of traffic from high street except for those with accessibility needs  
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− Free business rates 

− "The Town Centre has had its heart ripped out of it.  Whilst all High Streets have suffered, Chepstow has become more of a 

wasteland.  A town cannot survive on charity shops and a fortnightly Street Market (which does nothing for tax paying shop 

owners).  Whilst the cycle of running down goes around between Monmouth, Abergavenny and Chepstow, Chepstow is 

looking pretty poor these days.  Pubs are shutting, and an over reliance on seasonal tourism means the local economy is 

unsustainable.  The traffic through the centre of Chepstow is almost back to pre-COVID levels - so encouraging Bristol 

incomers is possibly not the way forward.  A focus on eco-transport may be a distraction.  Chepstow is built on a hillside, and 

the train service is still poor. 

− Regenerate the quayside and improve transport links - a bypass would enable the centre to recover. 

− Chepstow is turning into a less effective Thornbury." 

− Even with regard to the market, the assumption is that it should continue on a Sunday, with a street closure and minimal 

interaction with other aspects of the local economy. Why not hold it on a Saturday with stalls confined to the pedestrianized 

spaces (such as the paved space adjacent to Bank Street, the paved area between Bank Street and High Street, the smaller 

paved area outside The White Lion and La Place de Cormeilles." 

− We live in the town and the noise from the White Lion on some weekends is unbearable. Please ask venues to be 

considerate oof neighbours 

− Rejuvenation of town centre; a lick of paint and roof top sweeded!  I was sad to see this in the proposal" 

− "There’s nowhere to buy clothing for children at an affordable price. If I need something urgently for my children for school / 

uniforms / costumes etc, I drive to Cribbs or Newport. 

− "Really need better shops, a next, Debenhams, a store that would provide something for everyone that covers, clothes, 

homeward etc. 

− Bring back Hoggin the bridge to Chepstow and more evens in The Dell Park" 

− Communities such as North Street in Bristol should be used as a model as to how to regenerate the high street. Supporting 

local and new businesses, attracting new businesses to the centre and encouraging community to engage with and spend 

money locally. 

− "Cleaning of streets. Some streets in Chepstow need to be cleaned up, weeded & a general tidied up, pavements jet 

washed. 

− Some buildings need some attention to be maintained & brightened up, in order to look more attractive. 
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− The bus station is very dirty, scruffy & unattractive to residents & visitors. If it is re designed, it could be much better.... But it 

will need to be kept clean & well maintained." 

− The significant number of sleeping policemen/speed bumps in the Bulwark area. Needs to be rethought. 

− Chepstow is being designed with small town mentality with a lack of imagination. 

− You need to look at wider areas! For example - the regeneration of Newport market! Completely changed that whole area of 

Newport with a fresh look, good venue and lovely small food eatery and shops - rammed from Wednesday- Sunday with 

people looking for a good experience " 

− Car parking should be free to attract people to use the high street. 

− Rates need reducing to attract new shops not having empty premise. 

− Old bank to be indoor market and street food 

− High powered fast electric car chargers in car park at top of town and castle car park, we have an electric car when we 

charge in other areas of the country we walk and spend money local to the charge point. Chargers would pull off motorway 

to use 

− Shops are closing Chepstow hight st is dying off the council needs to help businesses  

− Parking. If people could park for free for 2 hours, I think more people would use Chepstow Town. People would meet friends 

for coffee and a catch up then have a browse if they could park for free for those 2 hours. Although if it was free all day all 

the spaces would be taken by the people who work in Chepstow.  

− Clean the streets and pavements, I am ashamed to bring visitors to the town. The litter seems to be on the agenda  

− Car parking rates should be lowered.  Monmouth is so much cheaper. 

Tourism and Visitors 

− The town must be needful of what a tourist would expect to find.  Part of the town identity should relate to the historical 

nature of Chepstow - antique shops, shops, clocks, ironmongery, etc. The other historic options should be about modern deli 

- modern wine - upmarket shops for locals. 

− Make lower Chepstow tourist friendly - make it people only 

− Maximising tourism will, in my opinion, only happen when the volume of through traffic reduces with the building of a bypass. 

Neighbourhood Focus 

− Don't tart up Chepstow town and forget its suburbs.  Bulwark is as bad as many third world towns. John Huntly will be 

turning in his grave. 
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− Bulwark. The scheme to coordinate with the relocated Aldi store in Bulwark is incomprehensible.  There is no Aldi store in 

Bulwark and there is no proposal for a relocated Aldi store. 

− It is of great concern that such reports reflect the degree of research and are to be used to inform proposals for forward 

public expenditure.  The major worry here is that money will be wasted on tinkering around with plans to enhance the 

environs and there will be nothing left in the purse to take action after the by-pass construction. 

− Bulwark shops area needs updating to attract more to people to shop with better shops." 

− There are no gp surgeries in South Chepstow and only one pharmacy, creating health inequalities in the built environment. 

− "Bulwark Shops!!! 

− Please note that in the list of areas in Chepstow that I live in you do not mention any areas on the ‘wrong’ side of the A466. I 

live on the Bayfields/Barnet’s Wood/Woolpitch Wood Estate (it doesn’t even have a name!). There is also Edmund Lockhart 

Court and St Lawrence Park. This is indicative of an issue that doesn’t appear to be addressed anywhere in the plan. 

− Nothing mentioned re car parking by Bulwark shops-turning it into a high street or whatever will just cause more traffic 

problems elsewhere. Need disabled parking too 

− The significant number of sleeping policemen/speed bumps in the Bulwark area. Needs to be rethought. 

− Bulwark shops need updating 

Accessibility 

− Provide more disabled parking spaces please 

− Accessible pavements and room for those with mobility aids. 

Transport and Movement  

− Improving train services and making Chepstow station platforms accessible 

− Public transport access to larger employment areas i.e., takes 1.5 hours on a bus to Bristol for work. 

− The most important factor in improving the quality-of-life for the people of Chepstow will be the provision of a bypass 

− "Improved infrastructure - road improvement, traffic management should be high priority. Increasing public transport, job on 

hop off buses will not help with the volume of commuters since removal of bridge tolls / migration of Bristol people as a 

result. " 

− Having read the report, I am of the opinion that no more resource should be put into Placemaking or town Masterplanning 

until the by-pass has been built and we are able to see a truer picture of life in Chepstow. After this road construction it will 

be possible to identify and enable practical and meaningful Placemaking. 
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− Congestion is awful due to the lack of a bypass. The opening of the town arch has greatly improved this and shortened 

journeys for residents, as well as making the centre accessible. Do not close the centre again. " 

− Improve the High Beech roundabout traffic flow. 

− Traffic, road safety and public transport provision are the most important issues, because the community is gridlocked at 

times of day when people need to get to/from work and to extracurricular activities and shops.  

− Traffic is the dominant issue in Chepstow, but this doesn’t seem to have been addressed in the Plan. " 

− Traffic is hideous in Chepstow – unbearable. 

− Bridge and traffic congestion is unbearable  

− The A48 through road is killing Chepstow.  Either close the road bridge across the Wye (not very practical) or build a by-pass 

so that traffic with no intention of stopping at Chepstow can easily progress on a suitable road.  With this traffic burden 

released from the town, there is every chance that Chepstow can become a destination for visitors and local people can 

benefit from a pleasant environment.  For too long the County Council have muddled by from day to day with no real effort to 

address the basic problem of having the busy A48 bisecting the town.  Twiddling with speed limits, cycle routes, planting 

flowers and opening coffee shops will never have a positive impact on the lives of Chepstow residents and visitors.  

− Talking about a by-pass and seeking interim solutions to perceived problems will not cut any mustard with the ratepayers of 

Chepstow.  A timetable for construction will give hope and certainty to all affected by the choking effect of the road.  In the 

meantime, it would be of some relief to all if the High Street was returned to two way through traffic reinstating the alternative 

routes for local traffic.  A bypass is the solution to many congestion and safety problems within the town.  

− Build it and they will come.  The County Council should not hide behind the excuse that money cannot be spent on 

Chepstow because that would be unfair to Monmouth and Abergavenny.  Nor should the Welsh Labour Government’s 

contentment with the road building in Cardiff and subsequent refusal to consider road building elsewhere be used as an 

excuse not to go ahead with this vital project. 

− The lack of on-street electric car chargers where residents don't have access to home charging solutions.  

− Traffic on slip road from High Beech roundabout to Severn bridge is bumper to bumper from 6-15am to 9am on 

Wednesdays.  Also, traffic is tail back to Thornwell School to get out. 

− Lack of dog waste bins by the bus station. 

− The heavy traffic on the A 48 psychologically cuts of this side of the town from the centre the other side of the road. “ 

− Infrastructure - road improvements to address appalling traffic congestion issues 
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− We urgently need a Chepstow by-pass road. I live 3 miles from the town centre and used to go there for all my shopping, but 

I avoid going there nowadays because I hate sitting in a queue of traffic for 45 minutes and then having to negotiate Larkfield 

roundabout which is often more like a car park than a roundabout in recent years. Frankly, I can nip on a train to Cardiff to do 

my shopping in the time it takes to get to Chepstow.  

− I don't think cycling on the A48 is safe. Buses around here are few and far-between. When people are going to the 

supermarket to do a big shop, the easiest and most convenient way to get your shopping home is by car. I hope that none of 

the proposed improvements will make it more difficult to get in and out of Tesco car park at the busiest times, such as 

around Christmas, than it is already." 

− Public transport from outlying villages e.g., Tintern,  

− Car-traffic is the main issue. As well as a lack of support for businesses in town. 

− The speed of traffic on Hardwick Avenue. This road has footpath access links to the Welsh coastal path and lots of children 

walk to and from school. Speed bumps are required. 

− Poor transport links to where everyone works (Bristol, predominantly) mean traffic is silly. For some reason efforts so far 

have focused on increasing traffic capacity rather than reducing demand. 

− Join Tesco’s to town centre 

− Improve traffic flows in town and at High Beech roundabout 

− Provide a dedicated right turn lane at Larkfield Garage/ Greggs commercial zone to free roundabout 

− Traffic is becoming more of an issue and i struggle to get to work because of it, 2 main roads through to Larkfield, and only 

one main road through town.  

− It’s a saver they opened the high street again. 

− Wasting lots and lots of money, for example removing a fully working crossing near costa then replaced it with a worse one,  

− Then trying to make the road look nicer by putting stupid plant pots, which looked so out of the way. 

− There is no thought for the residents or businesses, as building prices are rising, more businesses are having to close, and 

it’s a shame, because Chepstow was once lovely until the council got involved, start thinking of residents who live here with 

proper opinions other than yourself and money." 

− Related to traffic volume and transport - I just did not see reference to public transport (train and bus services out of 

Chepstow) in the plans. For me that is the key for improving the volume of traffic. Reliable and regular public transport to 

Bristol etc would take me off the road. Unfortunately, current options are not ideal (I do get train and T7 bus when I can, but 

timings and price are often a factor by which I go by car instead) 
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− Access and safety- with a small baby in a pram there are many areas/ road crossings (such as from Garden city over the 

A48) which are unsafe and make us less likely to want to walk into and enjoy the town  

− We desperately need the link road that was once proposed. Traffic is awful in Chepstow, especially during rush hour.  

− So much better now the high street is open to traffic. No more backed up to top of Welsh street or up by marks and 

Spencer’s best decision. 

− A48 congestion and also Forest of Dean plans to build an extra 600 houses around Beachley.  Especially following recent 

years 4 new developments around Tutshill and Wyedean!  

− You should work more closely with Gloucestershire County Council/Forest of Dean District Council - communities in Tutshill 

and Sedbury regard Chepstow as their nearest town too irrespective of the border. It would make sense to improve the 

active travel routes to these areas e.g., the path that cuts down through middle of Casteford Hill. This could be promoted 

more like a nature trail if tidied up a bit. I use it regularly and have seen slow worms, frogs, shrews, bats and various birds. It 

is steep of course, but good exercise and better than driving into town. I understand that due to the border this will probably 

be out of scope of this consultation, but Tutshill residents use Chepstow services and cause traffic. 

− English housing overloading Chepstow's roads 

− Traffic is a joke. That’s what you should be sorting out  

− "Public transport links to Bristol. The train station is a great asset but underused due to lack of direct links to Bristol. 

Commuting by car would decrease dramatically if there were commuter trains specifically in the week to get people back and 

for to work without having to change at Severn Tunnel junction for long periods of time with no facilities. 

− On the weekend and during the day there can be long waits of up to an hour at Severn Tunnel for the connection to 

Chepstow. This is not good enough when this could be serving the town by reducing pollution and congestion and improving 

tourist links to the town. 

− Lack of regular transport on the outskirts of Chepstow i.e., to Tutshill.  Too many new developments without the necessary 

infrastructure. 

− Traffic 

− The town clearly needs a proper bypass not piecemeal measures that are solely designed to remove car use from what is 

essentially a rural area. 

− Public transport. Buses going to railway station and connecting with trains  

− Sort out the daily crazy traffic queues, it’s all negative on social media. The history of the town has been swept away by 

building these flats and houses on the riverside and shipyard site. 
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− Yes, we need better public transport.  It’s appalling  

− "A lack of safe and pleasant walking routes. 

− No traffic lights / pedestrian crossings on Hardwick Hill. 

− No care or interest in tackling noise pollution caused by backfiring cars with illegal exhausts." 

− public transport to and from outlying villages to enable easier access to town for leisure and social activities  

− Pollution 

− Traffic is killing the town, why are we so poorly served by rail? 

− Yes - the high pollution levels on Hardwick hill and the necessity for a bypass. The town infrastructure doesn’t support the 

evolution of Chepstow as an expanding down and a bypass is urgently required. 

− commuting traffic is a nightmare 

− Improving public transport from Tesco’s to Chepstow Bus Station & ensure that users know about the services. 

− A bypass. and then the challenge of traffic volume won’t be relevant. and so, community assets can be elevated. 

Active Travel 

− Enhancements and improvements to support active travel to further encourage walking, cycling and the use of public 

transport.  

− The railway tunnel at the bottom of Hardwick Avenue has never previously provided a link to lower Chepstow or the 

riverside.  Therefore, it is incorrect to state that it may be restored. 

− Safe walking routes  

− Preserve and conserve Chepstow Bridge by pedestrianising it. 

− Cycle lanes 

− Active travel infrastructure - making the town easy and safe to get around by bike (I know the gradients are challenging but 

surely a zig-zag route can deal with this?) 

− Improve the walkways between Chepstow and Sedbury to reduce need for people to drive in.  Roadside path over A48 

bridge is covered with grit and sand.  Need to wear glasses to protect eyes.  This route is used daily by numerous school 

children. 

− Why have St Mary’s school been omitted from any plans? 

− Safety of children and pedestrians on dangerous roads made worse by frustrated drivers.  

− Illegal parking in close proximity to the dell school at drop off and pick up times.  
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− Really strong walking / cycling links within the community. Especially to create routes away from existing fast roads 

− Many walking tourists use this hill and visit the wall.  Residents from Bulwark and Garden City frequently use this route as a 

short cut.  

− A couple of park benches each side on the grass verges might be useful. 

− Secondly, the steep lower part of the street is in need of repair and unattractive often with bottle necks. 

− Poor off road cycle routes (or cycle lanes) into Chepstow from nearby towns and villages 

Employment 

− There was little in the plan on maximising employment opportunities locally and making sure local people have the 

opportunity and skills to access opportunities. 

− Broadly, encouraging local young people to stay or to return (after education) to the area. This is not an easy thing to tackle 

but I think it's important that the town retail/leisure/work offering facilitates this, as it's crucial to the long term health of the 

town. Lots of other Monmouthshire towns are struggling because young people cannot / do not want to remain in their 

hometown, and the increasing average age is putting great strain on the community and local services. 

− Local employment for people so encouraging less need for travel, I.E low cost office space, reduced costs for industrial unit. 

− The plan is limited on ambition to improve transport links and energy efficiency. If vast sums are to be spent on the town 

would it not be better upgrading the infrastructure. 

− Making Chepstow attractive to quality business/employers that want to invest and partner with the community 

Local Facilities 

− More could be done to improve facilities for the older generation, particularly for men in their 70s/80s. Meeting places, clubs, 

day trips etc.     

− Spreading the load of leisure activities around the town and not concentrating on just Riverside. 

− A central hub for people to come together to share their interests and support each other like the Together works project in 

Caldicot 

− We need a Chepstow minor injuries unit and decent out of hours doctors / dentists now there's more young 

families...Newport, Abergavenny, etc. too fair to drive with a small child at 2am. 

− The town's cultural offer - particularly around the arts. 

− Sports facilities - totally overlooked.  

− Swimming pool and leisure centre is too small.  
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− No athletics track.  

− Athletics/cricket club needs more investment.  

− Football teams oversubscribed and no real home. 

− Work with government to improve access to NHS Dentists and Minor Injuries Unit at Hospital 

− Increasing GP Services and healthcare. Having minor Injuries Unit in Chepstow itself 

Greening and Biodiversity 

− Improving biodiversity. Steps already taken e.g.; rewilding of small green spaces have increased a general sense of 

wellbeing "the natural environment the Dell/ Garden City Woods"  

− Planting trees and other greenery to blend Chepstow into its surrounding area. 

− Prioritising the protection and development of green spaces for the well-being of all care of the elderly and care for their 

carers in the light of the current strain on social services and the NHS.  Loneliness is a serious issue." 

− The environment really matters for the future of all so it should be a top priority to preserve and develop green space 

− "Tidying all areas so it looks better.  Remove old signs such as new housing estate/ new road layout.  They have been there 

years.  Plant trees behind the high street between the service road and main road.  It looks horrible as you drive down the 

A48 towards/from Tesco. 

− Biodiversity and green space. Elements that help the climate campaign. 

Sustainable Towns 

− The plans seem to assume that life is going to carry on in its familiar patterns, ignoring the threats facing our electricity and 

water supplies, food security and every other aspect of resilience. Such an approach is short-sighted and unjustifiably 

optimistic. We need to take steps towards developing microgrids to generate, store and distribute electricity at the most local 

level, weaning ourselves off grid-dependency. We need to do something similar for local water capture, filtration, storage and 

distribution, reducing our dependence on the water companies. We also need to tackle the issues of waste management, 

reducing our reliance upon the sewage system. 

