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Dittman, Mike

From: ian waplington <ianwaplington@yahoo.co.uk>

Sent: 29 January 2018 22:33

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Re: NEW HOUSING ESTATE EAST OF DORDON/POLESWORTH.

 

On Monday, 29 January 2018, 16:20, ian waplington <ianwaplington@yahoo.co.uk> wrote: 
 

We the undersigned wish to object to the Draft Plans to build a new housing estate to the east of 
Dordon/Polesworth. 
The extra traffic on Long Street,New Street and the A5 in Dodon needs to be addressed first,as 
traffic at the moment is a nightmare,before extra buildind takes place. 
The Doctors and the Schools appear to to be at suturation point,therefore we need assurances 
that all these issues have been taken into account before any building plans area approved. 
 
Hoping you take our concerns on board, 
 
Regards, 
 
Ian Waplinton. 
Janet Waplington. 
251 Long Street, 
Dordon, 
Tamworth, 
Staffs. 
B781PZ. 
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Dittman, Mike

From: Jean Miller <jeanmiller610@yahoo.co.uk>

Sent: 30 January 2018 08:42

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Objection to NWLP

 
 
I object to the NWLP as I do not think it is sound in its present form. The extent of provision for additional housing 
within the Borough to meet unmet needs arsing in Birmingham should not be resolved in advance of an agreement 
on the distribution of Birmingham’s shortfall across the whole Birmingham housing market area. The strategy for 
the distribution of growth should be reconsidered and there should be clarity on the funding of essential 
infrastructure. I also disagree with the timescales involved in the consultation period with the closure of the council 
offices at a critical part of the consultation during the Xmas period. 
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OBJECTION BY POLESWORTH PARISH COUNCIL TO THE DRAFT NORTH WARWICKSHIRE 

LOCAL PLAN 2017. 

Regulation 19 – Consultation response Form 

Section 1 Personal Details 

 Polesworth Parish Council, The Tithe Barn, Hall Court, Bridge Street, Polesworth, B78 1DT. 

Telephone 01827 892320. 

 E-mail info@polesworthparishcouncil.co.uk 

Section 2 Representation 

Question 2.1 Paragraphs 15.33 to 15.38, Policy LP39 

Question 2.2 Object to the above (see objections below) 

Polesworth Parish Council objects to the proposal contained within the Draft North 

Warwickshire Local Plan 2017 for the construction of a minimum of 2,000 dwellings on land 

to the east of Polesworth and Dordon. This proposal is contained within policy LP39 of the 

Draft Plan with further detail provided in the Polesworth with Dordon section of the Plan in 

paragraphs 15.33 to 15.38. 

Question 2.3 The Parish Council does not consider the Draft Local Plan to be legally 

compliant. 

Question 2.4 the Parish Council does not consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be 

compliant with the duty to co-operate. 

Question 2.5 The Parish Council does not consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be 

Sound. 

Question 2.6 The Parish Council considers that the Draft Submissison Local Plan is not 

Sound because it is not Justified. 

In summary the reasons are given below. 

 

 The overall housing requirement for North Warwickshire set within the Draft Plan is 

more than twice the level set in the current North Warwickshire Core Strategy which 

was only adopted in 2014. This very substantial change has not been clearly justified 

or assessed in sustainability terms. 

 The Council is seeking to distribute this substantially higher housing requirement in 

line with the strategic approach set out in the Core Strategy and has not adequately 

considered whether alternative strategies might be more appropriate and 

sustainable. 
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 The proposed site is not a suitable or sustainable location for new housing on this 

scale, because of inadequate transport infrastructure, its impact on the landscape  

and wildlife sites and its impact on the character of the small town of Polesworth 

which has limited local service provision. 

  It is not clear that the site is deliverable. 

Further detail in support of these grounds of objection is set out below. 

These comments have been prepared on the basis of the information available at the time 

of writing, including the 2017 version of the Infrastructure Delivery Plan and the 2017 

Sustainability Appraisal.  The Parish Councils reserve the right to make further 

representations in the event that further documents are published before the end of the 

consultation period. 

Context 

The North Warwickshire Core Strategy was adopted in October 2014. It sets a housing 

requirement of 3,150 for the Borough for the period 2011 to 2029 (175 dwellings per year). 

This includes provision for 500 dwellings to meet needs arising in Tamworth. 

