
 

NORTH WARWICKSHIRE PROPOSED SUBMISSION CORE STRATEGY: LUC RESPONSE TO CONSULTATION COMMENTS ON SUSTAINABILITY 

APPRAISAL 

Respondent Consultation representation LUC response 

Richborough Estates The SA lacks any substantive justification for the evaluation of the 

effects of higher growth options than contained in the Proposed 

Submission Core Strategy. A proper evaluation of the sustainability 

qualities of settlements in the Borough should be undertaken along with 

an assessment of the scope for rolling back the Green Belt. 

Options for growth figures should meet the full objectively assessed 

needs in a manner reflecting the sustainability credentials of each 

settlement and their capacity to accommodate growth and expansion. 

This is not adequately explored in the SA because there is no evidence 

base against which to assess, for example, harm to the Green Belt or 

the character of Water Orton. 

Allied to this representation, a Sustainability Compendium of information 

is provided to demonstrate the suitability, availability and deliverability 

of Richborough Estates’ proposals in Water Orton for new housing, open 

space, sports pitches and allotments. This includes a Landscape and 

Visual Assessment, which demonstrates the development of this site can 

occur without unacceptable impacts on the purposes, functions and 

amenity of the Green Belt or the character of the settlement. 

There is inadequate information in the SA to support the selected option 

to adopt an annual housing requirement of 150 units. 

The SA did not appraise higher housing growth 

options than contained in the Proposed 

Submission Core Strategy because no evidence 

was put forward by North Warwickshire Borough 

Council that suggested materially higher housing 

growth options were required. 

North Warwickshire Borough Council determined 

that the growth identified as being needed by the 

Borough could be accommodated without the 

need for Green Belt review. 

The SA considered the relative sustainability 

merits of different spatial strategy options 

focusing development on different settlements in 

the Borough in the Issues & Options SA work 

undertaken in June 2009, included as Appendix 2 

to the main SA Report.  This was supplemented by 

further SA work at the draft pre-submission stage 

regarding directions of growth reported upon in 

Appendix 1 of the SA Report. 

Richborough Estates It is noted in the SA that Policy NW2 is not considered to be a main 

policy relevant to Sustainability Objective 8 (provision of decent and 

affordable housing). However, in view of the restrictive nature of the 

proposed spatial strategy, which includes no change to Green Belt 

boundaries, it is considered that NW2 has negative implications for 

Objective 8. There is also no assessment of rolling back Green Belt 

boundaries to accommodate more development (see our objection to 

Policy NW3). 

In addition Policy NW2 is not seen in the SA as a main policy relevant to 

Sustainability Objective 16 (minimising contribution to climate change) 

but by seeking to prevent appropriate development outside existing 

It was considered that Policy NW2 (Green Belt) 

was not relevant to Sustainability Objective 8 

because there was no need to review the Green 

Belt in order to accommodate the growth 

identified as being needed by the Borough.  In our 

view, therefore, it does not have negative 

implications for SA objective 8. 

With respect to Policy SA Objective 16, it is 

possible that, in certain instances, the release of 

Green Belt for development could have some 

benefits with respect to reducing emissions from 



 

settlement boundaries in sustainable locations close to the West 

Midlands conurbation (for example Water Orton and Coleshill) with the 

significant jobs, services and facilities available, it is considered that 

NW2 could have an adverse impact on Objective 16. Alternatively by 

allowing an appropriate level of development adjoining Water Orton and 

Coleshill, not only are they connected to the conurbation by good quality 

public transport but vehicle journeys would be shorter than from non-

Green Belt locations in the Borough. This would have a positive impact 

on Objective 16. 

transport, although these are unlikely to be that 

significant.  However, North Warwickshire 

Borough Council are of the view that, given there 

is no need to release Green Belt land to meet the 

identified needs of the Borough and that of 

Tamworth, to do so would not be a reasonable 

alternative. 

 