− Localization of food production and distribution is also essential. Approaches might include the development of local high-

rise hydroponic systems and the encouragement of vertical growing. 

− Even more urgently, we need to relieve the stress on our rivers. A few years ago, the Wye was just about the least polluted 

river in the UK, but right now it's less than two years away from irreversible collapse. 
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− Something also needs to be done about the declining biodiversity. I've noticed that in my neighbourhood (in garden city) the 

newer house-buyers are almost universally blocking off the remaining wildlife corridor, placing increasing stress on 

hedgehogs, amphibians, reptiles and other ground-dwelling groups. This is a disaster, and steps need to be introduced to 

open up, develop and connect stretches of wildlife corridor. At the same time, we need laws to ban the toxification of the 

environment through the profligate use of weedkillers, insecticides, rodent poisons, etc. 

− We could be developing a shock-absorbing community. Instead, the report focuses on trivia. 

Young People 

− Attractions for young people 

− Play areas for children.  

− Safeguarding all play areas by fencing them in as in the Dell.  

− Facilities for young people, to both support them and to help combat antisocial behaviour. 

− Facilities for children and young people - especially spaces for teenage girls.  The Friends of the Dell Park group, to their 

undying credit, have been plugging away for years against enormous odds but where is the public investment in spaces for 

children and families? 

− The children of Chepstow seemed to be left out. There needs to be on going activities, somewhere that children of all ages 

can attend for a small fee or free.  We constantly see posts about children's behaviour in and around Chepstow, now we 

need to hear some positive posts. There are a lot of empty churches, community centres that cater more for adults. Let's see 

the council get off their backsides and do more in the community with the children. 

− Extra-curricular activities for children and youth: soft play, bowling, classes, opportunities for them. " 

− Children and young people need facilities.  

− Outdoor paddling pool 

Community Safety 

− Massive drug problem in Chepstow. More police needed and action taken against known activity.  I.e..  Alice crescent  

− Amount of drug dealing visibly going on in the area needs to be dealt with. "  

− Stopping racism. Improving community cohesion and promoting diversity.  
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Partnership Working 

− Partnership is fine but is often reliant on volunteers and many voluntary organisations are nearing burnout, also ageing. They 

need support. 

− Need to engage business community 

− A confirmation from Monmouthshire County Council that funds that will be made available to bring any plan to tuition. The 

total figure (£'s) of such funds to be allocated and a written timescale on when the funds will be made available."  

− The council of Chepstow and Monmouthshire have no care for the people in Chepstow. All they care about is money, and 

houses. 

− The main focus should be pushing funding into institutions. The lack of primary and secondary schools has been made 

evermore apparent as covid has made commuter towns so attractive for those wanting to escape the city and or work from 

home. There is a huge need for a new GP's office/dentists etc. If the residents of the town cannot be provided for how a 

town is supposed to flourish. It must be taken seriously how attractive Chepstow is for commuters from Bristol.  

− Communication to communities. So many new people to town and surrounding area. There is not one easily accessible 

source point to find out any information 

Other 

− Those options above are not representative of the top issues facing Chepstow.  

− All of the above are important but the poor traffic situation, degeneration of high street & community assets have a knock on 

effect on other aspects.  

− I notice that the residential area on School Hill and business area on the lower part of the hill are omitted.  

− You’ve not included Tutshill and Sedbury in your plan which is disappointing for a border town. We may ‘reside outside 

Monmouthshire’ but we live less than a mile from Chepstow Castle and have a great interest in improving our local area  

− We just moved here from Bristol and we’re so sad we did, dying town, feels very “chavvy” and unsafe. No after school 

provisions for Thornwell school. Very bad.  

− Please can we have blue, purple and food recycling bags available in more locations than just the library. It was useful 

during lockdown when we could collect then at Lidl and Tesco Express 

Chepstow Now 

Figure 4 indicates where people see Chepstow now as a place with “tired”, “potential” and “sad” being the dominant words. 
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Figure 4 - One Word that Describes Chepstow Now 

 

Source: Community Survey; N=281 
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Proposed Town Vision 

Figure 5 shows how people rate the proposed town vision 

which is “Chepstow is a great place for local people, 

businesses and visitors. The town centre is an accessible and 

distinctive place for local enterprise, arts, culture and public 

spaces. And the town's neighbourhoods are well-connected, 

with the right range of services to support residents' well-

being”.   

75% of people rate the vision as being 3 stars and above with 

21% rating it as 5 stars. 

Figure 5 - How People Rate the Proposed Town Vision (1 to 
5 stars) 

 
Source: Community Survey; N=248 
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Additional Feedback on Vision 

A range of comments were made on the Vision, with some 

extracts provided here: 

− The town centre lets the whole vision down 

− No mention of appeal and accessibility for tourists and 

visitors.  Used to be busloads of visitors from Valleys 

and Bristol and further afield to visit attractive small 

town with fantastic castle and an array of interesting 

and independent shops. No longer applies. 

− Chepstow is much more than just local people.  Our 

geography and heritage means that you hear a great 

diversity of accents on the High Street. Its on reason 

why I've loved growing up here. 

− I think most people think Chepstow is a great place...its 

the businesses and visitor part that's key and needs 

prioritising.  Chepstow needs to be become a special 

place to visit to get badly needed revenue. Not sure if 

well connected neighbourhoods or well-being services 

are so critical for most residents. 

− Include a statement on Chepstow's green agenda 

− Missing importance of community belonging - clubs, 

groups, meeting spaces. " 

− It takes more than street furniture or similar such 

hardware to achieve this vision. Encouraging 

businesses /retail /local enterprise etc to the town 

centre needs changes to rates etc to increase viability, 

and perhaps a more proactive approach to allow 

businesses to try out whether they are viable with short 

term lease opportunities or small units which the 

council might support...  

− Chepstow is a fantastic potential staycation location 

and Active Travel destination. More could be made of 

the many national walks which start on Chepstow 

(Offa’s Dyke, Welsh Coastal Path, Wye Valley Walk), 

potential Harry Potter Trail, caving with one of the best 

caving networks under Piercefield, climbing and the 

potential climbing wall in St Mary's Church, the historic 

nature of the Town with its Castle, Museum, walled 

town, port and ship building. The many festivals, 

racecourse, galleries, Market and many firsts as a 

gateway to Wales, first town in the UK to go single use 

plastic bag free, first plastic free town in South Wales, 

first town in Wales to have a Sustainable Transport 

Plan.  

− Chepstow could be an active travel location 

implementing the Town's Sustainable Transport Plan 

(the first in Wales) and linking to national paths that 

start in Chepstow (Welsh Coastal Path, Offa’s Dyke, 

Wye Valley Walk, local climbing experiences (and 

development of a climbing wall in St Mary's Church), 

caving - under Piercefield is one of the most 

spectacular caving systems in the UK, creation of a 

Harry Potter Trail, playing more on the local heritage 

making Chepstow a staycation destination feeding 

festivals, events and markets increasing footfall for 

local businesses. Developing a distinctive shop front 

style (such as Bath) enhancing the town centre. 
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Improve neighbourhood connection with 80% of 

children getting to school using active travel.    

− Fails to identify any means of addressing and resolving 

traffic and transport issues, particularly the problems of 

severance and congestion resulting from the current 

A48.  Many residents find it difficult to access the town 

centre by foot, car, or any other means.  A partial 

solution would be to restrict the A48 to local traffic, but 

this would require the completion of the bypass and 

bridge at Thornwell/Sedbury.  Without such major 

investment Chepstow will not become "accessible and 

distinctive". 

− It lacks clear reference to the environment 

− Your proposals do not appear to address concerns of 

locals. Improved infrastructure - roads, traffic 

management, schools, drs, dentist 

− The vision is flawed.  This whole presentation needs 

consideration after the construction of Chepstow by-

pass. 

− You need to reflect what residents tell you in your 

decisions. It’s not up to you, it’s up to us. Your job is to 

make it workable.  

− Where is the funding coming for the MCC vision and 

would more direct help for families & individuals 

struggling with current economic conditions by 

targeting funding to support more community based 

projects to help people in these times such as 

community lunch clubs, warm places to meet over a 

hot drink and additional funding for volunteer groups 

such as foodbank / community fridge etc.  

− Chepstow needs a Grand Vision and a 3/5 /10 year 

Masterplan based on commercial reality. Planning 

needs to stop being reactive and start being proactive 

and less negative to new ideas and development. I 

personally don't think anyone in MCC has an 

imagination at all! 

− MCC have somehow managed to take a town with 

huge potential and change it into somewhere with ugly 

eyesores, horrible 1960s blight, too many empty rotting 

building, too many missed opportunities, a narrow 

range of low-income businesses and a total lack of 

vision or creative wealth creation. Planning policy is 

poor and reactive, highways policy confused and rather 

naive and tourism not supported as it should be. Bring 

money into the town via special events and invest it in 

great design using local architects and designers! 

− It is an exciting vision, which I very much hope will be 

successful in receiving funding from the Welsh 

Government.  Chepstow has been long neglected for 

funding.  The proposals on show at the Palmer Centre 

were very inspiring. 

− Chepstow is ""the gateway"" to the wye valley, but the 

river is not used for any economic benefit in Chepstow. 

And other tourist features; the old wye valley railway 

route, or river walk is not capitalised. There are loads of 

cyclist in Chepstow on a weekend. yet there is no cycle 

shop or rental available. or other outdoor tourist 

services to make Chepstow a base for travelling up the 

wye 
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− Think it would be good to have a unifying theme such 

as The Wye Valley Producers Town - Gateway to Wye 

Valley and encourage local producers to take up empty 

shops. Also, would be good to have guidelines about 

what shop frontages look like to have a more pleasing, 

cohesive aesthetic e.g., Bragin Booze looks out of 

keeping with tone of street  

− Disagree with the focus on tourism at this stage - focus 

should be on making this a great place to live and 

work. 

− There's nothing in there to disagree with, but it could 

apply to any small-to-medium sized town anywhere.  Is 

there space for something that is a bit more Chepstow-

specific?  Something about the town's particular place 

right on the border between England and Wales? 

Something about the exceptional local natural 

environment, the town's history, but also, it's track-

record of being quirky and at the cutting edge of 

modern social movements? 

− "The vision is great, but I think some key principles 

should be adopted across the proposals to ensure the 

priority of active travel and public transport over cars: 

− Think this is super encouraging and I truly hope it 

happens. Such a beautiful town, steeped in history and 

with so much potential. It is a shame that it currently is 

as empty and left as it is. We need some high street 

brands in Chepstow to encourage trade and the 

younger generation. So much potential!!!  

− The vision is fine if it is supported by investors and also 

the local and county council! Such consideration to 

parking charges for example which have go up over 

200% which would cause anyone investing in 

Chepstow concern as there could be no foot fall due to 

high parking charges!  

− It should read residents and communities.  The 

communities that use Chepstow as their hub also help 

Chepstow prosper 

− Agree with aims but to date none of the actions by the 

councils have meaningfully supported the vision 

Town Centre Proposals 

Figure 6 illustrates where people see the priorities when 

reviewing the town centre proposals. 

23% of respondents rate the menu of High Street activities as 

the highest priority, followed by improvements to the Riverside 

area (13%), Thomas Street bus station (12%) and then by the 

Dell Play area project at 11%. 

Figure 7 asked people to rate the proposals against a series 

of statements.  From the chart, most people agree with what 

the proposals are setting out to achieve, with the highest 

degrees of agreement for the proposals working to create the 

right town centre experience and reason to visit, in addition to 

them collectively make the town centre and riverside a more 

cohesive destination to visit.
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Figure 6 - How People Prioritise the Town Centre Proposals 
 

Source: Community Survey; N=256 
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Figure 7 - To what extent do you agree with the following statements on the proposals? 

 
Source: Community Survey; N=258 
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Are there any other ideas or focus that are missing for this area of the town? 

A range of comments were made on items that people felt were missing.  These are some extracts: 

− Key is good independent shops; encourage landlords to reduce rents/smaller units/update to living accommodation above. 

− More "run around" minibuses to connect town centre with outlying estates for people with poor mobility, heavy shopping, 

babies and toddlers etc 

− What about creating a modern new space in the centre of town to attract people? 

− What about linking with regional attractions (Wye, Tintern, Monmouth, Piercefield House etc." 

− Close from the High Street/Upper Church Street to traffic except at commute times or in case of emergency/road blockage 

on a48. 

− Please consider the music community in the town. It’s important for how the town speaks for itself. 

− Tidiness - make the place look ultra-attractive and keep it maintained 

− Other towns have adopted more pro-active and innovatory approaches to the empty shop syndrome - look at these and see 

what can be learnt and tried in Chepstow. " 

− The development of Chepstow library as a theatre and cinema in evenings with parking nearby and the addition of secure 

bike parking. 

− Chepstow town centre is changing with experiences and services becoming more prevalent - therapies, coffee shops, 

hairdressers, Sunday Market, nail bars, restaurants - often these require small shop units to start up so it would be beneficial 

to split empty larger shops to populate with smaller start-ups. 

− Chepstow has a plethora of sports clubs (Athletics, Archery, Boxing, Cricket, Football, Rugby, Tennis...) which involve a lot 

of young people but there appears to be little linkup with the Town Council and inclusion in future plans. “ 

− As before - Chepstow is a town which needs to further capitalise on its natural assets for economic benefit. It is surrounding 

by amazing walking (but no shops selling outdoor gear etc) and cycling routes (but no bike shops). Having chains will attract 

people to the town and spend in independent shops - it could really do with shops like H&M, Mountain Warehouse, Evans 

bikes, Halfords...Look at Abergavenny and Monmouth for inspiration. I don't want to go.to Bristol to shop for outdoor clothing, 

shoes, clothes etc. For myself and children or particularly online. Would prefer to walk to do it  

− Need one-way system in High Street, with 20 mph speed limit throughout town centre, more crossing places, environmental 

improvements, better use of open spaces, and more parking provision.   

− Support improved bus station at Thomas St (rather than recent poorly thought-out proposals for ""hub"" at railway station), 

but with better connections between the two. 
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− Provide shuttle bus to old bus station 

− The issue of High St misses the key question, as to whether motor traffic is part of the aspiration or not. I would argue that 

removing, or managing, the traffic makes all the other aspirations more likely to succeed.  

− I have visited many similar small, walled towns around Europe that reduce/remove traffic to make better spaces for 

residents, businesses and visitors. It can be done." 

− Chepstow could so easily be more of a foodie destination- more could be made of the Sunday market, for example.  

− There has been very limited consideration of cycle routes into and around town e.g., no bike lanes or shared 

cycle/pedestrian routes without cars, especially in relation to routes from more rural areas such as Boughspring and 

Woolaston where residents rely on Chepstow for services and leisure. 2. lack of consideration about arrival by train and how 

this connects (physically and visually) to the town centre. 3. Unclear on impact on taxi ranks in the area, there is already a 

shortfall which makes Chepstow undesirable as a night-time location because it is so difficult to find transport home.  

− The big HSBC building, we need to reclaim this for the community  

− The Wales Coastal Path should be developed in conjunction with the Severn Princess Preservation Trust and the Mabey site 

development" 

− EV charging. A lot of electric car visitors to wye valley from England will need somewhere to charge. Charging takes a good 

hour or so. If we had a destination - maybe farm shop showcasing our local products - with significant ev charging points, we 

could capitalise on the passing through trade. People might even come off the m5 to especially visit. 

− The drive through Chepstow on the A48 is not pleasant. Traffic is awful but trees also need to be planted to obscure the 

back of the shops which are very unsightly. You do not get a sense of how lovely the town is, and people will not be tempted 

to check it out when they see the back of the shops which resemble more of an industrial estate. Improving this area should 

be high on the list in my opinion." 

− High Street improvements should seriously include removing the Barclays building to reinstate a market location and 

opening up connectivity to the shops and arcades behind it. creating a town square type location that acts as a true centre 

for Chepstow.  Tourist info, maps, access could then all pivot of this location" 

− Better Park, best use of the dell area makes it more appealing to people, a bypass  

− The vision does not mention resolving the two biggest issues Chepstow has: poor transport links and traffic congestion. 

− Without this the rest pf the proposals border on pointless. People and businesses will not be attracted to a gridlocked, 

polluted town that is getting worse.
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Bulwark and Thornwell Proposals 

Figure 8 illustrates where people see the priorities when 

reviewing the Bulwark and Thornwell proposals.  31% of 

respondents wish to see Bulwark neighbourhood shops and 

its immediate space improved, followed by investment in the 

wider active travel network (25%) and enhance play provision 

and community nature spaces at 21%. 

Figure 9 asked people to rate the proposals against a series 

of statements.  From the chart, most people agree with what 

the proposals are setting out to achieve, with the highest 

degrees of agreement for the proposals working to raise the 

quality of the neighbourhood shopping and environment and 

opportunities for additional investment, and also help sustain 

existing community buildings and centres that support local 

people. 
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Figure 8 - How People Prioritise the Bulwark and Thornwell Proposals 
 

Source: Community Survey; N=231 
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Figure 9 - To what extent do you agree with the following statements on the proposals? 
 

Source: Community Survey; N=234 
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Are there any other ideas or focus that are missing for this area of the town? 

A range of comments were made on items that people felt were missing.  These are some extracts: 

− Needs radical modernisation 

− Demolish existing buildings not in use and start again. 

− Objection to why St Mary's RC Primary School has not been included in proposals 

− Create more of a mixed shops rather than just the couple of takeaways and a supermarket 

− "Need to stop the traffic turning right from A48 into Bulwark and right onto A48 from Bulwark. 

− Main problem in Bulwark is the removal of public free parking which has been boarded up by old social club.  The shops are 

privately owned. Public money should not be spent on improving them.  Owners should be encouraged to maintain them." 

− GP and Banking Provision. 

− More regular bus service." 

− Bulwark corner- a stranglehold 

− Safety of area at night.  

− "With reduced speed limits and reduction of rat runs allowing children and those using active travel to take priority reducing 

traffic and increasing community spirit. 