The Strategy also establishes a settlement hierarchy with Category 1 (the highest category) 

comprising market towns outside the green belt. Polesworth with Dordon is included in this 

category, with the only other settlement in the category being Atherstone with Mancetter. 

Policy NW2 indicates that over 50% of the housing requirement will be met within these 

two settlements. The Core Strategy does not make specific land allocations, but policy 

NW19 indicates that the focus for growth will be to the east and south of 

Polesworth/Dordon. 

The Borough Council intended to undertake the process of allocating sites to meet this 

requirement through a Site Allocations Plan. The Pre-submission version of this was 

published in June 2014. This proposed sites for 617 dwellings at Polesworth/Dordon, 

including 360 on the former Orchard Colliery site which forms the southern part of the 

larger site now proposed in the Draft Local Plan 2016. This compares to a minimum figure of 

440 identified in policy NW5 of the Core Strategy. 

The Council subsequently decided not to continue with the preparation of the Site 

Allocations Plan. This reflected pressures for additional housing within the Borough arising 

mainly from the adjoining cities of Birmingham and Coventry, both of which are unable to 

meet their future housing needs within their own boundaries. The Council has responded to 

this through the Draft Local Plan, which will replace the Core Strategy and contains site 

allocations and development management policies, thus bringing all the Borough’s planning 

policies into a single document. The Draft Local Plan covers the period 2011 to 2031 and 

aspires to provide 9070 dwellings over that period (452 per year). 



Overall Housing Requirement 

The housing requirement of 3,150 (175 per year) in the adopted Core Strategy is based on a 

Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA) carried out by GL Hearn and Partners for 

Coventry and Warwickshire. The requirement fully meets the projected household growth, 

based on demographic factors, in North Warwickshire over the plan period (2011 to 2029)  

and makes provision for an additional 500 dwellings to meet needs arising in Tamworth. 

The SHMA was updated in 2016. There was little change in the demographic-based need for 

North Warwickshire, but the Update recommended somewhat higher figures to take 

account of economic and affordability factors, resulting in an estimated housing 

requirement of 4740 for the slightly longer period of 2011 – 2031 (237 per year). 

In addition to this the Borough Council agreed to accommodate a further 540 dwellings, as 

part of an agreed approach with Coventry City Council and the other Warwickshire Councils 

to help provide for Coventry’s housing needs, not all of which can be met within the city’s 

boundary. This further raised the requirement to 5,280 (264 per year). 

Finally, the Council is also proposing to accommodate a further 3,790 dwellings to meet 10% 

of the shortfall in housing provision in Birmingham. This is a based on a bi-lateral agreement 

between North Warwickshire and Birmingham. There is no wider agreement in place to 

accommodate the whole of Birmingham’s shortfall which stands at 37,900 dwellings. 

This gives a total requirement for North Warwickshire of 9,070 dwellings (452 per year). The 

annual rate is 158% higher than the rate contained in the Core Strategy which was only 

adopted two years ago. 

This is a radically different level of growth. As will be seen the difference arises not because 

of any fundamental change in North Warwickshire’s own demographic, employment or 

affordability needs. These account for only just over 40% of the proposed aspirational 

housing requirement. The remainder (almost 60%) results from decisions that have been 

made to make provision within the Borough for some of the housing shortfalls being 

experienced by the neighbouring cities of Coventry and Birmingham. The evidence base 

supporting the draft plan contains no rationale for these decisions, it is not clear what (if 

any) alternatives have been considered and there appears to be no sustainability 

assessment to demonstrate that the approach being followed is the most appropriate. 

This is particularly significant in relation to the provision which is proposed to meet 

Birmingham’s needs, partly because of its size (broadly equivalent to North Warwickshire’s 

total demographic need for the plan period), but also because this provision appears to 

have been agreed in isolation and without regard to any wider strategy for meeting 

Birmingham’s shortfall. North Warwickshire does form part of the Birmingham Housing 

Market Area (HMA) and it is clearly right that its potential to help meet Birmingham’s needs 

should be considered. However the Birmingham HMA is large, including Southern 



Staffordshire, the Black Country, Solihull, Northern Worcestershire and parts of South  

Warwickshire.  Many of these areas have better public transport links to Birmingham and 

stronger commuting flows than does North Warwickshire. It is therefore by no means clear 

that the level of provision being proposed for North Warwickshire is the most appropriate.  

