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To 

MP’s:   Robert Buckland, Justin Tomlinson 
Councillors:  David Renard, Jim Grant, Brian Mattock, Keith Williams, Dale Heenan 
SBC:   Gavin Jones 

 

12 February 2014 

 

Dear Sirs 

RE: Shaw Residents Association Position on Funding the Design of the Thamesdown Drive Extension  

First I would like to summarise our understanding of the facts that have led to our position: 
1. To have any chance of government funding for the road build, money must be invested in 

detailed design work 
2. There is no guarantee that Whitehall will provide the necessary funding for the build even if the 

detailed design is completed. However, without the detailed design, money for the build will 
definitely not be provided 

3. Recently SBC spent £80k on the road extension appraisal report which was used in the design 
funding request submitted to government 

4. The design project is estimated to cost about £1m which is split £600k for the design and £400k 
to update Swindon’s traffic models 

5. The traffic model, which is a borough wide project, can be updated without the design work 
(and therefore the road extension), but the design should not be done without the updated 
traffic models 

6. Government have instructed Swindon to find the £1m from other sources such as the LEP (Local 
Enterprise Partnership) or S106 money from future developments 

7. The LEP budget designated for transport related matters for the next 5 years stands at £12m for 
Swindon and Wiltshire combined. Based on population, Swindon can expect about £4m of that 

8. There is an argument that, even if there was a desire to use 25% of Swindon’s LEP budget on this 
one project, the rules governing the use of this money would not allow it 

9. When North Swindon was built the total S106 money contributed by developers for the 
Thamesdown drive extension was £20m. Because this was not enough money to build the road, 
the section 106 contracts were renegotiated which resulted in the money being used on other 
projects across the Borough 

10. Future developments within SBC are largely on the east of the town, therefore the likelihood of 
such developments contributing to the Thamesdown Drive extension is remote 

Swindon’s traffic model: recent surveys conducted by the SRA in our efforts to argue against the 
Ridgeway Farm development proved to us that the traffic data used by SBC is outdated and 
inaccurate. We believe that these inaccuracies led SBC to erroneously choose not to contest 
Ridgeway Farm on the basis of traffic implications. As a result of that decision, the data provided to 
the Inquiry by third parties was greatly undermined and largely discounted by the Inspector.  

Future developments West of Swindon: SBC has already developed right up to its borders in the 
West. Both Ridgeway Farm and Moulden View are Wiltshire developments and any further 
development to Swindon’s west, such as Pry Farm, would be contested by Wiltshire and Swindon 
residents alike. That said the road extension is needed today as a result of existing traffic volumes, 
which have been exacerbated by out of date traffic models and will get much worse as a result of 
developments at Ridgeway farm and Moulden View, and not as a result of future growth. 
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Based on the points noted above, the SRA believes that funding for both the new traffic model and 
design work for the Thamesdown Drive extension must be forthcoming. Since the traffic model is a 
Borough wide essential requirement, we argue its funding should not be part of the Thamesdown 
Drive extension debate and that funding for the new modelling must be forthcoming from other 
sources. Therefore, the discussion is about £600k and not £1m. 

West and North Swindon residents have effectively contributed to the greater good of Swindon 
through the loss of £20m originally allocated to the road in question. The SRA believes the £600k 
required for the Thamesdown Drive design work should come from renegotiating and reallocating 
a part of SBC’s S106 budget. After all it is only 3% of the £20m that was originally allocated to the 
project and subsequently spent elsewhere.  

 

Yours Sincerely 

 

 

Kevin Fisher 

SRA Chair 

<address> 

 

shaw-residents@virginmedia.com 
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