− 80% of children to go to school using active travel 

− "The majority of sports clubs are based in Bulwark and Thornwell and these could be better promoted and integrated into the 

Bulwark and Thornwell neighbourhoods.  

− The creation of active travel taking priority over vehicles, reducing speed limits, reduction of rat runs so streets are reclaimed 

by children and make safe for active travel." 

− Need to ensure that Coast Path route is completed along riverside through new development east of railway. 

− Industrial site needs upgrading roads and signage layout. 

− Make use of Bulwark shops as a central meeting point to access travel options. park and ride buses, taxi, buggies, bikes / 

mobility hire.   

− "Having viewed your consultation proposals for Chepstow I am disappointed that you recognised and are making 

recommendations for improvements to three Primary Schools namely Thornwell , Pembroke  in the Bulwark  ward and the 

Dell, but no mention of St Mary's RC Primary School,  as a school we urgently  need pedestrian crossing at the school 

entrance  in Old Bulwark  Road and opposite the church  in Bulwark Road,  we have had two near misses of cars colliding 
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with staff and children. It is also noted that St Mary’s has provided 16 placements for Ukraine refugees since May 2022, two 

have moved to higher education, two have moved back to Ukraine and one has moved to Tutshill Primary following a 

successful appeal against their initial application. In addition, we have 27.9% of pupils with additional learning needs 

compared to the Dell with 5%, so we as a school are certainly serving the Chepstow community. Can you please feedback 

why we as a school have blatantly been overlooked in this review.  

− Youth facilities are not very apparent and would benefit the community if this is addressed.  Perhaps such facilities are 

readily available but need more advertising. 

− GP surgery needed. Easier access to library facilities needed: could there be a satellite in bulwark or Thornwell? 

− You say this, but green infrastructure is key. Could do some small scale initiatives, e.g., pocket parks, pollinator highways, 

and street trees  

− Better police/community support officers’ presence. Better enforcement of speed limits and more bins that are actively 

emptied.  

− "- Although the proposals for Bulwark high street are a huge improvement on the existing situation, pedestrians still do not 

seem prioritised. Proper 'continuous footways' would be preferable, i.e., no level/construction/materials change for 

pedestrian crossings over road junctions; Instead of expensive interventions to segregate bikes from car traffic, install 

plastic/metal 'wands' to lightly segregate on wider roads, particularly uphill and on routes to school. - Implement on-street 

parking restrictions along all residential parts of Bulwark Road (not alongside the shops) and Thornwell Road. Parked cars 

slow buses and general traffic, are dangerous for cyclists, and there is ample on-street parking on side streets." 

− NO AFTERSCHOOL CLUBS CURRENTLY. How are we supposed to work??? 

− Keeping the area around the Bridge Underpass clean and tidy, more bine and dog waste bins. This is often the first area  
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Kingsmark and Western Chepstow 

Figure 9 asked people to rate the proposals against a series 

of statements.  From the chart, most people agree with what 

the proposals are setting out to achieve, with the highest 

degrees of agreement for the proposals working to raise the 

quality of the neighbourhood shopping and environment and 

opportunities for additional investment, and also help sustain 

existing community buildings and centres that support local 

people. 
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Figure 8 - How People Prioritise the Bulwark and Thornwell Proposals 
 

Figure 10 - To what extent do you agree with the following statements on the proposals? 
 

Source: Community Survey; N=218 
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Are there any other ideas or focus that are missing for this area of the town? 

A range of comments were made on items that people felt were missing.  These are some extracts: 

− Improve footpath/walking access from Bayfield/St Lawrence Park/Penterry Park via Ruffets open area to Schools and Town 

Centre opening onto Mounton Rd via grassy area of Tempest Drive - children already clamber over wall for short cut. Look at 

all unofficial short cuts and make proper walkways and crossings. 

− "The Comp is not fit for purpose and is in an embarrassing state. We were promised a new school 6 years ago. 

− The Dell is bursting at seams." 

− Danes’ children play area fenced in for safety and to keep dog out.  xxx is near swings where children play. 

− Needs to be a 20 mph down Welsh Street." 

− Cars and street parking.  Puts cars on driveway. 

− It seems like this is focused on Dane’s area - what comes under Western area. New estates left out - e.g., Bayfields, 

Laurence Park, around hospital & behind Spar. Large housing areas with little in the way of community assets - e.g., 

community centre.  

− The new housing estates past the Dane’s (e.g., behind Spar, Bayfields etc) have been completely left off this town plan like 

they don’t exist - despite their size & proposals for increased house building in the LDP.  What about community assets 

there?  

− Lack of children play areas at the Del for both residents and visitors 

− "Decrease speed limits and stop rat runs to enable children and those using active travel to retake the streets of housing 

estates and increase community cohesiveness. 

− Use of the Danes for community activities such as street parties 

− Stop house building and attract businesses 

− A revision of the catchment area for The Dell School to include the local children rather than travelling pupils could 

considerably help with improvement of physical relationships and reverse the effects of community divisions. 

− Vital the speed and traffic issue are addressed on Welsh St. there are 2 big schools and no additional safety measures. 

− I live on the Danes.  You have not mentioned that Huntfield Road is used as a part run and safety in a residential area 

should be addressed. Of course, all green space should be valued. The gym equipment in the open space should be safe 

and useable. The pullback apparatus hurt my back as could not pull it back, wrote to MonCC as thought it was concerning, 

no reply. 
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− Might want to also consider how this part of the town faces outwards as well as connects into the town centre.  Key 

pedestrian linkages into the AONB through the Piercefield, Wye Valley Walk, Barnett's Wood etc - these are currently under-

promoted and key linkages (e.g.  access into Barnett's Wood) could be made much better for pedestrians. 

− I don’t think this plan takes in any of ‘Western Chepstow’ - i.e., west of the A466 

− More commercial facilities/convenience stores/chip shops etc could benefit this area that feels quite lacking in facilities 

compared to the rest of town  

− Allowing enormous housing developments to be built with absolutely no road improvements (the token Tesco junction works 

do not count) or any requests for more frequent train services causes so much harm to this town and is negligent behaviour 

by the council." 

Future Chepstow 

Figure 11 indicates where people see Chepstow in the future with “improved”, “better”, “improving”, “vibrant” the dominant words.  

Not so dominant but words such as “welcoming”, “hopeful”, “thriving” and “congested” are used. 
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Figure 11 - Please provide a single word on how you see Chepstow if this plan was delivered over time? 
 

Source: Community Survey; N=209 
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What one thing would you want the plan to start 

delivering tomorrow, if no restrictions on funding, partner 

support and other resources were not present? 

 

Numbers in brackets indicate frequency of activity being 

mentioned 

− Improve traffic and transport situation (86) 

− Making high street more of a destination (37) 

− More town centre shops (14) 

− Upgrade Bulwark shops (9) 

− Dell Park (6) 

− Parks and play areas (5) 

− Town centre parking (free or improved) (4) 

− Improve pedestrian experience (2) 

− Thomas Street bus station improvements. First 

impressions count. (2) 

− Better signage 

− More/better health facilities 

− Concentrate on people, without them nothing will 

survive anyway 

− Who knows how many centuries Chepstow will have to 

wait for it 

− Community facilities for all 

− Links to Coastal Path 

− Better bus services (regularly) 

− "Keep Chepstow tidy - litter, glass, bin emptying, dog 

poo 

− Economic and wellbeing benefits 

− Do something with the empty Barclays bank 

− Prioritising locals- more affordable housing  

− More green planting. It’s an easy win to enhance an 

area. 

− "Free electric minibus shuttle.  

− Safe active route Bayfields" 

− Safety for ALL 

− Green spaces 

− Stop developments until such time as a proper road 

structure is in place to meet the demands of local 

residents and other roads users who bypass the town. 

− Community cohesion. 

− On-street electric car chargers in residential areas 

− Upgrading and improving Thornwell and Bulwark 

− Chepstow / Tidenham Cycle / Pedestrian Link 

− Too many houses being built with a lack of 

infrastructure 

− "Attract more big companies into Chepstow town. 

− Make the Dell a better place to be proud of 

− Cut Business Rates until every shop is occupied 

− Improving the town’s appearance 

− Barclay bank repurposing, pop-up support on main 

hight street. 

− Close the high Street permanently and pave it like 

Caldicot  

− Improved sports facilities  

− Minor injuries / out of hours GP & Dentists at Chepstow 

Community Hospital.  

− Promoting cohesion and diversity. No more insularity.  
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− Money needs to be spent 

− Community transport  

− Long-term resilience and adaptivity, including capacity 

for antifragility. 

− Green spaces enhancement for play and wellbeing 

− realistically providing proper services (hospital, dentist, 

new schools) but I think the bus station needs a much 

overdue clean up. 

− Maintenance  

− Take control from the old fashion council 

− Have the right people in place  
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6. Chepstow Comprehensive School 

Workshop 
During lunchtime on the 16th of November, a number of pupils 

came together from across all of the school years to share 

their thoughts on where they see Chepstow now as a place, 

and its focus and priorities for the future? The session was run 

by the County Council’s Regeneration team with the support 

of Chris Jones Regeneration.  With the exception of one pupil, 

everyone who participated live in the town. 

 

 

Positives 
 

Negatives 

Nature Lack of shops 

Walks Same thing every time…no 
difference 

Sunday market No cinema 

Tourist things Lack of restaurants 

Tradition No birthday celebration place 

Heritage  No Select shop 

Quiet No hair and beauty shop 

The environment A drive through town or 
community 

Picturesque Normal 

 Quiet 

 Boring 

 Traffic 

 Not much stuff to do 

High Street 

▪ Pedestrianise it 

▪ Space for people 

▪ Awareness of cars 

now 

▪ Need to sit out 

▪ Planting 

▪ More things to do 

▪ More shelter 

▪ Where does traffic go? 

Local Services 

▪ Have a small A & E in community hospital 

▪ Waiting times are long at doctors 

▪ Lack of NHS dentists 

▪ Community hospital isn’t used by local people 

Public Transport 

▪ Always have to change at Severn Tunnel Junction 

▪ Change trains for Bristol and Newport 

▪ No high speed trains – 30mph speed limit on track? 

▪ Train station improvements 

o Poor for blind and visually impaired 

o The pedestrian bridge is a barrier 

o It feels old 

o It’s an inconvenient space at the front 

 

Chepstow Now 

Areas for Focus 
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Active Travel 

▪ Trial out E-bikes 

▪ We love Tidenham Tunnel 

▪ Wyedean and Tintern from Chepstow is not accessible 

▪ We need to find ways of segregating cyclists as it’s not 

safe 

Employment 

▪ Hard to find casual jobs when in sixth form 

▪ It’s a place to leave and not stay for work…will come 

back if you want to settle down 

 

 

 

 

▪ More fishing on the Wye – challenges are access and 

its tidal 

▪ Improve public services – health, sports and recreation 

▪ New uses and experiences - bowling, cinema and 

theatre 

▪ Bigger leisure centre and pool – 20m increase to 25m 

pool 

▪ Better things for youth and sport 

▪ A general perspective – “adding” not familiar 

▪ Improve facilities – don’t build more things 

▪ The environment – lack of greenery and trees – watch 

housing growth 

▪ A Cinema – two to four screens 

▪ Have a minor A&E and community hospital 

▪ Modernise rail network – new station, faster trains, 

more connectivity

Priorities  
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▪ Modernise 

▪ Don’t overload history 

▪ Next generation 

▪ Proud 

▪ Refreshed 

▪ Sustainable 

▪ Social  

▪ Pleased to see change 

▪ Community  

▪ Desirable – want to be here 

▪ Amazing town that has got better 

▪ Improved public services 

▪ New town centre activities 

▪ A new perspective with modern elements but keeping 

the old agriculture 

▪ More fun 

▪ More socialising 

 

Future Chepstow 
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Appendices
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Consultation Material 

 

Image 6 - Exhibition Panels 1 to 3 

  
 

Source: Chris Jones Regeneration 
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Image 7 - Exhibition Panels 4 to 6 

   
Source: Chris Jones Regeneration 
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Image 8 - Exhibition Panels 7 to 9 

   
Source: Chris Jones Regeneration 
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Image 9 - Exhibition Panels 10 to 12 

 
  

Source: Chris Jones Regeneration 
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Image 10 - Exhibition Panels 13 to 14 

  

 

Source: Chris Jones Regeneration 

 

 

P
age 235



Chepstow Comprehensive School Workshop Note 
 

64 
 

Respondent Breakdown 
 

Figure 12 - Breakdown by Gender Figure 13 - Breakdown by Age 
  

Source: Community Survey; N=222 
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Figure 14 - Breakdown by Ethnicity Figure 15 - Are Respondents Employed? 
  

Source: Community Survey; N=221 Source: Community Survey; N=217 
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Figure 16 - If you are unemployed, which one of the following 
applies to your current status? 

Figure 17 - do you consider yourself as having a disability?  

 

 

Source: Community Survey; N=73 Source: Community Survey; N=217 
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Further Comments 

− Visitors feel lost.  Inadequate signage.  Questions - where is bus station - where is Bank Street? 

− The task is massive to repair years of neglect. 

− Please refer to supporting letter of representation 

− Improve public toilets 

− Too much jargon - at times - what does co-ordinate frontages and co-ordinate spaces to create the right draw and 

experience through a design code mean? 

− Need to attract big businesses and opening hours need to be longer - 9am to 6pm 

− Less housing, more infrastructure, less talking, more action.  How many more surveys, consultations, public meetings before 

actual improvements are made.  No more introduction of superficial items of improvement whilst root causes of 

dissatisfaction are not addressed. 

− If roading and sports infrastructure are not improved, you are not delivering for 

− future generations. The council have an obligation under the Future & Wellbeing Act 

− to invest now for the future. 

− I doubt any of this or other feedback is included, we all know that consultation is box ticking, 

− before you crack on with what you want to do anyway. Another lost opportunity for Chepstow and its 

− residents." 

− Start as quickly as possible 

− The present bus station actually does not have enough bays. Any attempt to reduce them would cause chaos. 

− Until the traffic flowing through Chepstow from Lydney direction is addressed - the town will remain polluted, and car 

focussed. 

− Move away from ""Bristol people"" phrase - we need to embrace everyone - make them feel welcome 

− Council has a thankless task judging by residents' actions to the High Street in Covid." 

− I'm concerned about the proposals for St Mary's Church. Please seek to preserve its voice and mission to our town. 

− Improve traffic flow at rush hour 

− Make it a special place. 

− Green spaces should look natural not contrived 

− Better signposting for a history trail - link in blue plaques." 
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− Don't just write elaborate and expensive plan; start with small effective changes which will bring the greatest benefit to most 

people 

− I think they are quite pedestrian in places & not as developed as they could be. Many of the things like keeping Drill Hall, 

improving Dell Park, updating Bulwark community centre are surely givens and not aspirational. Surely a place plan should 

help guide town & county council planning decisions & yet missing reference to key areas in town which feature heavily in 

LDP? Town centre lacking detailed vision for what people want to make the town unique & a destination for residents & 

visitors  

− We will wait and see 

− The involvement of sports clubs, religious communities and local clubs and organisations would help get buy in to the plans 

and faster implementation. 

− All new houses should be passive in nature reducing residents fuel bills and making Chepstow more resilient. 

− Push the Welsh Government to expedite the WelTag Study on High Beach Roundabout so there is hope for traffic 

congestion in Chepstow. 

− You state that grants could be available for high street premises. Surely this is down to the property landlord, and not 

taxpayers. 

− "For too long the County Council have muddled by from day to day with no real effort to address the basic problem of having 

the busy A48 bisecting the town.  Twiddling with speed limits, cycle routes, planting flowers and opening coffee shops will 

never have a positive impact on the lives of Chepstow residents and visitors.  

− Talking about improvements and seeking interim solutions to perceived problems will not cut any mustard with the 

ratepayers of Chepstow.  A timetable for construction will give hope and certainty to all affected by the choking effect of the 

road.  In the meantime, it has been of some relief to all that the High Street has returned to two way through traffic 

reinstating the alternative routes for local traffic.  A bypass is the solution to many congestion and safety problems within the 

town.  

− Build it and they will come.  The County Council should not hide behind the excuse that money cannot be spent on 

Chepstow because that would be unfair to Monmouth and Abergavenny.  Nor should the Welsh Labour Government’s 

contentment with the road building in Cardiff and subsequent refusal to consider road building elsewhere be used as an 

excuse not to go ahead with this vital project. 
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− The County Council and the Town Council should make every effort to ensure this vital road is built.  Thereafter will be the 

opportunity to make proposals about Placemaking and Transforming Chepstow. 

− Be bold, represent the community and get this done. 

− Do not make bike access through parks, particularly the Danes. It’s dangerous and stupid. Could not  

− believe it when I saw that. " 

− TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE 

− St Mary's R C Primary School needs to be considered and the playground opposite also needs improvement.  Safe 

crossings at the top and bottom entrances are a must.  

− "Chepstow will have to address managing (and reducing) motor traffic if there is going to be improvement in many of these 

aspects. 

− Cycling - one aspect that can be encouraged. But geography doesn't help. However, e-bikes could transform this. A plan 

that involves e-bikes and more traffic-free routes could make this a pioneer destination. 

− Tourism - is there any joined up tourism planning with Glos Council/Forest of Dean? Chepstow is a hub for Monmouthshire, 

Glos and Bristol......and could be marketed coherently in this way.  

− St Marys Church use is a great challenge. And potential opportunity. But some of the visions for it overlap with those of Drill 

Hall.  Perhaps one multi-use space done well is the realistic ambition, not two. 

− Get someone with a vision to start designing spaces for people and creating real income and wealth.  

− "There is an obvious very desperate need for better public transport links.  

− I’m also informed there are plans to enhance all primary schools except St Mary’s, could you explain the reasons for this 

please as it appears very unfair as is.  

− Thanks" 

− Attracting businesses seems to be missing 

− See previous comments about addressing the traffic issues in Chepstow 

− Need to be realistic in time scales and what money is available.  

− These proposals are great, but they don’t solve the problem with Chepstow - the traffic. I have friends who won’t visit 

Chepstow from Bristol / Cardiff as the traffic is so bad…. 