The aspirational housing requirement of 9070, which gives rise to the need for the proposed 

housing allocation to the east of Polesworth and Dordon, has not been clearly justified. 

Further consideration should be given to it, including a proper assessment of alternative 

levels of growth.  

Failure to Consider Alternative Strategies 

The adopted Core Strategy establishes a settlement hierarchy as follows: 

Category  1 Market Towns Outside the Green Belt (Polesworth with Dordon and Atherstone 

with Mancetter) 

Category 2 Green Belt Market Town (Coleshill) 

Category 3A Local Service Centres (Outside Green Belt) 

Category 3B Local Service Centres (In Green Belt) 

Category 4 Other Settlements 

Over 50% of new housing development is allocated to category 1, with the remainder 

distributed between the remaining categories. 

The Draft Local Plan proposes changes to this settlement hierarchy. The first two categories 

and categories 3A and 3B are combined, and a new category 2 is added comprising 

“settlements adjoining the outer boundary of the Borough.”  This new category does not in 

reality relate to settlements within the Borough : rather it enables the allocation for new 

housing of two sites adjoining  neighbouring cities/towns, a large site on the edge of 

Tamworth and a smaller green belt site which forms an addition to a large sustainable urban 

extension on the edge of Birmingham. 

With the exception of these two sites, the strategy for the distribution of new housing 

continues to be to focus it on the category 1 settlements. In theory the change to the 

settlement hierarchy to include Coleshill in category 1 enables development to be spread 

between three rather than two settlements, but this is not carried through into practice 

since only 94 dwellings are proposed for Coleshill compared to 1,911 in 

Atherstone/Mancetter and 2,071 in Polesworth/Dordon (with another 1191 close by on the 

edge of Tamworth).  With the exception of a modest amount of development on the edge of 

adjoining settlements, the strategy is therefore unchanged from the adopted Core Strategy, 

even though the housing requirement is substantially higher and the Council is proposing to 

make significant provision to help meet the housing needs of adjoining cities. 



It is not clear how the Council has come to the conclusion that this is the most appropriate 

strategy for distributing the additional housing requirement. The evidence base supporting 

the draft plan contains no analysis or assessment of possible alternative strategies. Road 

and public transport links to Birmingham and Coventry which are the source of most of the 

additional housing requirement, are inferior from Polesworth/Dordon than from many 

other locations within the Borough.  It would have been reasonable for serious 

consideration to have been given to alternative strategies for the distribution of growth 

which would aim to relate it more closely to the main sources of demand, but this 

assessment does not appear to have been undertaken. 

Even within the chosen strategy it is not easy to understand why the amount of additional 

housing allocated to Polesworth/Dordon is higher than to the other two category 1 

settlements. Both of these settlements have better local services, in particular shopping and 

public transport, than Polesworth/Dordon. 

The Borough Council’s Local Development Framework Sub-Committee did in fact consider a 

report looking at alternative distribution options at its meeting of 25th April.  This report 

contained a brief analysis of a number of alternative approaches, but did not identify a 

preferred approach.  The paper was not subject to general public consultation, but a 

sustainability appraisal was carried out, and this was available to the Sub-Committee when 

it approved the Draft Local Plan in August. The report to the Sub-Committee summarised its 

conclusions as follows:  

7.3 For the Options dealing with the majority of growth from within the Borough it is considered that 

the Options IN2 (Development In and around the Main Settlements including Green Belt Market 

Town) and IN5 (New Settlement) would have more significant positive effects that the other options. 

In terms of the options of dealing with growth from outside of the Borough it was considered that in 

general, the effects of OUT1 (Development adjoining the out boundary of the Borough) and OUT2 

(Settlements closest to where the need arises) had more positive effects 

It is difficult to reconcile these conclusions with the strategy actually included in the draft 

Local Plan which is effectively to concentrate development in and around the main 

settlements outside the Green Belt.  