− Not sure if this is possible, being a private building, but it would improve he town if the ugly closed Barclays Bank were 

demolished, and an open attractively arranged space with seats and mature trees could be planted in its place. 

− Mature trees planted along both sides of the High Street would greatly enhance the area. “ 

P
age 241



Chepstow Comprehensive School Workshop Note 
 

70 
 

− Be ambition on developing around natural resources. as all progressive towns do  

− All proposals should be considered after the building of the town by-pass route.  Whilst this through traffic problem remains, 

any proposals are tinkering around the edges and will not provide any significant benefits no matter how much resource is 

mis-spent. 

− Connect the M4 and M48 bridges with a new coastal road 

− Keep up the good work, not every idea will be a winner but there are more positives here than negatives. 

− Expand the services provided at Chepstow Community Hospital and provide a transport link. 

− Encouragement for a more diverse shopping and leisure experience. 

− Stop talking - start doing! 

− High Street to return to pedestrian status, at least on the weekends, with seating areas as they were before the reopening. 

− Strict, controlled speed limits to be imposed in town to discourage unnecessary traffic and improve air quality and pedestrian 

experience." 

− Priorities are the Dell Park, bulwark shops and access tunnel from near garden city to river 

− We need to make more of a fuss about Traffic congestion.  It needs Government Action. 

− A town website with a list of events would be very useful - as a new resident I've found it difficult to find out what is going on 

in Chepstow 

− The outdoor spaces seem to revolve around the idea of putting out some chairs and opening a café every 30 yards to make 

the town look nice. But we've already got a dozen café and coffee shops 

− There is no mention in this survey about Garden City and the access tunnel to the new estate. I have been advised that this, 

once opened, would be for pedestrians and cyclists only. I think this needs to be confirmed. 

− These proposals also do not address the general run down feeling of Chepstow, unkempt kerbs, poor road surfaces, litter 

etc " 

− Chepstow has greatly deteriorated in the past decade - poor High Street, A48 problems because of overbuilding of houses 

without necessary infrastructure and causing pollution, poor leisure facilities, comprehensive school not performing as well 

as it should, hospital not properly utilised for residents. Chepstow should be vibrant and a great place to live and visit - 

gateway to Wye Valley, Forest of Dean, Wales, Chepstow Castle, Racecourse, Golf course, riverbank.  Chepstow should not 

be 997 out 1000 for best retail / vibrant place to visit as in national survey in 2021. Chepstow seems to be the poor relation 

of Monmouthshire with lack of investment. Yet there is so much to offer. We need good shops, traffic flow with less pollution, 
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integrated public transport, good education and a functioning hospital, respect for green spaces. More action and less 

continuous consultation please. 

− Thank you for all the hard work on these proposals. It's great to see the effort put into improving the local area.  

− Be creative with procurement, business rates etc. There are a lot of creatives and talent here. Maybe we could set up a low 

cost business loan scheme? Introduce a Chepstow currency? Love the direction of travel and partnership approach to the 

what - but we need to ensure sustainable through the how. 

− Too many to list 

− How will you prioritise all of these items? Different parts of Chepstow have different needs  

− No real substance and not addressing the things that really matter. The infrastructure needs addressing before anything else 

- enough schools, facilities, traffic - not fluffing around with the bus station and bulwark shops. Aesthetic improvements are a 

nice idea but there are fundamental problems which need addressing first. Investment in the high street is essential to create 

a vibrant town that should be on a par with Monmouth and Abergavenny. There is huge untapped potential which this plan 

will not unleash. 

− Just get on with it! Anything will be an improvement on the current town.  

− Keep the toilet facilities they are such an asset for community and visitors so much better than most towns and cities  

− When we first came to the area in 1985, Chepstow was a lovely little town with nice shops and lots going on. Now it looks as 

though nobody can be bothered with it anymore. Lots of expensive houses are being built which local people can't afford, 

making it impossible for our young people to stay in the area. On a starting salary of £30,000 per year you can just about 

afford a property costing around £180,000, if you already have a decent deposit saved up. How many properties are there 

around here that you could buy for £180,000? Where are all the so-called affordable homes? 

− Please bring in more retailers who can provide local shopping to those with young families.  

− Great vision, but even greater priority must be given to active travel and public transport! I believe that in doing this we will 

create better places for people to linger and socialise. We should take inspiration from how it is done in the Netherlands. 

− Overall proposals are good, I would suggest that there needs to be a clearer high level plan for Chepstow that identifies how 

each area contributes and even a long term plan to redevelop some of the central cites that provide lots of potential but are 

correctly not adding much to the overall town identity.  
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− The plans need to identify how Chepstow will connect people to the surrounding areas that draw tourism (e.g., forest of 

Dean, Tintern, Wye Valley etc) 

− It is identified that Chepstow is well connected to walking cycling routes but no provision to support the activities is made in 

the plans. e.g., a cycle hub (think mud Dock Cafe in Bristol as an example)" 

− Without addressing the cross border challenges there will be an improved appearance only. Investment and prosperity will 

only arrive if congestion improves.  

− Improve the coastal path experience near the industrial aspects  

− between Bulwark and Hardwick. 

− Work to lower rates in the Town Centre to help rejuvenation and employment. " 

− Wake up. You're sleep-walking into disaster. 

− The bus station should be prioritised 

− The challenge is to attract more diversity in retail and high street offerings to compliment the current wonderful shops.  

− Public transport links to Bristol and towards Newport and Cardiff could be a lot better 

− I understand the government will not build a bypass because it encourages vehicles and likely increase carbon emissions do 

not reduce. If money wasn't a restriction, having a direct or quicker train link to Bristol would reduce traffic, encourage public 

transport and reduce carbon emissions 

− I really hope something can be done as the general attitude about Chepstow seems really negative. I moved here 3 years 

ago and would love to make a proper home here for the coming years (looking to buy first house!) and a mood shift is 

needed in the community in general to feel a bit more hopeful about this.  

− Please keep the core issue in mind at all times- to improve it needs to feel like a town, not a through road- cars speeding, 

thin pavements, lack of safe crossings, lack of easy/ well maintained walkways are what keeps us from engaging more... and 

with the many new houses being built this won't improve without real work and investment. You can make the town perfect 

but until it feels more accessible, and less like an afterthought to the A48, people won't come. And this needs to include 

access from the otherwise of the A48 Bulwark, garden city etc- not just Kingsmark etc. This is both for pedestrian and 

drivers- some of the turnings (right out of Garden City, right out of Bulwark) are horrible, as are crossing the road as a 

pedestrian (worse with a pram and I imagine much worse if you're reliant on a wheelchair.) Please make sure residents feel 

comfortable and enjoy walking/ driving around Chepstow as a priority or you won't get the footfall!  

− A48 is a very busy road and there are a number of island crossings which are not addressed as part of making it more 

attractive to access Chepstow and schools by foot  
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− Chepstow is an historic town with much character and beauty, ideally situated on the River Wye. Please stop it being choked 

in traffic. I know Mr. Drakeford has stopped new road building in Wales however there are many ideas out there  

− to improve traffic flow and stop the pollution near Hardwick Hill.   

− Local community needs to be brought on board with any plans and have an ongoing way to voice their opinions on planned 

developments. 

− There are general negative feelings from the community not being involved in decisions such as opening / closing the high 

street, lack of warning about planned works and money being wasted on vanity projects without consultation (pedestrian 

crossing being taken out and reinstated by Superdrug, bin store by the Boat Man). There is also negative feeling towards 

new residents in the town, particularly aimed at those moved from Bristol who more likely have economic means to booster 

and bolster the economy but feel unwelcomed in the town. 

− For change in Chepstow the whole community needs to be involved and have a say, not led by Facebook poles by the most 

vocal shouting down any differing opinions to their own. " 

− It doesn't address the key issue of traffic congestion to and from the m48 and the impact this has  

− Pedestrianizing the centre is not useful. It didn't work for the high street, slows transport and is dangerous - kerbs are there 

to protect people! 

− Remove the speed bumps from bulwark which damage cars and increase emissions (speed up, slow down). 

− There's no point ferrying more people to a dead high street. People visit Cribbs Causeway for popular retailers and free 

parking. 

− You've also got the racecourse, with a Sunday Market which brought thousands of people and the opportunity for many 

events. 

− Coleford has a music festival, transport festival and beautiful Christmas lights. Simple things!" 

− Please listen to feedback and reach out to communities in surrounding areas that have made a positive impact. Chepstow 

will not be fixed with a new bus station  

− Please start asap :) 

− Stop obsessing about the green drives promoted by a minority. What people want is a return to the vibrant market town 

Chepstow once was. You cannot do this by reducing traffic flow and forcing everyone to walk everywhere otherwise you will 

have no-one visiting. 

− Traffic is the biggest issue to date. We feel prisoners at times as can’t get to where we want to go. 

− A general Survey of all existing residents for those unable to attend meetings or who have no on-line access 
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− Main roads through town are too congested. Travelling in to or out of town takes much longer than it should compared to 

towns of similar size that have more on offer (better stores, green spaces etc) 

− Stop building houses for rich commuters from Bristol  

− Road improves by pink house as no give way for bus, taxis 

− I think that you are trying to make Chepstow into something it’s not. It was a market town same as Monmouth and 

Abergavenny and we should look how they’ve improved over the years but kept their identity  

− There should be a full investigation into how the huge housing development near the station, which will dump thousands 

more residents and traffic into the town, was permitted with absolutely no transport improvements accompanying it. 

− Please improve Chepstow and bulwark shops 

− If money is not available to provide all that is proposed, please consider reducing charges on business and residents so that 

existing shops and services can prosper 

− Please sort the traffic out  

− Better shops, make the town more interesting, I’m now travelling to Yate shopping get the full package, local shops, 

supermarkets, coffee, kid’s activities, a full day for 17 miles away. 

− no parking charges, " 

− Have the right people in place 

− I'm encouraged by the new CTC and MCC councils and hope they can actually start to deliver on this long overdue attention 

to Chepstow. As a resident of 20 years all I've noticed is decline and neglect. I am an active contributor to Chepstow 

societies who use the Drill Hall and would like to see this venue reformed and cared for and focussed on community groups. 

BCC is also an invaluable space that we should cherish. Thank you! 

− Build a bypass! Please! No point spending money on anything else until the traffic situation is improved 
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Other Email Correspondence 

Dear Sadie, 

The upgrading of the Chepstow castle area and Bulwark and Thornwell with paving that cars can drive over needs to be 

implemented in the town centre itself as a priority. Surely transforming Chepstow needs to start with the town centre itself first and 

foremost of all as well as the other areas included in the masterplan. It looks like the centre of town has been forgotten when it 

should take centre stage of the transforming Chepstow masterplan and be paved over in the same way as suggested by the castle. 

In terms of priority for upgrading and paving it should be town centre first, followed by the Castle area, followed by Bulwark and 

Thornwell which is only a secondary shopping area not the main town. Priority must be given to the town centre high street itself 

and hopefully extend to Moor Street before looking elsewhere. 

In addition, care needs to be taken with the materials, the laying of the paving to ensure it is fit for purpose and laid properly 

otherwise it will result in maintenance expense with cracking as a result.  This has happened in the shared space area of 

Shirenewton village and there have been problems with a shared space area of Poynton in Cheshire due to the weight of lorries 

cracking the paving near the drains. So, the surface it is put on and how it is laid, and its future maintenance needs to be carefully 

considered prior to laying down to avoid unnecessary future expense. 

Active travel links to nearby villages to link in the town to them have not been included. The villages in my ward nearest to 

Chepstow town are Pwllmeyric, Mathern and Mounton. Active travel links to villages near Monmouth and Caldicot are considered 

but not to villages near Chepstow town and should be included in this masterplan, particularly if there are developments in the 

RLDP which are at the top end of the High Beech roundabout. 

Also, the need for a Chepstow relief road /by pass and improvements to High Beech roundabout needs to be included in the plan to 

alleviate the traffic going through Chepstow high street and to make it more feasible to have a pedestrian area in the centre of town 

for a longer part of the day, which is not possible due to the  traffic congestion on the A48. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Chepstow masterplan and please treat this as my consultation feedback. 

Kind regards 
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Louise 

Cllr Louise Brown 

Monmouthshire County Councillor 

Shirenewton Ward 

 

Chepstow Chamber of Commerce 

Email 1 

Hi Sadie- thanks - I forgot another suggestion. That is the approach to Chepstow from the Severn bridge up to high beech 

roundabout. Its prone to rubbish - sue parkinson can fill you in. We could really do with a solution to that problem. It would also be 

nice if something could be done to make more of the approach to the town from Severn bridge - perhaps a sea of pollinator plants - 

just as one example. I know that area comes under Sewtra, but I doubt they would mind. Since we are home to the coral Welsh 

national, it would be nice to have, for example, some wicker horses on the roundabouts - or better if funding available. At the 

moment, the approach does not say "welcome to the gateway to Wales" - there are lots of things that could be done but wild 

flowers/pollinators would be great. Something that creates a real positive impression. Some sort of signage indicating any events 

going on in the town would be good too. 

Better signage to indicate we are the gateway to Wales on the approach and that we are walkers are welcome town. 

Another idea would be to have some murals painted in the two under passes in town - the one at top end by pink party shop and 

the other further down going to Tesco. There are so many themes that could be painted on the walls making them more pleasant 

and less intimidating at nighttime. Chepstow has such a history we would not be short of subject matter to paint. 

I think I mentioned new benches for the dell park area, but we could do with new, low maintenance benches throughout the town 

centre - maybe aluminium? CTC have a horrible history in poor maintenance of benches. I think they have deleted maintenance off 

their list rather than do something about the matter.  

It would be good to catch up on my return - perhaps on phone in case I've missed something. In the meantime, I'll send any other 

thoughts.  
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Thanks for getting in touch 

Chepstow Chamber of Commerce 

Email 2 

Hi Sadie - another thought is the lack of recycling bins for the public. Also, I remember talking to Mark cleverabout having some 

screens to put rubbish bags behind - town centre often looks terrible with bin bags out on the street, especially around the 

Boatman. We had that disastrous attempt by CTC to put those bins in which the public hated - that was not thought through at all. 

Chepstow Chamber of Commerce 

Email 3 

Hi again - something else missing is the refurbishment of public toilets. All town centre toilets need refurbishment. The ones on the 

riverbank by the bandstand are awful. The ones at TIC and in library car park would all benefit from refurbishment/ redecoration. 

None of them are particularly pleasant. I don't think any of them cater for the disabled - that’s something that really should be added 

to the list.  

Chepstow Chamber of Commerce 

Email 4 

Town Gate- there is a space here that typically looks unkept with poor quality advertising. We'd like to see this given over to a 

professional historical scene relating to Mary Clayton with historical information. The town gate has been here for a long time and 

the lack of historical representation/information is poor. As is the lack of a decent historical feature relating to William Williams VC 

winner 

Chepstow Chamber of Commerce 

Email 4 

I have a rough design of a sign we would dearly love to see at the bottom end of town re the Welsh coastal path - will forward on 

return 

Chepstow Chamber of Commerce 
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Email 5 

Hi again - sorry for all the emails - just sending as I remember/ think of things. I mentioned the need to spend on the museum - I 

can think of a few exhibitions that would be nice to see - it really needs bringing up to date as well as refreshing.  The offering there 

really does need investment. There is a lot of space outside the museum - perhaps that could be developed in lieu of the suggested 

tables and chairs on the roadside. There is a lot of unused space there. Some planting to make it more attractive. Perhaps some 

pop-up stalls for visitors to buy local. With planting that could be an area for tea/ coffee - additional income for the museum. Needs 

thinking about but definitely something that could be developed 

Chepstow Chamber of Commerce 

Email 6 

Hi Sadie 

Just following up on previous email - am stuck in Brussels with a sick 9 year old so thought I might as well send you some feedback 

now. Bear in mind am doing this from afar and without all my files to hand but here is some feedback sooner rather than later. 

In general, the consultation lacks detail. A lot of theoretical but a serious lack of actual solutions. For example, within the Town 

Conversations, there is a reference to pollution. For years we have had an air monitoring station on Hardwick Hill, but we have not 

had any real solutions to date. I've known MCC to allow the felling of protected trees in the area. We cannot expect Transition 

Chepstow, a voluntary organisation, to come up with professional solutions. There is a reference to a need to improve infrastructure 

- yes there is, but what and how? Much was made of this issue when the building works down on the Mabey site for the new 

housing development was going through planning, but it was ignored. 

When we put forward our report on the town in 2017, the Town Council resolved to work with us on the issues raised but they never 

did - we were left to do what we could working by ourselves or with individuals within MCC who did their best to help. In the minutes 

of July 2017, there was reference to other, previous reports on the town and how they had gone by the wayside. I have 

documentation at home going back to the 1980s and I think I have something going back to the 1930s outlining plans for the town, 

yet it's been on the decline since a previous Clerk, Sandra Bushell, retired. 

My point is - how can we have confidence? The management of the recent High Street configuration during COVID was very 

detrimental. MCC tend to have good ideas but repeatedly lack the skill to implement successfully. Just look at the A Board debacle. 
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Same with CTC - just look at the recent issues with the recycling bins next to the Boatman statue. See also the reports that I sent to 

you in a separate email. 

Here are some more specific comments: 

1. Thomas Street Bus Station 

This is an area very much in need of renovation. It looks seriously "dead end" and not very welcoming at all. We have been asking 

for help to tidy up this area for years. It took 5 years to address litter issues and around 5 years to get the new bus shelter, which 

has been a disaster. It "feels" like someone at MCC is determined to kill off trade at the top end of town. 

Of great concern is the bus service and the impact on trade. If trade falls, and M&S were to move out, that would be devastating. 

What about the taxi service on offer from this area? 

in the pictures, no sign of buses and it looks as though there are tables and chairs next to the road. As the previous High Street 

configuration during COVID, this is not very good from a health and safety perspective and certainly not good having people 

breathing in vehicle fumes . 

The idea of some disabled parking is a good one as this is a major issue in terms of accessing the High Street and was a major 

issue in the COVID pedestrianisation, which was disastrous. 

There are privately owned buildings in this area in serious need of repair. How do you plan to get the landlords to renovate them - 

take, for example, the building owned by Victory Church. That is quite an eyesore. Myself and Cllr Becker tried to contact the 

owners some years ago about the state of it but to no avail. Some of the takeaways are owned/ staffed by individuals that have 

families overseas. All their money goes there rather than investing in improving the buildings. There has been some serious 

landlord neglect of buildings in this area. This is not an easy one to tackle but needs it. 

2. High Street 

The changes made during COVID were a good opportunity wasted. The way in which this was managed during COVID created a 

lot of anger and did a lot of damage to business. 

The idea of coordinating shop frontage/ signage is a good one - something we have wanted for some time. Our retail consultant of 

2017 came up with the idea of creating a look of a walking through town as though it were a shopping mall e.g. depicting sections 
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of the town, such as the Tudor looking buildings in Moor St But how will you achieve this given that we have so many private 

landlords who often expect their tenants to pay for structural renovations? How will you deal with corporate branded outlets? 

Short term parking behind the Palmer Centre is a good one - disabled parking would be good. As mentioned above, this was very 

problematic during the COVID town centre layout. 

The market - needs attention and could be a lot better. The placement of stalls is often a headache for businesses on days when 

they open as it blocks access to their premises. We were involved initially but cut out by a now ex CTC employee - could be a lot 

better. 

3. Place Management 

Town Centre Partnership - this won't work if run by Town Council. We need an employed Town Team who are skilled and 

experienced and not answerable to what are effectively a group of volunteers with a random set of skills and abilities. This team 

should be based in the town and focus on the town but regularly consult with residents as part of their brief. They should also report 

in to MCC and form part of the County plans. 

Website - we have one, recently went live. This was created as Town Council have consistently failed to support local business and 

were found to have "waged war." Refer to previous email sent. I can provide you with very specific examples. Re the website - 

would be fantastic if we could develop that - we have lots of ideas and could get on with them a lot quicker than either council if we 

could get some funding. We are able to make small amounts of money go a lot further. 

Events and activities - again, not if left to Town Council - no business can have faith in them. There is an assumption here that 

there would be an ease of cooperation - there won't. There is very little good will left. Where events are part of a business' income 

stream, they will not want to be at the mercy of third parties who could significantly impact income. 

Empty properties - this is fraught with problems re rent payments/ insurance etc. We've looked at this several times. There are 

potential solutions, but they are not straightforward and again, outside the capability of Town Council to successfully manage. 

4. Dell Park 

This area needs serious attention in regard to benches and bins. Ideally, low maintenance furniture - perhaps aluminum. This would 

be the case throughout town. We have asked for help from Town Council in the past, only for us to be accused to harassing the 
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staff, despite Town Council being responsible for maintenance. We now know more about the horrible history of town bench 

maintenance by CTC. 

The footpath through from Welsh St to the Library Car Park needs replacing. Every time we have rain, grooves are cut into it. I then 

email Nigel Leeway to put it on the list for maintenance. One day, someone will sprain their ankle - I've seen people go over after 

heavy rain in the area. Makes it very difficult for pedestrians and particularly difficult for prams, wheelchairs, etc. An enhanced play 

area would be fantastic. This area is prone to teenagers leaving litter and nitrous oxide canisters. 

5. Chepstow Castle/TIC/Museum 

Again, pub seating and traffic = health and safety hazard and bad for inhaling vehicle fumes. 

Rationalising car park access in our main tourist spot is not a good idea. Any reduction in car park access in Chepstow is not a 

good idea - we actually need more as it is in such high demand.  

These proposals could be detrimental to coach access which we need to bring visitors to the area. 

Much better and the most obvious improvement would be plans to spend money on the museum itself, refreshing the exhibits and 

allowing exciting new exhibits to be created. Also, to improve the shop offering. 

6. The Riverfront 

This seriously lacks detail, "On arrival there needs to be a clear sequence of movement from the old Wye Bridge to the riverbank 

and band stand area" - seriously? Anyone visiting that area can see how to get from the bridge to the riverbank!!!!! 

We have proposed "artistic features" which people can post on social media making the area world famous, but all suggestions 

ignored so far. One suggestion for a particular sign would make us world famous and would not cost a lot - could be paid for by 

CTC but again, ignored. 

7. The Drill Hall 

"has rapidly become a major focus in Chepstow's artistic and community life" - really? Does anyone at MCC have any idea of 

what's gone on here during the previous CTC administration? We were not the only ones that the CTC waged war on. The Drill Hall 

situation created uproar in the community - did you know that local Karl Daymond actually died during one of the meetings about its 

future? 
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This is a major project in its own right. Some work has been done by a consultant elsewhere. There are fundamental issues that 

have been ongoing for years which need to be resolved here relating to the management and the programme. Also, serious 

implications re parking in the area. 

8. Upper Church Street/Bridge St 

This whole area needs renovation but involves privately owned properties.  

Not sure about these proposals 

9. St Mary's 

Again, this is a project in its own right. It is a listed building and has £50k of essential maintenance works just as a start point. The 

proposals are very theoretical - actually implementing them will take significant investment. 

10. Bulwark 

Again - lots of private landlords and the issues that brings with it but would benefit from improvement for sure. 

11. Bulwark Community Centre 

It would benefit the town if Community Centres and maybe the Drill Hall were put into a basket and managed away from CTC. They 

tend to compete with each other - they need better coordination and vision. 

12. Thornwell Primary School 

What about other schools in the area? 

13. Play Provision 

No detail 

14. Active Travel Links 

This is problematic - what we really need is a bypass.  

15. Garden City 
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Can't some of this be improved now? 

15. Links to Coastal Path 

Chepstow seriously undersold with Coastal Path. 

How will you achieve this given involvement from other organisations?  

Lack of detail again 

16. Kingsmark and Western Edge 

Welsh Street - improving safety of children accessing school - YES 

Need to provide drop off/pick up zones for parents as this is a major headache. 

Another area of annoyance is the number of vehicles that park on the pavement opposite Wilko - pedestrians are often forced onto 

the road - often with children. inadequate parking enforcement. 

Active travel - again lack of detail. Chepstow is very hilly so cycling not for everyone.  

OTHER 

I mentioned that I am trustee of the Severn Princess Ferry. This could be a significant tourist attraction but needs funding. We've 

spent a lot of time this year being filmed for TV - ITV's Vanished Wales, S4C, we've been live on Wales Online FB feed. We've just 

won a GAVO award for Welsh Culture and Heritage. We are currently located on the riverbank down at the Mabey new build site. 

Promises of funding from the Maybe development were indicated but zero has come forth. This could be an amazing feature on the 

Welsh Coastal Path, but we need help and funding. 

Hope these notes are of help - the consultation document is fraught with issues when you get into the detail. More than happy to 

discuss and help. For local business, situation is very difficult at the moment. I have plenty of documentation to support the above 

notes if of any help. 

Regards 

Sue 
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Chepstow Chamber of Commerce 

Email 7 

Forgot to say - attached our report on the town from 2017 

Also, for all sorts of reasons, we've put together a town/business website which we'd like to see supported and developed   Visit 

Chepstow – Visit Chepstow – The gateway to Wales. 

We've also been working on other projects relating to town trails and maps for several years - we are currently creating a new 

version which will be printed in a specific way - draft attached FYI. All pulled together by volunteers and donations. Would like to 

see a future for them given the huge amount of time and effort that has gone into them. 

Sue 

Email from St Mary’s RC Primary School Parent, PTA Member 

Dear MCC,   

Can you please confirm the reasons why proposals to enhance The Dell, Thornwell and Pembroke are included in the Chepstow 

Town regeneration plan, whereas a proposal to enhance St Mary's RC Primary has not been included?  

As a parent of one of the pupils, PTA member and former Clerk & RFO to SACC, I am concerned by this. Are the children of St 

Mary's not also worthy of council funded improvements to their school? This doesn't seem egalitarian, particularly as its a small 

school meaning the PTA would command less funding than the others.  

Can this please be reconsidered?  

Kind regards,  

Kyley Houghton (Mrs)   

Chair of Governors, St Marys’ Primary School 

Email 
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Having viewed your consultancy proposals for Chepstow, I am disappointed that you recognised and are making recommendations 

for improvements to three Primary Schools namely Thornwell, Pembroke and the Dell , but no mention of proposals for St Mary's 

RC Primary School in Bulwark,  as a school we urgently need pedestrian crossing at the school entrance in Old Bulwark Road,  and 

opposite the church in Bulwark Road , we have had two near misses of cars colliding with staff and children .  

It is also noted that St Mary's has provided 16 placements for Ukraine refugees since May 2022, two have moved to higher 

education, two have moved back to Ukraine and one moved to Tutshill Primary on appeal against their initial application. In 

addition, we have 27.9% of pupils with additional learning needs compared to say the Dell with 5%, so we as a school are certainly 

serving the Chepstow community.  

Can you please feedback why we have blatantly been overlooked in this review.  

Regards 

Phil Cotterell  

Chair of Governors  

Chepstow Society Email 

Hello  

I am Vice-President of the Chepstow Society and have read your Study with interest. 

Until recently I was leading a project to commission a statue of William Marshal (‘The Greatest Knight’) to be placed in front of 

Chepstow Castle- his base. In case you are not familiar with Marshal I attach a note about his life from which you will see that he 

was a remarkable man and one who could be used to increase tourism to Chepstow. 

Chepstow needs tourism as it’s trade is overshadowed by Cribbs Causeway and the statue plus an exhibition in the museum would 

generate interest. 

I abandoned the project for health reasons and because I didn't think that raising money for a statue was appropriate in these 

difficult times, but I do think that this project would be of much benefit to Chepstow. 

Regards, 

Geoffrey Sumner 
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Vice-President Chepstow Society 

WILLIAM  MARSHALL – THE GREATEST KNIGHT 

Possibly the most famous, influential and iconic man to be based in this county was William Marshall, Earl of Pembroke and Lord of 

Striguil (Chepstow) 1147 – 1219. 

Books, films and television programmes have been made about this remarkable man who had his base in Chepstow Castle. He 

acquired this due to his marriage to a local noblewoman Isabel de Clare. Her family had extensive land holdings in England, west 

Wales and Ireland but her base was Chepstow Castle. 

He was born of lowly stock, sentenced to death at the age of five, survived and owing to his amazing prowess in the jousting 

tournaments, rose to become the trusted supporter and right-hand man of five kings and was known and respected throughout 

Europe simply as ‘The Marshall’ 

At the age of seventy he led an army which fought off a French invasion in 1217 after the death of King John and then became the 

Regent of the kingdom during the infancy of John’s son, Henry III. 

Perhaps his most lasting legacy however was his part in making Magna Carta the revered document that it is today. 

When the struggle between King John and the Barons was at its height, and threatening to turn into civil war, Marshall was one of 

two trusted intermediaries (the other being Archbishop Stephen Langton) who helped to preserve the peace with the agreement at 

Runnymede in 1215 known as Magna Carta. 

However. King John petitioned Pope Innocent III immediately and, with the Pope’s support, abrogated Magna Carta shortly after he 

concluded it, and it was only due to his fortunate death in 1216 that the situation was saved.  

His son Henry became King Henry III at the age of nine and by universal consent, Marshall became ruler of the kingdom as 

‘guardian of the kingdom’ (in effect Regent) during Henry’s infancy. 

His first task was to reassure the barons that King Henry would not follow his father’s duplicity by re-issuing Magna Carta in 1216 

and thus establishing Magna Carta as the guarantee of the rule of law that is respected throughout the world today. 

He is buried in Temple Church in London. 
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Email from a Local Resident 

In response to your proposed plans, please see my views below: 

Firstly, I suggest you leave it the hell alone. The demise of the Chepstow area and high street is at the hands of the council and 

town council already. 

We used to have a thriving community which hosted lots of events, such as the annual carnival and hogging the bridge, which were 

fantastic for locals and tourists alike. 

Sadly, the town council didn't like the success of these events nor the money it generated to small business, so closed them both 

and Caldicot in their wisdom grabbed both events with both hands - and good on them! The people of Chepstow now travel to 

Caldicot to support their businesses instead. 

Chepstow keeps being labelled as a "market town" an identity it lost some years ago, when the council decided it would be a great 

idea to over build with thousands and thousands of new and unnecessary houses, turning Chepstow into a commuter town. As the 

council would have been fully aware, the infrastructure was not in place to support such over building and yet they act surprised 

that there is now a problem with traffic volume. As the council would also have been fully aware of, people do not eat, drink, shop or 

socialise in commuter towns. They do that in the cities where they work - again the council then acts surprised that many of the 

pubs and restaurants have reduced opening hours, the number of days they are open or have closed all together. 

The council then decided to close the high street for two years, which was the final straw in the camel’s back and no amount of 

money thrown at the high street now, will get people back. Why would they? In those two years they discovered the ease of 

shopping online and ventured else where to find lovely places to eat. Again - all thanks to the council. 

The same council then decided to litter the high street with lop sided wooden monstrosities full of weeds, ensuring the high street 

lost all aesthetic curb appeal. 

The monthly market became weekly and sprawled itself so much that the shops that used to open on a Sunday had no choice but 

to close, as people couldn't access the high street or the shop front. Well done there, for supporting what few shops we have left. 

The same council then built a bus shelter, under a bus shelter (money well spent I am sure) which does little more than now reduce 

the ease in which the public may walk down the path, passing and talking to people waiting for their buses. This same bus stop also 
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makes manoeuvring a wheelchair or buggy from the pavement up the ramp to Marks & Spencer nigh on impossible, again driving 

such people, the latter of whom will be the ones actually around by day to utilise the high street, elsewhere. 

The only part of town which is thriving is the lower part by the tourist information and along the riverside. Why? Because the council 

/ town council haven't got their claws into it. Your proposals to throw money at destroying what little life we have left in town, down 

by the castle and riverside will be nothing short of full suicide for the entire of Chepstow. 

You talk in your proposal of pop-up places for cinema, theatre and talks. We already have that, usually hosted at the Drill Hall and 

Chepstow school - thanks to independent people such as the Bookshop. Likewise, Castle Rock remains a great success year on 

year, because that too is run independently. I sincerely hope Matt & Carol refuse to hand over the reigns of their enterprises to the 

town council, or many years of hard work will all be wasted, as I am sure the town council will have destroyed both in no time. The 

town council refused to even hang the bunting for the Nashville day (another event that is run independently), so instead volunteers 

from the fire brigade stepped in. You see, we do still have a community here. A community that is being drained of energy and 

resources in fighting the council to try and retain a little of what is left. 

So, my opinion as a local resident who lives in the high street and yet wouldn't step foot in it anymore, is - LEAVE IT ALONE! 

You've done enough damage. Spending hundreds and thousands of pounds trying to scrape back what we had, and you threw 

away, is futile. Every single member of Chepstow Town Council should be ashamed of themselves. 

I appreciate that this survey is simply a process and not a single opinion of residents or local business owners means a jot. 
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Name of the Officer completing the evaluation 
Daniel Fordham 
 
Phone no: 07984 024489 
E-mail: danielfordham@monmouthshire.gov.uk 

Please give a brief description of the aims of the proposal 

The Transforming Chepstow Masterplan is the placemaking plan for 

Chepstow. Its vision for the town is that: 

“Chepstow is a great place for local people, businesses and visitors. 

The town centre is an accessible and distinctive place for local 

enterprise, arts, culture and public spaces, with transport and 

movement improved through integrated and multi-modal provision. The 

town’s neighbourhoods are well-connected, with the right range of 

services to support residents’ well-being through a focus on green 

solutions.” 

The key aims of the plan are: 

• To develop Chepstow town centre as a destination for the local 

community and visitors that is built on its heritage, walled town 

character and successful businesses and attractions. 

• To develop the quality and range of community infrastructure across 

Chepstow’s neighbourhoods that supports local well-being and 

improved life changes 

The plan proposes a suite of projects which have emerged from consultation 

by which the vision will be realised and the aims and objectives can be met. 

Name of Service area 

Placemaking, Regeneration, Highways and Flooding 

Date   

10 May 2023 

 

1. Are your proposals going to affect any people or groups of people with protected characteristics?  Please explain the impact, the 

evidence you have used and any action you are taking below.  

Integrated Impact Assessment document 
(incorporating Equalities, Future Generations, Welsh Language and 

Socio Economic Duty) 
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Protected 
Characteristics  

Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has on the protected 

characteristic 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has on the 
protected characteristic 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 

better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Age Projects proposed in the masterplan will 

improve accessibility on routes around / in 

key locations in the town, which may benefit 

some older people. 

None.  N/A 

Disability Projects proposed in the masterplan will 

improve accessibility on routes around / in 

key locations in the town, which may benefit 

some disabled people. 

None. N/A 

Gender 

reassignment 

.None None N/A 

Marriage or civil 

partnership 

None None N/A 

Pregnancy or 

maternity 

Projects proposed in the masterplan will 
improve accessibility on routes around / in 
key locations in the town, which may benefit 
some pregnant women and people with 
young children. 

None N/A 

Race None None N/A 

Religion or Belief None None N/A 
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Protected 
Characteristics  

Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has on the protected 

characteristic 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has on the 
protected characteristic 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 

better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Sex None None N/A 

Sexual Orientation None None N/A 

2. The Socio-economic Duty and Social Justice 

The Socio-economic Duty requires public bodies to  have due regard to the need to reduce inequalities of outcome which result from socio-

economic disadvantage when taking key decisions This duty aligns with our commitment as an authority to Social Justice. 

 Describe any positive impacts your 

proposal has in respect of people 

suffering socio economic 

disadvantage 

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has in respect of 
people suffering socio economic 
disadvantage. 

What has been/will be done to 
mitigate any negative impacts or 
better contribute to positive 
impacts? 
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Socio-economic 

Duty and Social 

Justice  

The masterplan’s vision and aims include a 

focus on businsess and enterprise, and 

many of the individual projects are about 

creating an environment in which 

businesses can thrive – for example by 

improving the quality of the environment in 

the town centre, through investment in key 

town centre buildings, or by creating 

meanwhile use and pop-up opportunities for 

small businesses. An economically thriving 

town centre may create new employment 

and training opportunities which could 

benefit people suffering socio economic 

disadvantage. 

None 

 
 
 

The Regeneration team will liaise with 
colleagues in the Economy, Employment 
and Skills section to maximise 
opportunities. 
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3. Policy making and the Welsh language. 