A new Sustainability Appraisal was published in February 2017, over 4 months after the start 

of the consultation period. This fails to clarify the position. The justification for the selected 

growth option is set out in table 4.4. This suggests that the strategy is a combination of 

three options – OUT1 (development adjoining the boundary of the Borough), OUT2 

(settlements closest to where the need arises) and OUT3 (Distribution in accordance with 

the strategy for the whole plan). It is not clear how OUT2 is represented in the adopted 

strategy, and OUT1 is only represented by two sites, for 141 homes adjoining the 

Birmingham boundary (a tiny fraction of the total requirement to meet Birmingham’s 

needs), and a site for 1191 homes on the edge of Tamworth which substantially exceeds 



North Warwickshire’s requirement to accommodate housing to meet Tamworth’s needs. In 

effect the adopted strategy is OUT3 with some minor variations. 

The Parish Councils consider that the Borough Council has failed to give full and proper 

consideration to alternative growth strategies, and has failed to consult on alternatives. In 

so far as it has considered alternatives, the outcome of the assessment does not appear to 

support the strategy actually included in the draft plan. 

Suitability and Sustainability of the Proposed Site 

The site lies to the east of Polesworth/Dordon, bounded by the existing settlements to the 

west, ribbon development along the A5, backed by regenerating woodland to the south, the 

B5000 to the north, and by open countryside to the east, much of this boundary consisting 

of a country lane with low hedgerows. It is proposed to construct a new distributor road to 

serve the site between the B5000 and the A5. The northern section of this has already been 

constructed as part of a housing development which is currently under construction. 

The site has a varied topography.  The southern section rises sharply from the A5 to Dunns 

Lane, which already contains a band of ribbon development extending into the site. The 

existing settlement of Dordon lies on top of a ridge, and so this section of the site drops 

significantly from west to east. It contains many trees and is generally well screened, but the 

construction of the new distributor road will inevitably impact on this. 

To the north of Dunns Lane, the land falls from north to south as it descends into the Anker 

Valley. However Hoo Hill is a prominent landscape feature at the north east extremity of the 

site. Again the site falls from the Dordon ridge in an easterly direction. This area of the site is 

predominantly farm land, and is more open and less well screened than the southern 

section, particularly the area to the east of St Helena Rd, but it includes a significant area of 

woodland known as the Hollies.  Dordon Hall, an attractive grade 2 listed bulding adjoins the 

site and is a significant feature in the landscape when viewed from the north and east. 

Although designated as a ‘market town’ Polesworth has only a limited range of local 

services, focused in the historic core around Polesworth Abbey. In particular there are no 

supermarkets, so residents need to travel elsewhere (Atherstone or Tamworth) for their 

main food shopping. There is a railway station, but this has only one train a day, so is 

valueless for most purposes. Bus services provide links to Nuneaton, Tamworth and 

Atherstone.  Polesworth is in effect a large village rather than a market town like Atherstone 

or Coleshill. Historic patterns of growth have led it to merge with the separate village of 

Dordon which has even fewer local facilities. Both Polesworth and Dordon have a distinct 

character and strong local communities. 

The proposed development will dramatically increase the population of the two 

settlements. Polesworth/Dordon will effectively become a small town, but without the scale 

of local facilities that would normally be expected in a settlement of this size and with little 



prospect that these will be provided. As a result many local residents can be expected to 

travel outside the local community to access services and for employment. The result will be 

a ‘dormitory’ town with little sense of community. The distinctive character of the existing 

settlements will be lost. 

Because of the limited availability of public transport, it is also likely that the majority of 

trips for shopping, work etc. will be made by car. This is inherently undesirable from a 

sustainability perspective. Given that the development is intended in part to meet housing 

needs arising in Birmingham, to which there are no direct links by public transport, it is to be 

expected that there will be a significant increase in car journeys to and from Birmingham. 

Apart from the sustainability issues which this raises, the main roads serving the 

development are already subject to severe congestion. This is particularly true of the section 

of the A5 between junction 10 of the M42 and the M69. A new junction will be required on 

this congested section, and it is clear that existing congestion problems will be made worse 

unless major improvements are undertaken. No information has been provided to indicate 

what is proposed or how this will be funded. There are also congestion issues on the B5000 

which provides a link to Tamworth. Improving this road appears difficult because of existing 

narrow bridges and again no details of any enhancement proposals have currently been 

provided. In this respect it should be noted that the Draft Plan also includes a proposal for a 

further 1200 houses at Robey’s Lane, adjacent to Tamworth, to the west of the M42. This 

site will also add further to traffic flows on the B5000. 