 

 
How does your proposal impact 
on the following aspects of the 
Council’s Welsh Language 
Standards: 

 

Describe the positive impacts of this 

proposal 

 

 
Describe the negative impacts 
of this proposal 

 

What has been/will be done 
to mitigate any negative 
impacts or better contribute 
to positive impacts 
 

Policy Making  

Effects on the use of the Welsh 

language,  

Promoting Welsh language  

Treating the Welsh language no 

less favourably 

The masterplan will be available in Welsh 

and consultation materials have been 

produced bilingually. Any new highway signs 

or interpretational materials delivered as 

part of the projects proposed in the 

masterplan will be bilingual, with Welsh 

appearing before English. 

 

None. N/A  

Operational  

Recruitment & Training of 

workforce 

 

None: there are no recruitment implications 

arising from this proposal. 

None N/A 

Service delivery  

Use of Welsh language in service 

delivery  

Promoting use of the language 

The masterplan will be available in Welsh 

and consultation materials have been 

produced bilingually. Any new highway signs 

or interpretational materials delivered as 

part of the projects proposed in the 

masterplan will be bilingual, with Welsh 

appearing before English. 

 

None. N/A  
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4. Does your proposal deliver any of the well-being goals below?  Please explain the impact (positive and negative) you expect, together 
with suggestions of how to mitigate negative impacts or better contribute to the goal.  There’s no need to put something in every box if it is not 
relevant!

 Well Being Goal  

Does the proposal contribute to this goal? 

Describe the positive and negative impacts. 

What actions have been/will be taken to 

mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

A prosperous Wales 
Efficient use of resources, skilled, 
educated people, generates wealth, 
provides jobs 

Yes. The masterplan seeks to support an 

economically thriving town centre, which would 

create opportunities for training, employment and 

wealth generation. 

N/A 

A resilient Wales 
Maintain and enhance biodiversity and 
land, river and coastal ecosystems that 
support resilience and can adapt to 
change (e.g. climate change) 

Yes. Projects proposed in the masterplan include 

measures to enhance biodiversity, for example in the 

wildflower meadow proposed for The Dell. Any 

public realm interventions delivered through the 

masterplan will include consideration of biodiversity 

enhancement and sustainable drainage. 

Detailed specification of GI and SUDs at detailed 

design stage. 

A healthier Wales 
People’s physical and mental 
wellbeing is maximized and health 
impacts are understood 

Yes. Improving residents’ wellbeing is part of the 

vision and aims of the masterplan. Proposed 

projects include active travel schemes which 

encourage walking and cycling, as well as creating 

and supporting community infrastructure which can 

support wellbeing such as The Dell and the Drill Hall. 

N/A 

A Wales of cohesive communities 
Communities are attractive, viable, 
safe and well connected 

Yes. Many of the proposed projects will help to 

create an attractive, viable, safe and well-connected 

town centre. 

N/A 

A globally responsible Wales 
Taking account of impact on global 
well-being when considering local 
social, economic and environmental 
wellbeing 

Yes. Proposed projects include public transport and 

active travel improvements which will help to reduce 

car use and consequent negative environmental 

impacts. 

N/A 
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 Well Being Goal  

Does the proposal contribute to this goal? 

Describe the positive and negative impacts. 

What actions have been/will be taken to 

mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

A Wales of vibrant culture and 
thriving Welsh language 
Culture, heritage and Welsh language 
are promoted and protected.  People 
are encouraged to do sport, art and 
recreation 

Yes. Any streets signs, highway markings and 

interpretational material delivered as part of the 

projects proposed in the masterplan will be in Welsh 

and English. 

N/A 

A more equal Wales 
People can fulfil their potential no 
matter what their background or 
circumstances 

Yes. The masterplan aims to create an economically 

thriving town centre, which may create new 

employment and training opportunities. There is also 

evidence that public realm and active travel 

improvements such as those proposed in the plan 

can increase inclusion and reduce inequality 

because of the benefits they bring to people without 

access to a car - a third of households in the UK, 

rising to two thirds for the poorest households. 

The Regeneration team will liaise with colleagues in 

the Economy, Employment and Skills section to 

maximise opportunities. 

 

5. How has your proposal embedded and prioritised the sustainable governance principles in its development? 
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Sustainable Development 

Principle  

Does your proposal demonstrate you have met 

this principle?  If yes, describe how.  If not explain 

why. 

Are there any additional actions to be taken to 
mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

Balancing 

short term 

need with 

long term and 

planning for 

the future 

Yes. Many of the projects proposed in the masterplan will 

remain in place for many years, and will therefore be 

designed with longevity and adaptability in mind. Design of 

public realm and active travel measures delivered through 

the masterplan will include measures to ensure SAB 

compliance, potentially including rainwater gardens or other 

measures which and help future proof the project in terms 

of climate change as well as ensuring biodiversity 

enhancement. The proposals build in measures to 

encourage modal shift in accordance with Llwybr Newydd.  

N/A 

Working 

together with 

other 

partners to 

deliver 

objectives  

Yes. The masterplan has been developed jointly with 

Chepstow Town Council, and was the subject of an 

extensive consultation and engagement process which 

included a wide range of stakeholders. It is proposed that a 

joint masterplan delivery group, bringing together the 

county and town councils and potentially other 

stakeholders, should be established to oversee 

implementation of the masterplan. 

 

N/A 

Involving 

those with 

an interest 

and seeking 

their views 

Yes. The masterplan was the subject of an extensive 

consultation and engagement process which included a 

wide range of stakeholders. 

N/A 
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Sustainable Development 

Principle  

Does your proposal demonstrate you have met 

this principle?  If yes, describe how.  If not explain 

why. 

Are there any additional actions to be taken to 
mitigate any negative impacts or better 

contribute to positive impacts? 

Putting 

resources 

into 

preventing 

problems 

occurring or 

getting 

worse 

Yes. There are concerns about the economic fragility of 

Chepstow town centre and particularly about vacant shops 

and the poor condition of some town centre buildings. 

Projects proposed in the masterplan will address these 

issues directly through investment in buildings and creation 

of opportunities in vacant units, and more widely as part of 

an approach which seeks to foster an economically vibrant 

town centre. 

N/A 

Considering 

impact on all 

wellbeing 

goals 

together and 

on other 

bodies 

Yes. Improving wellbeing is part of the vision and aims of 

the masterplan, and many of the proposed projects will 

have a direct impact on wellbeing. 

N/A 
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6. Council has agreed the need to consider the impact its decisions has on the following important responsibilities: Corporate 
Parenting and Safeguarding.  Are your proposals going to affect any of these responsibilities?   
 

 Describe any positive impacts your 
proposal has  

Describe any negative impacts 
your proposal has  

What will you do/ have you done 
to mitigate any negative impacts 
or better contribute to positive 
impacts? 

Safeguarding  N/A N/A N/A 

Corporate Parenting  N/A N/A N/A 

 
7. What evidence and data has informed the development of your proposal? 
 
The masterplan is rooted in a detailed review of baseline evidence, as summarised in the plan and set out in detail in accompanying data report. 

 

8. SUMMARY:  As a result of completing this form, what are the main positive and negative impacts of your proposal, how have 
they informed/changed the development of the proposal so far and what will you be doing in future? 

 
.The main impacts of the proposal identified in this impact assessment are: 

• Positive impacts on the protected characteristics of age, disability, and pregnancy/maternity arising from projects proposed in the masterplan. 

• Positive impacts in relation to socio-economic duty and social justice, relating to opportunities that would be created in an economically thriving town centre. 

• Positive impacts on all the well-being goals. 

• The development of the proposal meets the sustainable development principles. 

• No impact on safeguarding or corporate parenting. 
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9. ACTIONS: As a result of completing this form are there any further actions you will be undertaking? Please detail them below, if 
applicable. 

 

What are you going to do  When are you going to do it?  Who is responsible  

Seek a decision from Cabinet on the adoption of the masterplan. Following feedback from Place 

Scrutiny Committee 
Daniel Fordham, Regeneration 

Manager. 

   

   

 

10. VERSION CONTROL: The Equality and Future Generations Evaluation should be used at the earliest stage, such as informally 

within your service, and then further developed throughout the decision making process.  It is important to keep a record of this 

process to demonstrate how you have considered and built in equality and future generations considerations  wherever 

possible. 

 

Version 

No. 

Decision making stage  Date considered Brief description of any amendments made following 

consideration 

1 Place Scrutiny Committee April 2023 n/a 
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Monmouthshire’s Scrutiny Forward Work Programme 2023-24 
 

Place Scrutiny Committee 

Meeting Date Subject Purpose of Scrutiny Responsibility Type of Scrutiny  

25th May 2023 Public Spaces 

Protection Order for 

Dog Controls 

To scrutinise the latest report before going 

out to public consultation. 

Huw Owen Policy Development 

Regeneration 

priorities and funding 

To scrutinise the priority projects for bids 

for WG Strategic grant funding to 24/25. 

Daniel Fordham 

Mark Hand 

Paul Griffiths 

Policy Development 

Transforming 

Chepstow Masterplan 

To scrutinise the Transforming Chepstow 

Masterplan to inform future regeneration 

priorities and grant bids. 

Daniel Fordham 

Mark Hand 

Paul Griffiths 

Policy Development 

6th July 2023     

28th September 

2023 
Economic 

Development Strategy 

To scrutinise the Monmouthshire Business 

Growth & Enterprise Strategy and action 

plan in setting the economic ambition for 

the county. 

Hannah Jones 

James Woodcock 

 

Pre-decision Scrutiny 

Local Transport Policy To scrutinise the Local Transport Plan. Deb Hill Howells 

Catrin Maby 

Pre-decision Scrutiny 

Replacement Local 

Development Plan 

Preferred Strategy 

To scrutinise the RLDP Preferred Strategy, 

including any proposed changes arising 

from the public consultation. 

Mark Hand 

Paul Griffiths 

Pre-decision Scrutiny 

9th November 2023 Community 

Improvement Team 

To scrutinise the team’s operations and 

organisation. 

Carl Touhig 

Nigel Leaworthy 

Catrin Maby 

Policy Development 
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Monmouthshire’s Scrutiny Forward Work Programme 2023-24 
 

Place Scrutiny Committee 

Meeting Date Subject Purpose of Scrutiny Responsibility Type of Scrutiny  

Road Safety Strategy To scrutinise the Road Safety Strategy. Mark Hand 

Catrin Maby 

Pre-decision Scrutiny 

Pavement Café Policy To scrutinise the pavement café policy as 

the basis for making decisions on 

applications for licences. 

Mark Hand  

Paul Griffiths 

Policy Development 

14th December 2023 Monmouth 

Placemaking Plan 

To conduct pre-decision scrutiny. Mark Hand 

Paul Griffiths 

Pre-decision Scrutiny 

Magor Placemaking 

Plan 

To conduct pre-decision scrutiny. Mark Hand 

Paul Griffiths 

Pre-decision Scrutiny 

1st February 2024 Scrutiny of the Budget 

Proposals  

Scrutiny of the budget mandates relating 

to the committee’s remit. 

Peter Davies 

Jonathon Davies 

Councillor Garrick 

Budget Scrutiny 

14th March 2024     

10th April 2024     

To be confirmed Workshop : 

Replacement Local 

Development Plan 

2018-2033 

To brief members on the Replacement 

Local Development Plan 2018-2033 and 

discuss next steps. 

Mark Hand 

Craig O’Connor 

Rachel Lewis 

Scrutiny Workshop 
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Monmouthshire’s Scrutiny Forward Work Programme 2023-24 
 

Place Scrutiny Committee 

Meeting Date Subject Purpose of Scrutiny Responsibility Type of Scrutiny  

To be confirmed 

(moved from 9th 

Nov) 

 

Local Flood Strategy Pre-decision scrutiny of adoption of the 

Local Flood Strategy.  

 

Update on Section 19 flooding 

investigation reports. 

Mark Hand 

Catrin Maby 

Pre-decision Scrutiny 

To be confirmed 

(moved from 9th 

Nov) 

 

Destination 

management Plan 

To conduct pre-decision scrutiny. Matthew Lewis Pre-decision Scrutiny 

To be confirmed Monlife Heritage 

Strategy 

 Tracey Thomas  

To be confirmed Active Travel Plans  Across Highways and MonLife   
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Place Scrutiny Committee 

Action List 

19th April 2023 

 

Minute 
Item: 

Subject Officer / 
Member 

Outcome 

6 To enquire whether public 
consultations can go out on My 
Monmouthshire emails with a 
link and reminders for people to 
take part in them 

Abigail 
Barton / Jan 

Whitham 

Response sent to 
members, 26th April. 

6 To provide a tabular format 
showing how the proposals and 
features meet the stated 
objectives 

Daniel 
Fordham 

Included in the revised 
report. 

6 To check whether the proposals 
will make it difficult or 
impossible for coaches to turn 
around in the area around the 
toilets 

Daniel 
Fordham 

Officers have confirmed 
with the designer that 
coaches will still be able 
to turn; included in the 
revised report. 

7 Add Community Improvement 
Team work to FWP 

Carl Touhig 
/ Nigel 

Leaworthy 

Added to 28th 
September agenda 
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Committee / 

Decision Maker

Meeting date / Decision 

due
Report Title Responsible Cabinet Member Purpose Author

Date item added to the 

planner

Council 01-Jul-25

RLDP for Adoption Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To adopt the RLDP following receipt of the 

Inspector's report, making it the County's 

Development Plan as defined by S38(6) of the 

Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004

Mark Hand / Rachel 

Lewis
23-Aug-22

Council 01-Sep-24

RLDP submission for examination Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To endorse the submission of the Deposit RLDP 

to the Welsh Government for examination by an 

independent Inspector.  By agreeing, Council will 

be saying it wants this document to be the 

adopted RLDP for Monmouthshire.

Mark Hand / Rachel 

Lewis
23-Aug-22

Council 18-Apr-24

RLDP Deposit Plan endorsement for consultation Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To endorse the Deposit RLDP for public 

consultation and engagement.
Mark Hand / Rachel 

Lewis
5-Jan-23

ICMD 17-Apr-24

Welsh Church Fund Working Group - meeting 4 held 

on 7th March 2024

Rachel Garrick - Resources

Dave Jarrett 30-Mar-23

Cabinet 10-Apr-24

Adoption of Abergavenny Placemaking Plan Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

'To adopt the Abergavenny Placemaking Plan, co-

produced with Abergavenny Town Council, to 

inform future regeneration priorities and grant 

bids

Mark Hand / Dan 

Fordham
3-Oct-22

06-Mar-24

2023/24 Revenue and Capital Monitoring - Month 9 Rachel Garrick - Resources

Jon Davies 27-Apr-23

Cabinet 18-Jan-24

Adoption of Magor Placemaking Plan Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To adopt the Magor with Undy Placemaking Plan, 

co-produced with Magor with Undy Town Council, 

to inform future regeneration priorities and grant 

bids

Mark Hand / Dan 

Fordham
3-Oct-22

Cabinet 18-Jan-24

Adoption of Monmouth Placemaking Plan Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To adopt the Monmouth Placemaking Plan, co-

produced with Monmouth Town Council, to inform 

future regeneration priorities and grant bids
Mark Hand / Dan 

Fordham
3-Oct-22

Cabinet 10-Jan-24

Monmouthshire Destination Management Plan 

Matthew Lewis 10-Feb-22

ICMD 03-Jan-24

Welsh Church Fund Working Group - meeting 3 held 

on 7th December 2023

Rachel Garrick - Resources

Dave Jarrett 30-Mar-23
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Cabinet 13-Dec-23

Local Flood Strategy Catrin Maby To adopt the Local Flood Strategy Plan

Mark Hand / Ross 

Price
4-Oct-22

Cabinet 13-Dec-23

2023/24 Revenue and Capital Monitoring - Month 6 Rachel Garrick - Resources

Jon Davies 27-Apr-23

Cabinet 08-Nov-23

Pavement Café Policy Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To adopt the pavement café policy as the basis 

for making decisions on applications for licences
Mark Hand / Paul 

Keeble
4-Oct-22

Cabinet 08-Nov-23

Road Safety Strategy Catrin Maby To adopt the Road Safety Strategy

Mark Hand / Paul 

Keeble
4-Oct-22

Council 26-Oct-23

Appointment of Monmouthshire Local Access Forum To secure the appointment of members to the 

Monmouthshire Local Access Forum for its next 3 

year period. Matthew Lewis 18-Jan-23

ICMD 25-Oct-23

LDP Annual Monitoring Report Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

'To endorse the LDP Annual Monitoring Report for 

submission to WG
Mark Hand / Rachel 

Lewis
16-Jan-23

ICMD 25-Oct-23

'Planning Annual Performance Report Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To endorse the Planning Department Annual 

Performance Report for submission to WG
Mark Hand / Rachel 

Lewis
16-Jan-23

Council 23-Oct-23

Appointment of Monmouthshire Local Access Forum To secure the appointment of members to the 

Monmouthshire Local Access Forum for its next 3 

year period. Matthew Lewis 18-Jan-23

ICMD 11-Oct-23

Welsh Church Fund Working Group - meeting 2 held 

on 14th September 2023

Rachel Garrick - Resources

Dave Jarrett 30-Mar-23

Cabinet 04-Oct-23

Economic Development Strategy

Deb Hill Howells 16-May-23

Cabinet 04-Oct-23

2023/24 Revenue and Capital Monitoring - Month 4 Rachel Garrick - Resources

Jon Davies 27-Apr-23
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Cabinet 04-Oct-23

Local Transport Plan Catrin Maby To adopt the Local Transport Plan

Debra Hill-Howells / 

Christian Schmidt
4-Oct-22

Cabinet 06-Sep-23

Proposal to establish a Welsh medium seedling 

school in Monmouth

Cabinet to consider objection report and make 

final determination on how to proceed.

Debbie Graves 27-Mar-23

ICMD 02-Aug-23

Welsh Church Fund Working Group - meeting 1 held 

on 22nd June 2023

Rachel Garrick - Resources

Dave Jarrett

Cabinet 27-Jul-23

Adoption of Transforming Chepstow Masterplan Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To adopt the Transforming Chepstow Masterplan, 

co-produced with Chepstow Town Council, to 

inform future regeneration priorities and grant 

bids

Mark Hand / Dan 

Fordham
3-Oct-22

Cabinet 27-Jul-23
The Review of Respite Services For People With Learning 

Disabilities 

Ceri York 14-Mar-23

Cabinet 26-Jul-23

Respite Opportunities for People with Learning 

Disabilities

Tudor Thomas - Social Care & 

Safeguarding

To provide an overview of the Review of Respite 

Services for people with learning disabilities and 

seek approval for implementation of  the report’s 

recommendations

Ceri York 9-Dec-22

Council 20-Jul-23

Economic Development Strategy REFRESHING THE MONMOUTHSHIRE 

BUSINESS GROWTH & ENTERPRISE 

STRATEGY and action plan in setting the 

economic ambition for the county and providing a 

strategic framework that guides future economic 

Hannah Jones 9-Jan-23

Council 20-Jul-23

Freedom of the Borough Presentation

Joe Skidmore 5-May-23

Council 20-Jul-23

RLDP Preferred Strategy consultation report Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To endorse the RLDP Preferred Strategy 

including any proposed changes arising from the 

public consultation.
Mark Hand / Rachel 

Lewis
3-Oct-22

ICMD 12-Jul-23 transfer the school balances for both Deri View 

and King Henry VIII School to the new King 

Henry VIII 3 – 19 School. 

Rachel Garrick - Resources
Both King Henry VIII school and Deri View Primary 

school are closing on 31st August 2023 and the new 

King Henry VIII 3 – 19 School will open on 1st 

September 2023, under a statutory closure of schools 

the financial balances transfer to the Local Authority, 

Nikki Wellington 4-Apr-23

ICMD 12-Jul-23

Highways Traffic Regulation Amendment Order 11 Catrin Maby - Climate Change and 

Environment

Agreement to make the traffic order - 

parking/waiting restrictions at Justins Hill and 

Wyesham Avenue, Wyesham; Main Road and 

Castle Way, Portskewett; Loading Restriction, 

DYLs

Mark Hand 28-Mar-23
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Cabinet 05-Jul-23

The Review of My Day My Life

Ceri York 14-Mar-23

Cabinet 05-Jul-23

2022/23 Revenue and Capital Monitoring - Outturn 

Report

Rachel Garrick - Resources

Jon Davies 27-Apr-23

ICMD 28-Jun-23

Highways Traffic Regulation Amendment Order 10 Catrin Maby - Climate Change and 

Environment

Agreement to make the traffic order - Exception 

Orders to identify those restricted roads that will 

remain 30mph in September 2023 instead of 

defaulting to 20mph  

Mark Hand 3-Oct-22

Council 22-Jun-23

Standards Committee Annual Report This report is the first annual report from the 

Standards Committee to Council as required by 

the change in law set out in the Local 

Government and Elections Act 2021. It has to 

report on the discharge of the Committee’s 

Matt Phillips 10-Oct-22

Council 22-Jun-23

Gwent Public Services Board Well-being plan To approve the Public Services Board’s Well-

being Plan that sets out the steps being taken 

collaboratively by public services to improve 

wellbeing in Gwent ahead of approval by the 

Gwent Public Services Board.

Richard Jones 20-Jan-23

Council 22-Jun-23

Chief Officer Children and Young People’s Report 

2023 

Will McLean 14-Feb-23

Cabinet 07-Jun-23

Transforming Towns Strategic Grant regeneration 

priorities and LUF3 bid

Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To agree the priority projects for bids for WG 

Strategic grant funding to 24/25 and the 

submission for round 3 of Levelling Up Funding
Mark Hand / Dan 

Fordham
3-Oct-22

Cabinet 07-Jun-23

RESERVATION OF GRAVE PLOTS IN LLANFOIST 

CEMETERY

To seek cabinet approval to cease the provision 

of reserving grave spaces (not incl cremated 

remains plots) in Llanfoist Cemetery Rhian Jackson 7-Nov-22

Cabinet 07-Jun-23

Proposal to establish a Welsh medium seedling 

school in Monmouth

Cabinet to consider the results of the consultation, 

recommendations and decide whether to publish 

statutory notices. Debbie Graves 27-Mar-23

Cabinet 07-Jun-23

 Socially Responsible Procurement Strategy Rachel Garrick - Resources To endorse the Socially Responsible 

Procurement Strategy

Scott James 22-Aug-22

ICMD 24-May-23

Highway Traffic Regulation Amendment Order 9 Catrin Maby - Climate Change and 

Environment

Agreement to make the traffic order - including 

Llantrisant 20mph village lane, 40mph through 

road, possibly Llantrisant (Usk to Wentwood) 

50mph; 20mph Gilwern and surrounding villages

Mark Hand 14-Apr-23
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Council 18-May-23

Political Balance Report The Council is required to review at, or as soon 

as practicable after, the Council’s annual meeting, 

the representation of different political groups on 

the bodies to which the Council makes 

appointments.  

Matt Phillips 2-Feb-23

Council 18-May-23

Outside Bodies Report To appoint representatives to serve on outside bodies.

Matt Phillips 2-Feb-23

Council 18-May-23

Appointments to Committees To appoint committees together with their 

membership and terms of reference in 

accordance with the Council’s Constitution. Nicola Perry 2-Feb-23

Council 18-May-23

Constitution update For the Monitoring Officer to bring proposed 

amendments and highlight changes made over 

the previous 12 months Matt Phillips 2-Feb-23

Council 18-May-23

Corporate Parenting Strategy 

Diane Corrister 24-Aug-22

Cabinet 17-May-23

Review of Home to School Transport Policy 24/25. Martyn Groucutt - Education The purpose: Is to seek approval to commence 

consultation on proposed amendments to the 

Home to School Transport Policy for the 

academic year 2024/25.

Deb Hill Howells 12-Apr-23

Cabinet 17-May-23

Monnow Street public realm improvements Paul Griffiths - Sustainable 

Economy

To agree how we proceed with proposals for 

Monnow Street public realm following consultation
Mark Hand / Dan 

Fordham
6-Mar-23

ICMD 10-May-23

Highways Traffic Regulation Amendment Order 9  

MOVED TO 24TH MAY

Catrin Maby - Climate Change and 

Environment

Agreement to make the traffic order - including 

Llantrisant 20mph village lane, 40mph through 

road, possibly Llantrisant (Usk to Wentwood) 

50mph; 20mph Gilwern and surrounding villages

Mark Hand 3-Oct-22

Council 20-Apr-23

Motion for the Rivers and Oceans update Deferred - new date  to be advised

Hazel Clatworthy 10-Jan-23

Council 20-Apr-23

Community and Corporate Plan To seek approval of a new Community and 

Corporate Plan that sets the direction for the 

council and county of Monmouthshire, articulating 

the authority’s purpose and priorities alongside 

the steps we will take to deliver these, the 

Matt Gatehouse 6-Feb-23

ICMD 12-Apr-23

Welsh Church Fund Working Group - meeting 4 held 

on 9th March 2023

Rachel Garrick - Resources

Dave Jarrett
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Cabinet 05-Apr-23

Rapid Rehousing Transition Plan Sara Burch - Inclusive and Active 

Communities

To agree a plan to transition the delivery of 

homelessness that minimises the use of and the 

time homeless applicants spend in temporary 

accommodation

Rebecca Cresswell / 

Ian Bakewell
24-Jan-23

ICMD 22-Mar-23

Non Domestic Rates application for Hardship Relief - 

RESTRICTED

Rachel Garrick - Resources

Ruth Donovan

ICMD 22-Mar-23

Highways Traffic Regulation Amendment Order 8 Catrin Maby - Climate Change and 

Environment

Agreement to make the traffic order - including 

Monmouth Road, Raglan no right turn onto A40; 

resi permit parking at Exmouth Place, Chepstow 

and Ross Road, Abergavenny; 3T weight 

restriction on Old Wye Bridge Chepstow; waiting 

Mark Hand

Council 09-Mar-23

Pay Policy To approve the publication of Monmouthshire 

County Council’s Pay Policy, in compliance with 

the Localism Act.” Sally Thomas 1-Feb-23

Council 09-Mar-23

Council Tax Premiums 

Peter Davies 18-Jan-23

Council 09-Mar-23

Capital Strategy & Treasury Strategy

Jon Davies 17-May-22

Council 09-Mar-23

Youth Council

Jade Atkins 7-Dec-22

ICMD 08-Mar-23

Proposed amendment to primary school catchment 

area – Llandenny Village   

Martyn Groucutt - Education

Debbie Graves 10-Jan-23

ICMD 08-Mar-23

Highways Traffic Regulation Amendment Order 8 

DEFERRED TO 22 MARCH

Catrin Maby - Climate Change and 

Environment

Agreement to make the traffic order - including 

Monmouth Road, Raglan no right turn onto A40; 

resi permit parking at Exmouth Place, Chepstow 

and Ross Road, Abergavenny; 3T weight 

restriction on Old Wye Bridge Chepstow; waiting 

Mark Hand

Council 02-Mar-23

Final Budget Sign Off including Council Tax 

Resolution 

Jon Davies

Cabinet 01-Mar-23

2023/4 Final Revenue and Capital Budget Proposals

Jon Davies 17-May-22
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Cabinet 01-Mar-23

2023/4 WCF/Trust Treasury Fund Investments

Dave Jarrett 17-May-22

Cabinet 01-Mar-23

Month 9 budget monitoring report

Jon Davies 6-Feb-23

Cabinet 01-Mar-23

Monmouthshire ECO Flex ‘Joint Statement of Intent’ 

and Memorandum of Understanding”

Steve Griffiths 16-Nov-22

Cabinet 01-Feb-23

Tudor Street

9-Jan-23

ICMD 25-Jan-23

Highway Traffic Regulation Amendment Order No 7 Catrin Maby - Climate Change and 

Environment

Agreement to make the traffic order

Mark Hand 15-Dec-22

ICMD 25-Jan-23

Community Council and Police Precepts - final Rachel Garrick - Resources

Jon Davies 17-May-22

Council 19-Jan-23

‘To determine the name for the new 3-19 School in 

Abergavenny

‘To determine the name for the new 3-19 School 

in Abergavenny

Cath Saunders 28-Nov-22

Council 19-Jan-23

Council Diary To confirm the Council Diary 23/24

John Pearson 14-Dec-22

Council 19-Jan-23

Appointments A report for Council to appoint or ratify a number 

of appointments to bodies and positions

Matt Phillips

Council 19-Jan-23

Community and Corporate Plan

Council 19-Jan-23

Tudor Road Call-In

Nicola Perry 3-Jan-23
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Council 19-Jan-23

Council Tax Reduction Scheme

Ruth Donovan 31-May-22

Cabinet 18-Jan-23

Garden Waste

Carl Touhig 21-Dec-22

Cabinet 18-Jan-23

Draft Revenue & Capital Proposals

Jon Davies

Cabinet 18-Jan-23

Council Tax Premiums Consultation - Long Term 

Empty Properties and Second Homes

Ruth Donovan

Cabinet 18-Jan-23

Proposal to establish a Welsh Medium Seedling 

school in Monmouth

To seek cabinet approval to commence statutory 

consultation processes to establish a Welsh 

Medium seedling provision in Monmouth. Debbie Graves 23-Sep-22

ICMD 11-Jan-23

Clydach Ironworks Enhancement Sara Burch - Inclusive and Active 

Communities
To seek approval for the transfer of land 

associated with the Clydach Ironworks 

Enhancement Scheme

Matthew Lewis 8-Dec-23

ICMD 11-Jan-23

Welsh Church Fund Working Group

Dave Jarrett 17-May-22

Cabinet
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Monmouthshire Select Committee Minutes 
 

 

Meeting of Place Scrutiny Committee held at The Council Chamber, County Hall, The Rhadyr, 
Usk, NP15 1GA with remote attendance on Wednesday, 19th April, 2023 at 2.00 pm 

Councillors Present Officers in Attendance 

County Councillorr Lisa Dymock (Chairman) 
 
County Councillors: Louise Brown, Emma Bryn, 
Ben Callard, Tomos Davies, Jane Lucas, 
Maria Stevens, Jackie Strong, Catrin Maby, 
Paul Griffiths, Sara Burch, Catherine Fookes and 
Ann Webb 
 
 

Hazel Ilett, Scrutiny Manager 
Robert McGowan, Policy and Scrutiny Officer 
Frances O'Brien, Chief Officer, Communities and 
Place 
Matthew Gatehouse, Head of Policy, Performance 
and Scrutiny 
David Jones, Head of Public Protection 
Huw Owen, Principal Environment Health Officer 
(Public Health) 
Daniel Fordham, Project Manager 
Claire Sullivan, Regeneration Project Manager 

  
APOLOGIES: Councillor Ian Chandler 
 

 
 

1. Declarations of Interest  
 

Councillor Davies declared a personal interest in relation to the petition in Item 4, being 
employed by a compostable packaging company. 

 
2. Public Open Forum  

 

The lead petitioner Ffion Maidment Cardenas spoke on the subject of the petition in 
Item 4. 

 
3. Petition: Single Use Plastic Bags - To agree whether to refer to the Executive or full 

Council for action  
 

To agree whether to refer to the Executive or full Council for action. Councillor Lucas 
introduced the petition. The committee agreed to refer the petition to the Cabinet 
Member, Catrin Maby. 

 
4. Public Spaces Protection Order (PSPO) for Dog Controls - For members to inform how to 

proceed with the next stage of the draft PSPO  
 

Cabinet Member Paul Griffiths introduced the report. Huw Owen presented the report 
and answered the members’ questions with David Jones. 
 
Challenge: 
 
We can pass laws and establish fines but enforcement and its method is always the 
challenge, when it comes to having an impact. 

Public Document Pack
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The PSPO process itself is helpful as a reminder to the public about picking up waste, 
where to take their dogs, etc. If we declare any dogs on leads exemption areas, they will 
be signposted appropriately. One option for enforcement is for authorisations to be 
spread across a number of directorates/departments. We also have parking 
enforcement officers who carry out proactive patrolling of car parks etc.; we are already 
discussing whether they can be authorised. The review of littering and flytipping will 
address this area, too, as it relates to fixed penalty notices and community support 
officers, in particular. Officers are also working on intelligence in following up 
complaints, particularly as owners tend to walk their dogs in the same places. 
 
How would the new controls affect trustees of land? For example, in relation to the land 
in Caldicot for which the trustee is the Town Council, and which includes a play park 
and sports field. 
 
As stated in Recommendation 2.3, we have sent correspondence to all town and 
community councils, setting out the proposed dogs on leads and dogs exemption areas 
for each council. They can come back to us with any concerns and questions, which 
might pertain to the land in Caldicot, in that instance. Those details will be considered 
on a case-by-case basis. If a certain area such as a park is included in a PSPO, it 
becomes an offence to breach the rules that are to be agreed. Beyond that, the Trust’s 
control of the land should not be affected. 
 
Would an officer be allowed to implement a ticket on a trustee’s land? Some owners 
disregard the signs in Caldicot, leading to big problems with the field. The Police have 
said that nothing can be done without a by-law. Where would a by-law come in, if at all? 
 
The PSPO will set out exactly the areas that are covered, on the Council’s website and 
by explicit signage in the area concerned. So, the rules should be absolutely clear to 
anyone entering an area, and a resource implication in the report therefore concerns 
signage. 
 
Regarding enforcement, is there more information about what is available? How many 
authorised officers are there in the county? What is the budget for enforcement? 
 
Currently, the authorised officers are across Environmental Health and the Waste and 
Street Cleaning sections, for the current designation order that’s in place, and the 
Fouling of Lands Act. It is unlikely there will be scope to substantially increase budgets 
to take on Enforcement Officers but that's to be considered in one option. But there 
could be authorised officers in other sections such as Estates, Leisure, etc. We have 5 
Environmental Health officers and a number of potential officers in Waste and Street 
Cleaning who could be authorised, as well as 4-5 civil parking enforcement officers. 
From experience, dedicating technical officers to proactive patrolling for dog fouling isn’t 
cost effective or efficient. It is more a case of ensuring that there are officers to act on 
intelligence i.e. from public complaints. 
 
How would the public know that they are dealing with authorised officers, and what will 
be the reporting mechanism? 
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Our Environmental Health officers have been carrying out enforcement for decades. 
When officers approach dog owners they explain who they are and show their 
authorisation, so they don’t have to be in uniform. There are set procedures that need to 
be followed when dealing with the public. If officers from other departments are 
authorised they will be trained in what to do and say, as we did with the community 
support officers a few years ago. 
 
Would officers show an MCC I.D. or would they need a card to show that they are 
authorised to carry out enforcement? What are the practicalities? Will there be a 
separate email address or any publication for anonymous crime reporting? 
 
An officer would approach somebody who are believed to have committed an offence, 
introduce themselves and explain that they are an  authorised officer. We would not 
expect them to show  authorisation from the council or head of public protection at that 
time. If the member of the public is issued with a fixed penalty notice, the order would 
clearly set out where appeals could be made and contact numbers, contact emails, etc. 
 
I approve of Dogs Trust’s comments about off-lead exercise, but it needs to be in 
appropriate areas. Perhaps the inclusion of marked sports areas perhaps needs further 
scrutiny. Is there any evidence that signage has an effect on behaviour or are regular 
campaigns more effective? 
 
I'm not aware of evidence about the effectiveness of signage. We do know that we need 
to make the rules clear. In our neighbouring local authorities where PSPOs are in place, 
the signs in the parks are clear as to exactly what can be done and where. This would 
also be a useful opportunity to take down old signs, and to have one clear message to 
dog owners, which could include a map of the park showing where the leads and 
exemptions areas are. Awareness will be an incremental process, working with Comms 
on a campaign, and having information on the website about the PSPO coming in, and 
the expectations. And it will be a case of building on the improvements in recent 
decades in terms of high street dog fouling – changing attitudes is the best way to get 
people to comply. Town and Community Councils will be empowered to communicate 
with their residents about the expectations, hence Recommendation 2.3. 
 
Recommendation 2.2 is vitally important: if someone isn’t carrying bags to pick up after 
their dog then they obviously have no intention of doing so. Though someone might 
simply run out. How would that situation be handled? 
 