As described above, the site is attractive in landscape terms. Currently built development 

runs along the Dordon ridge and is then enclosed within the Anker valley in Polesworth. The 

proposal will result in built development flowing down the ridge from Dordon and extending 

out into open countryside. The eastern parts of the site are exposed and visible from some 

distance, and the eastern boundary is weak, so that subsequent pressure for even further 

expansion is likely. The setting of Dordon Hall will be compromised. For these reasons, the 

impact on the landscape will be significant. 

The site contains two Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation, one of which is an area 

of ancient woodland. It is not clear what measures will be taken to protect these. The 

woodland will be surrounded by the housing development, and it is hard to see how its 

current value could be maintained. There is therefore likely to be an adverse impact on the 

biodiversity of the area. 

The 2017 Sustainability Appraisal includes an assessment of development sites. This 

supports the view that there are significant sustainability issues with this site. The 

Polesworth/Dordon sites are considered in table 5.3. The assessment identifies the 

proposed site as performing negatively against five of the twenty sustainability objectives 

and only one of the 23 other assessed sites has more negative scores.  



The Parish Council therefore considers that site is not suitable for housing development on 

the proposed scale and that this would be unsustainable.  

Deliverability 

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan, as it currently stands, does not provide full details of the 

infrastructure which will be required to enable the development of this site to proceed 

satisfactorily. However it is clear that there will be substantial infrastructure requirements, 

including the following: 

 The construction of a new link road between the A5 and the B5000. 

 A new junction on the A5. 

 Improvements to the Grendon and Dordon islands on the A5, and possibly other 

improvements to this road, depending on the outcome of transport studies. 

 Possible improvements to the B5000, depending on the outcome of transport 

studies. 

 Enhanced public transport and cycling provision 

 New primary school provision. 

 New secondary school provision. 

 A new health centre for primary care purposes and possibly other community 

provision. 

 Contributions to police and fire service provision. 

 Enhancements to water supply and sewerage provision. 

 Provision of additional public open space and measures to ensure the proper 

management of wildlife areas. 

In addition to this, under policy LP9 of the draft Local Plan, there would be a requirement 

for 40% of the new dwellings to be affordable. 

There are no costings for the majority of these requirements. The exception to this is the 

requirement for additional educational provision, which is assessed as in excess of £6.5 

million. It is clear that the some of the other costs are likely to be very considerable, 

particularly the provision of a new junction and other improvements to the A5 trunk road. 

This creates a major uncertainty and casts real doubt on whether this proposal is actually 

viable. It appears that the Borough Council recognises this in that the Memorandum of 

Understanding with Birmingham City Council, under which North Warwickshire has agreed 

to plan for 3,790 homes to meet Birmingham’s needs, indicates at point 6 that this is 

dependent on” the provision of and timely delivery of infrastructure.” 

Polesworth Parish Council is concerned that if this site is allocated without these issues 

being resolved, there is a risk that development will proceed without the ability to deliver 

essential infrastructure at the appropriate time. This would be wholly unacceptable. 



 

Conclusions 

The Draft North Warwickshire Local Plan proposes a much higher level of new housing than 

the recently adopted Core Strategy. This results from decisions to locate a significant 

amount of new housing in North Warwickshire to help meet shortfalls in supply in Coventry 

and Birmingham. While it is clearly reasonable for the Borough to make some contribution 

to this shortfall, there is no clear rationale for the scale of provision proposed, particularly in 

the case of Birmingham where there is no comprehensive agreement on how the shortfall 

will be met across the Birmingham Housing Market Area, and there has been no 

sustainability assessment of the approach. 

The strategy for distributing this much higher level of housing remains essentially 

unchanged from the adopted Core Strategy, despite the increase in numbers and the fact 

that much of the increased demand results from pressures from outside the Borough. 

Alternative approaches do not appear to have been seriously considered even though a 

Sustainability Appraisal of alternative options appears to conclude that there are other 

options which perform better than the chosen approach. There has been no consultation on 

alternative options. 

The application of this strategic approach results in a large housing allocation to the east of 

Polesworth/Dordon. This location is not sustainable because of the limited range of local 

facilities available in the existing settlement and the limited public transport connections. 

This will result in the new housing area being heavily car dependant and will undermine the 

existing character of the two settlements. 

In addition there will be significant impacts on traffic flows on the A5 and B5000, with 

currently no information on how these will be addressed. The development will also be 

damaging in landscape terms and will impact on areas of biodiversity importance including 

an area of ancient woodland. 

It is clear that significant infrastructure improvements will be required to enable this 

development to proceed, but currently there is no costing of these. There are therefore 

significant uncertainties over whether the proposal is actually deliverable. 

For all the above reasons the Parish Council consider that these proposals should be 

withdrawn and there should be a full and proper consideration of alternative approaches. 
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Forward Plans 

North Warwickshire Borough Council 

The Council House 

South Street 

Atherstone 

CV9 1DE 

Email: planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk  

 

 

 

Dear Sir / Madam   

We write 

 

Bovis is promoting land to the north of Gillway Lane, Tamworth, as illustrated on the enclosed Site 

Location Plan. The site measures 12.7 hectares and is located within the administrative boundaries of 

both Lichfield District Council (LDC) and Tamworth Borough Council (TBC). 

Bovis are one of the leading housebuilders across the United Kingdom, and have a nationally recognised 

reputation for delivering high quality residential developments. Bovis create communities that are 

successful places to live and properties that residents can be proud of. 

The site has previously been promoted through the Local Plan Draft (August 2016) consultation in 

November 2016. We welcome the opportunity to provide comments to the Draft Submission Consultation 

document (December 2017) and respond to relevant matters in turn.  

Issues of soundness raised in our response dated March 2016 remain and we continue to consider 

whether the Submission Draft has been positively prepared, justified, effective and consistent, and as 

he National Planning Policy Framework 

(NPPF). 

Bovis has concerns in relation to 

establishes that between 2011 and 2033 there will be a minimum 5,808 
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dwellings built and there is an aspiration to deliver a further 3,790 dwellings which will contribute to the 

established Greater Birmingham Housing Market Area (GBHMA) shortfall of 37,900 dwellings. 

The aspiration to deliver 3,790 dwellings towards the shortfall does not form an established commitment 

for the emerging plan. If the Plan is to truly deliver housing to meet part of the GBHMA shortfall, Policy 

LP6 should state that it will deliver a minimum of 9,598 dwellings as per Table 2 of the consultation 

document. The Plan is not positively prepared until it does so. 

l equates to 37,900 

homes, and these are to be delivered elsewhere within the GBHMA. In terms of the GBHMA shortfall, 

paragraph 3.79 of the consultation document sets out that, based on migration and commuting patterns, 

NWBC is testing accommodating 10% of s (BCC) shortfall.  

It is therefore evident that the 3,790 dwellings which NWBC aspire  to deliver in the Borough relates solely 

to BCC, and not the shortfall arising from any of the GBHMA authorities.  

dwellings agreed as part of the adopted Plan) should be removed if the Plan is to be effective and accord 

with Paragraph 182 of the NPPF. As such, Table 2 of the consultation document is misleading as it states 

the delivery of the 3,790 dwellings includes shortfall arising in TBC. 

Bovis does not 

establishes that development will be distributed in settlements adjoining the outer boundary of the 

Borough.  

The supporting text to emerging allocation H13 implies t

Lane, adjacent to 

would be 

required with TBC as to the proposed amount. No amount has been agreed to date, therefore NWBC 

must consider all strategic options for where the shortfall could be accommodated (including in other local 

authorities) before determining that land we  for 

development. 

The Appendices to the Sustainability Appraisal (December 2017) sets out how alternative strategies and 

approaches have been considered. This does not provide sufficient evidence to justify the proposed 

 As set out in Appendix 3 of the Sustainability Appraisal 

(December 2017), the baseline information that has been collated to provide a context for the emerging 

plan only relates to North Warwickshire and consequently has not considered the settlements outside of 

the Borough. 

 issues remain 

. TBC consider it to be undeliverable, 

to be untested, there is a need for third party land and the engineering feasibility and impact on the local 

highway network has not been appropriately or robustly assessed. 

Consequently, the proposed settlement hierarchy is not supported by an appropriate evidence base. 
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The emerging Plan therefore cannot be considered to pass the test of soundness given it does not present 

the most appropriate strategy, and is ineffective given it is based on a lack of positive cross-boundary 

working. 

Further to 

discussed above, Bovis do 

support allocation H13, , for delivery of 1,270 dwellings. 