Consistency of enforcement is really important. There also has to be judgement from 
the enforcing officer e.g. if someone says they don’t have bags because their dog has 
already gone and the bags have been used. Each case needs to be taken on its merits, 
and officers will also often be acting on intelligence rather than just on how a situation 
presents itself in the moment. 
 
Is it expected that a resource/budget would need to be found to support officers to 
pursue these fixed penalty notices? Would there be any wider impacts to the current 
operation of the dog waste contract that’s administered on behalf of town and 
community councils? 
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No, this report doesn’t touch on the dog waste collection aspect. As for additional 
resources, proactive patrolling would not be effective in delivering enforcement. So, if 
we were given a sum of money to employ another officer or two and report back on how 
many fixed penalty notices have been issued, we would have concerns about being 
able to demonstrate efficiency and effectiveness.  
 
Chair’s Summary: 
 
Cabinet Member: Implementation is unlikely to succeed without investment in effective 
signage – orders can’t be issued if the public hasn’t been warned. Some of the figures 
suggested are around £20k; as an Executive, we will need to face up to that. I am 
persuaded that there can be a sensible training programme of staff, and that there 
shouldn’t therefore be a revenue implication on staffing. From experience in another 
authority, the change from existing signage which has a voluntary look to it, to PSPO 
signage led to more self-policing, with people feeling it is legitimate for them to police 
their neighbours. We can learn a lot from elsewhere. 
 
Chair: Thank you to the officers. The recommendations 2.1-2.5 have been scrutinised in 
detail. Members raised concerns about how we can ensure robust enforcement, how 
controls will affect Trustees of Open Spaces, resources and the budget for enforcement, 
how will the public identify the enforcement officers and how will intelligence be 
received. There are questions about whether we know how effective signage is on 
behaviour and will there be any resource implications. It was suggested that if someone 
doesn’t have the right receptacles on their person, they could be given a warning letter. 
I think it's vitally important that we continue to raise awareness around picking up after 
your dog and work with many partners and stakeholders to tackle the issue. But it is 
equally important to offer dog exclusion zones for other members of the public. 
Members of the public and Town and Community councils will welcome the 
recommendations outlined in this report as we know it's a very emotive subject, 
especially on neighbourhood social media accounts and something that we as 
counsellors receive a large number of complaints on. 

 
5. Monnow Street Design - To scrutinise the proposed design for Monnow Street following 

community engagement and consultation  
 

Cabinet Member Paul Griffiths introduced the report. Daniel Fordham presented the 
report and answered the members’ questions with Claire Sullivan. 
 
Challenge: 
 
In reality, the thoroughfare of cars is an important part of Monmouth, especially if 
something happens e.g. when emergency vehicles need to access areas. So another 
avenue for cars is important.  
 
One of the core elements of the proposal is that Monmouth needs to maintain traffic for 
exactly that reason e.g. when the dual carriageway is closed. So, it's not pedestrianised, 
we're not creating a shared space, so the volume of traffic that Monnow Street can 
deliver will be exactly the same as now. The existing situation is itself not perfect 
though, and when one of the two routes is blocked it causes problems elsewhere, but 
it's not negatively affected by these proposals. 
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Are there not too many crossings e.g. one either side of the bus station? 
 
The number of crossings has been the subject of much discussion. There were more in 
earlier versions of the design, so we've taken out some and have tried to find a balance 
i.e. not overburdening the street with crossings but ensuring that wherever someone 
wants to cross there is a convenient and safe opportunity to do so nearby. The balance 
might not be perfect yet but that's the direction of travel. 
 
It is a worry that the carriageway will be even narrower than it is currently as, even now, 
buses have problems turning on to Monnow Street. It only takes one person parking 
badly to cause a problem. Would the change to the crossing places by the Robin Hood 
make it too tight for large vehicles? 
 
The Monnow Street carriageway has historically been very wide – were a street like this 
built now, it would be much narrower. That would not affect its capacity to deliver traffic 
through. The proposed width is 6.3 metres, which is still more than enough for two 
HGVs or buses to pass each other. With buses exiting from the bus station, and the 
corner at the Robin Hood,the designers have tracked those to make sure that large 
vehicles can make those turns. If this design proceeds we would revisit that tracking at 
detailed design stage to confirm that those movements can be made. 
 
If the parking spaces go in at the angles they are currently – albeit they are only 
temporary – it will encourage people to get into spaces that aren’t really there. So that 
needs to be looked at. 
 
Vehicles parked illegally always have the potential to block Monnow Street, and that risk 
would not be removed through this design. But the fact that there's more formal parking 
provision, in particular for loading and unloading – which is one of the things that tends 
to be a source of illegal or antisocial parking – should improve that situation. 
Nevertheless, as always, some level of enforcement will be required. 
 
Disabled bays left out of the bus station could be wider to give security to the drivers. 
Can that be done? 
 
Our understanding is that the disabled parking spaces would be wider than standard 
parking. That might mean that some of the adjacent standard parking spaces would 
also be wider, but that's exactly to create more space for disabled people to exit 
vehicles safely. 
 
Has the amount of electric charging that will be required in future been factored in to 
these plans? 
 
The existing short stay parking on Monnow street is for 30 minutes only; our assumption 
is that that would continue. I'm not sure to what extent that provides a meaningful 
opportunity for EV charging; nevertheless, we could make passive provision for that 
infrastructure to be delivered and if it would be useful to install it then we could 
potentially deliver that as part of the scheme. Parking colleagues could say what's going 
on in terms of EV infrastructure in car parks more generally. 
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We want more people to come into the town but we are getting rid of many of the 
parking spaces. 
 
There are 631 parking spaces in Monmouth and an additional 20+ being created in the 
new car park. There is no significant loss of parking between the existing situation and 
what is proposed here, and the reduction in parking from the pre-Covid situation is only 
a dozen spaces or so which, in the context of the 600+ spaces elsewhere in Monmouth 
– most of which are very close to Monnow Street – is not a significant number. The vast 
majority of people visit Monnow Street to do things which would take longer than half an 
hour, so the short stay parking is not really appropriate for most of the people who 
currently visit. If one of the objectives, generally, is to encourage people to visit more 
often but also spend time there then longer stay parking is going to be of significance.  
 
521 responses from a population of 10,000 seems like a very small number to risk 
£6.1m? We haven’t asked residents the simple yes/no question of whether they would 
like to return to the situation pre-Covid, or move forward with something different. 
 
The question about the return to the previous pre-Covid layout was in effect asked in 
the consultation in phase one of this piece of work, in late 2020. One of the options 
considered as part of that was a return to the pre-Covid layout, and the report discusses 
this. The majority of respondents were in favour of options that delivered some sort of 
change along these lines. In the appraisal of options that's been done by consultants 
and by colleagues, a return to that previous layout would not address any of the issues 
that have been identified in Monnow Street and there's no evidence that that would 
address the wider concerns around the town centre economy. 
 
Can we not wait until we are past this cost of living crisis, so that businesses don’t suffer 
too much? How can this be implemented without disrupting businesses? How will it be 
managed?  
 
Yes, there's no way of delivering a scheme like that which would not entail some 
disruption to businesses. Our job would be to ensure that we minimize that as far as 
possible by carefully planning and phasing the works in terms of time scales. If this 
scheme were to proceed, we then move on to detailed design, which would take 
another 9-12 months and then there's work to be done on securing funding. That 
funding question will be the subject of a report that's coming to Cabinet in June, so we 
can perhaps revisit that one at that point. 
Is it possible for public consultations go out on My Monmouthshire emails with a link and 
reminders for people to take part in them? 
 
This will be raised with the Comms team. – ACTION 
 
How many disabled parking spaces are there? 
  
The proposal has 6 disabled spaces in Monnow Street and an additional 3 around the 
corner, created near the toilet block. But there would be space to increase that by 
enlarging other spaces, if that was the preference. 
 
How will features in the proposal meet the objectives stated? A tabular format would be 
very helpful for showing this. 
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This can be provided – ACTION 
 
Would removal of the only controlled crossing on Monnow Street contravene the 
objective to improve accessibility to all, with a specific emphasis on visual impairments? 
Can we be reassured that clear routes will remain for residents with disabilities? 
 
There isn't a proposal to remove the existing signal-controlled crossing – it would just be 
moved slightly – so there would still be one in broadly the same place, in addition to the 
other courtesy crossings that are proposed. We're looking at clearly demarcating, 
possibly through physical marks on the footway zones, in which activity could take place 
that are designed to ensure that there's a clear route through for all users, but that's 
particularly of interest to disabled users and partially-sighted users. Those zones would 
be marked with tactile paving to make it easier for them to be navigated. 
 
Does short-term parking on both sides not run counter to the objective for the scheme to 
contribute to the carbon reduction agenda and improve cyclability on the street? 
 
One of the impacts of both the reduction in the width of the carriageway and in other 
design features, such as the greening and the introduction of some very gentle curves 
in Monnow Street, will be to slow vehicles down. The additional crossings are likely to 
do that as well, which will bring safety benefits for cyclists. 
How does this plan complement other schemes to improve connectivity and 
accessibility? 
 
It’s out of the scope of this particular piece of work but where we know there is potential 
for those to come forward is, for example, the planning application for Hebron Hall, just 
off Monnow Street, where a connection through is proposed – we've allowed for that in 
the design here. If other proposals for those kind of lateral connections were to come 
forward when we're designing the scheme we can ensure they are marked in the same 
way. More generally, the Placemaking Plan would look to pick up the issue of how we 
can improve that kind of connectivity. We need to make sure that in the future design 
development of this scheme, assuming it proceeds and if there's any future design 
development of the Blestium Street scheme, that we keep in mind the need to make 
them sit together as a single piece even if they couldn't be delivered at the same time. 
Was a feasibility study carried out, taking into account the underground structures and 
differences in levels on Monnow Street? 
 
Some initial work has been done on that but we would normally expect to do the bulk of 
that at the detailed design stage. It's inevitable that some changes will need to be made 
during that stage as the evidence from surveys and so on comes forward, so we've 
done that initial piece of work but we'll do more of that in in the next phase to ensure 
that the scheme is deliverable. 
 
Is it possible to have further information on the expected duration of planned 
engineering works, should they go ahead? 
 
It’s probably too early to be able to say with confidence but something like this should 
be 6-9 months in total. That wouldn't be the whole street at once – we'd like to take a 
phased approach so that the effect on businesses is minimised. 
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Can you confirm whether the gateway infrastructure will include raisable bollards? 
 
They don’t currently feature in the proposals but that's not to say that they could not.  
 
Would pedestrian crossings prevent the free flow of traffic, given that 84% of those 
answering the survey arrive by car? 
 
We asked people for all of the modes of transport that they use, so people – particularly 
those who live close by – might on some occasions drive to town but might also walk or 
cycle, or on other occasions use public transport. So, although 84% of respondents use 
a car to travel to Monnow Street, 61% of respondents also walk. There's probably fairly 
significant overlap between those two i.e. people are sometimes cycling, sometimes 
walking, and sometimes using the car. 
 
But the results are split up as if they don’t overlap – should the question not have been 
“What’s your main mode of transport to the high street?” 
 
It's not intended to be understood in that way. We thought it was important to 
understand all of the different modes by which people travel to Monnow Street and then 
we've looked at the results by all of those who said that they drive (even if they also use 
other modes of transport), all the people who say that they walk (even if they also use 
other modes of transport), and the variation in the responses that we get from that is 
quite interesting. The responses to the proposal from those who drive is broadly in line 
with the overall response: people are generally in favour of most aspects of the design 
proposals. 
 
What is the current number of spaces for able-bodied and disabled people, and what 
would be the situation in regard to this? 
 
There are 600+ parking spaces in Monmouth, most of which are very close to Monnow 
Street. There are 33 spaces in the proposal, which is a reduction of 12 from the pre-
Covid layout and no significant reduction from the existing arrangements. In the context 
of those 600+ parking spaces it's a relatively small reduction, and the parking on 
Monnow Street has always relied on people not parking on the High Street. 
 
With many saying that they use Monmouth for top-up shopping, it’s helpful to have a 
close space – has that been properly taken into account? 
 
Top-Up shopping has been part of the rationale for retaining some on-street parking on 
Monnow Street, keeping roughly the existing levels and it comes back to finding a 
balance. Most of the parking spaces in Monmouth are within easy walking distance of 
Monnow Street and therefore are accessible for most people who are doing that kind of 
Top-Up shopping. 
 
Wider pavements would mean a drainage issue – where will the water go? Looking at 
engineering and water flow is an important point. 
 
The drainage issues that have arisen have been worsened by the temporary Covid 
measures that are in place now – they were designed and installed at speed. Some of 
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the very careful design that we would expect to do for a scheme such as is proposed 
here, which is a permanent scheme, perhaps wasn't possible at the time. We would 
look to address all of the issues that have arisen from the temporary scheme in the 
design of the permanent scheme. 
 
Where are the resources for the £6.1m budget?  
 
£6.1m is an estimate that was done for a similar scheme last year so we wouldn’t say 
that that's exactly the cost but it will likely be similar. A separate paper coming to 
Cabinet in June will consider regeneration priorities and funding for this and other 
schemes, so perhaps that can be picked up then. 
 
Match funding would be about £3m – is that in the budget already and where would the 
rest come from?  
 
For the most likely sources of funding for this scheme, the match funding requirement is 
either 10% or 30%, so it's unlikely to be 50%. We’ve not yet discussed how that budget 
is allocated. What we intend to do through the current process, subject to the comments 
today, and the decision when this reaches Cabinet, is to have an adopted scheme 
which we can then progress in terms of design and use as a tool for securing funding for 
delivery. 
 
Is there a strong business case for this to go forward, in view of the expenditure 
involved? 
 
This is effectively a binary question about whether or not this scheme should proceed. 
That question was effectively asked in consultation at an earlier stage and the work 
that's been done subsequently shows that a return to the pre-Covid layout wouldn't 
deliver against the objectives that have been set for the scheme. The response from 
businesses in the one-to-one business consultation was overwhelming. There is some 
evidence in the report – case studies from elsewhere – of the economic impact of 
similar schemes which demonstrate the value of this kind of activity. 
 
Will we lose the bays for the tourist coaches? Will they be able to turn around, rather 
than being sent back up the street? 
 
There’s no current proposal as part of this scheme to remove the coach parking on 
Blestium Street and there are no changes that are proposed in the area around the 
toilets that would prevent them turning around, but we can check that – ACTION 
 
Chair’s Summary: 
 
The committee discussed whether there could be a further round of consultation, ideally 
with a simple yes or no question as to whether there should be a return to the pre-Covid 
layout. 
 
Officers noted that there have been three rounds of consultation on this scheme 
already, over two and a half years. Given that it is difficult to engage people in 
consultations on this sort of scheme, having 500 people attend the drop-in sessions and 
more than 500 responses to a survey in a town of Monmouth’s size is quite positive. It 
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would be very unusual to receive an overwhelming endorsement for any scheme of this 
type. The responses give a clear picture on most questions, with roughly 60-40 in 
favour. 
 
Members were largely split on the matter, with many different and nuanced views. The 
committee can’t require that further consultation takes place, but requested that officers 
note the strong opinions and arguments concerning re-consultation, and take away the 
points that were raised today. 
 
Ward Member for Monnow Street: The designs are undoubtedly an improvement on the 
confusing situation as it stands – Monnow Street is beautiful but tired. I know several 
Osbaston residents who love the proposals; overall, it seems to be about 60/40 of my 
residents in favour, with all wanting something done. The consultations were really well 
attended – the Saturday consultation in Monmouth was very busy, in particular. 
Previous consultations have had large numbers of respondents because the proposal 
was very unpopular, so that should be borne in mind. Some businesses said they would 
like only loading bays and disabled parking in the high street – these proposals seem to 
be a good compromise in that regard. Extra loading bays will help with blockages. 
Young people like the idea of crossings in more places and the safety they will bring. 
 
Cabinet Member: I've found the debate very constructive and useful. The Cabinet 
discussion on this has been deferred for a few weeks so there's going to be plenty of 
time, and I will ensure that the Cabinet report reflects as clearly as possible the range of 
points that have been made relating to a whole range of subjects. 
 
Chair: Our high streets and town centres provide vitally important functions such as 
being focal points for local communities, a centre point for economic activity, job 
creation and retention, draw many of the visitors and tourists to Monmouthshire, and 
spaces for leisure. We need to continue to want to make our towns more attractive and 
listen to our residents’ views. 
 
The number of people who engaged in these consultations was quite disappointing and 
that's something we need to take away but I’m pleased with the comments raised, such 
as: it's important to maintain the two-way traffic, potentially the use of herringbone 
parking, some felt that there were too many crossings, were concerned about the size 
of disabled bays, asked if cabling will be installed ready for electric power points for 
bikes and cars, and asked whether consultations can go out on MyMonouthshire emails 
with the link to try to increase participation. 
 
A number of members wanted to go back to reconsultation on whether we return to the 
pre-Covid layout. We must ensure that we minimize the impact on businesses for the 
works. Questions were raised around tourist coaches returning, the features and how 
they meet the objectives, accessibility, especially for blind and partially-sighted, whether 
a feasibility study has been carried out, how we will work with the conflict between 
vehicles and cyclists, and accessibility for either side of Monnow Street. There were 
questions around the drainage and engineering options that have been considered and 
where will the 3.1 match funding come from.  
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There's a mixed view of the proposals made by officers today, which is likely a true 
reflection on residents’ views, so I hope officers and Cabinet members will go away and 
consider what's been said today.  

 
6. Place Scrutiny Committee Forward Work Programme and Action List  

 

A member asked that a report about the Community Improvement team be added to the 
work programme – ACTION 

 
7. Cabinet and Council Work Planner  

 
8. To confirm the following minutes:  

 
8.1.   Ordinary Meeting of Place Scrutiny Committee dated 12th January 2023 

The committee approved the minutes. 
 
8.2.   Special Meeting of Place Scrutiny Committee dated 2nd February 2023 

The committee approved the minutes. 
 

9. Next Meeting  
 

Thursday 25th May 2023 at 10.00am. 
 
 

The meeting ended at 4.43 pm.  
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