For the site to come forward, the anticipated impacts on Tamworth need to be considered, which have not 

been adequately assessed to date. Paragraph 14.52 of the consultation document states that a number of 

meetings have already taken place between the Borough Council, TBC, Staffordshire County Council and 

Warwickshire County Council. 

that 

have taken place, TBC continue to object to the proposed allocation. 

In particular, the access to housing allocation H13 is to be achieved via the existing Redrow development 

y. It is impractical to rely on adjoining development sites for 

safe access; it is also likely to result in a ransom situation which could result in the proposals being 

unviable and ultimately undeliverable. 

Despite this site allocation adjoining the administrative area of TBC, TBC has objected to the proposed 

facilities and services.  

Consequently, there is limited evidence to justify the allocation of land west of Ro

no planning policy context for the allocation. The proposed allocation of this land has not been 

appropriately justified, is not effective nor is it consistent with the NPPF; as such it should be removed 

from Policy LP39 of the consultation document. 

At present,  housing shortfall has not been met within the NWBC Submission Local Plan and further 

to this, the Borough have not committed to delivering the 3,790 dwellings of the BCC shortfall. 

It is recommended that North Warwickshire work with TBC and LDC to understand all reasonable and 

residual housing shortfall.  

e north of Gillway Lane presents a sustainable option which could make a significant contribution 

 The site is located within the administrative boundaries of both LDC and TBC and has 

been assessed as part of the LDC SHLAA (2016) as suitable, available and developable for residential 

development.  

The site north of Gillway Lane benefits from a wide variety of services and facilities in the surrounding 

area of Wigginton and Tamworth. These include three primary schools, a rugby union club, convenience 

stores and a village hall. The site would provide the opportunity to make the fullest possible use of public 

transport, walking and cycling and offer a focus for significant development in a location which is 

sustainable. It is not subject to 

sustainable location. 
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Screening opinions have been submitted to both LDC and TBC for development of the site. This has been 

informed by site specific technical work which demonstrates there are no constraints to development. 

The NWBC Draft Submission Local plan is not positively prepared, justified or effective, and is ultimately 

unsound in its current form. For it to be found sound all references to meeting the TBC shortfall of 825 

-evidenced and is un-deliverable. 

We trust the information provided within these representations will be considered by the Council and we 

welcome the opportunity to discuss our comments further. Please do not hesitate to contact either Tom 

Armfield (tom.armfield@turley.co.uk) or myself should you wish to discuss further. 

Yours sincerely 

Alice Fitton 

Planner 

alice.fitton@turley.co.uk 





NWBC DSLP Regulation 19 Response Form

North Warwickshire Borough Council
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033

Regulation 19 – Consultation Response Form

Section 1 - Personal Details
Name: Amy Parker

Organisation 
(where relevant):

Address: 16 Uttoxeter Road
Foston
Derbyshire

Post Code: DE65 5PX

Telephone Number:

Email Address:

Please note that representations must be attributable to named individuals or organisations at a postal 
address. Anonymous representations will not be accepted.

Agent Details 
(if applicable)

Please note that if 
agents’ details are 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them.

Name

Company Portland Planning Consultants Ltd

Address Ketts House
92 Cambridge Road,

Moseley
Birmingham B13 9UG

Telephone 0121 449 7605

For official use only: Representation no:

Completed representation forms can be emailed to; planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
or posted to the Forward Planning Team at; Forward Plans, North Warwickshire Borough 

Council, The Council House, South Street, Atherstone, CV9 1DE

All in fo rmation  s upp lied will be  made availab le  fo r public  in s pection

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site 
allocation that you wish to comment on

Representations received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered 

The Council reserves the right not to publish or take into account any representations 
which it considers offensive or defamatory
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Email philipwoodhams@btconnect.com

Section 2 - Your Representation (please tick where necessary)

2.1 Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation 
relates to?

Paragraph
reference

Policy
reference 
number

LP3
Site 

Allocations
Sustainability

Appraisal

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site allocation that you wish to 
comment on.

2.2 Do you support or object to the above?

Support Object

2.3 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant?

Yes No

2.4 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to 
Cooperate?

Yes No

2.5 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound?

Yes No

2.6 If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is:

Not Positively 
Prepared

Not Justified

Not Effective
Not Consistent with 

National Policy



NWBC DSLP Regulation 19 Response Form

The above are the tests set out in paragraph 182 [Examining Local Plans] of the National Planning Policy 
Framework (March 2012).  
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2.7 Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the 
Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the 
Council’s Duty to Co-operate.  Please be as precise as possible.

It is considered that the policy is inconsistent with the government policy on development in the Green Belt 
as it extends beyond what is advised in paragraph 89 of the National Planning Policy Framework.  The 
objector’s concern is with the paragraph 5 of policy LP3 and in particular that part which amplifies matters 
in relation to replacement dwellings.

In relation to replacement dwellings national policy (NPPF para 89) indicates that replacement dwellings 
are not to be considered inappropriate in the Green Belt in the following terms:-

the replacement of a building, provided the new building is in the same use and not materially 
larger than the one it replaces;

National policy does not indicate that there should be any restriction to the replacement being on the same 
footprint as the original, nor does it provide any reference to a restriction on basement floorspace.

A recent appeal decision within Warwickshire [APP/J3720/W/17/3177670] considered a Green Belt 
proposal where the dwelling proposed on the site included a basement of 685m3 in a dwelling whose 
above ground volume was materially the same as the dwelling being replaced. In considering the relevant 
policy operated by the District Council in respect of replacement buildings the Inspector, in allowing the 
appeal, concluded:-

“I note that Policy SC.20 indicates that a replacement dwelling should not be significantly larger 
than the dwelling it replaces, but the objective of this policy is to protect the character and local 
distinctiveness of the District, and as the visible part of the dwelling would not be significantly larger 
than the existing dwelling, I find no conflict with the objective of this policy.”

The thrust of the measure of the exceptions to Green Belt policy set out in paragraph 89 of NPPF is the 
preservation of openness.   The policy as set out in LP3 represents an inconsistency with Government 
Policy that appears to have no local justification vis a vis other localities in the country with Green Belts, 
and therefore it is considered that this inconsistency renders the policy unsound.  

In the objectors view the policy can be made sound by changing the policy as indicated in section 2.8
below. 

2.8 Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to 
ensure that the Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in 
accordance with the Council’s Duty to Co-operate.  It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as 
possible.
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Section 3 – Hearing Sessions

If you require further information and guidance on the latest consultation phase of 
the Draft Submission Local Plan, please refer to the Frequently Asked Questions 
document which is available on the Council’s website: www.northwarks.gov.uk or 
contact the Forward Planning Team on 01827 719499/451.

Comments received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered

             
Delete the following from Policy LP3 (5) (c) :-

“Replacements should be located on the same footprint as the existing building unless there are 
material benefits to the openness of the Green Belt or, when environmental and amenity 
improvements indicate otherwise. For the purposes of this policy, volume is defined as gross 
external volume excluding basements and cellars.”

3.1 Please indicate if want to participate in the 
hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination
process?

Yes No

3.2 If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider 
this to be necessary 

             
To explain the reservations concerning consistency in more detail, and having regard to relevant 
case law, if the Council do not formally accept the need to modify the plan. 

Please note that the appointed Planning Inspector, not the Council, will determine the most appropriate 
procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in the examination.

Signature Date 30th January 2018
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Dittman, Mike

From: philipwoodhams@btconnect.com

Sent: 30 January 2018 11:11

To: planningpolicy

Subject: North Warwickshire Local Plan Submission Draft November 2017

Attachments: Objection to North Warwicksire Local Plan Jan 2018.pdf

Dear Sirs, 
 
I refer to the above and attach a form of representation 
 
Regards, 
 
 
 
Philip Woodhams 
 
Director 
 
Portland Planning Consultants Ltd,  Ketts House, 92 Cambridge Road , Moseley, Birmingham B13 9UG 
 
Telephone:            0121 449 7605 
Mobile:                  07887 508020 
 
Fax:                        0700 606 7821    
 

SLP159 - 2 of 2



NWBC DSLP Regulation 19 Response Form 
 

 

North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19 – Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name: Mr. and Mrs G Crockford 

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

 

Address:  
7 The Beeches, 
Polesworth 
 
 

Post Code: B78 1LU 

Telephone Number: 01827892993 

Email Address: geoffc9876@hotmail.com 

Please note that representations must be attributable to named individuals or organisations at a postal 
address. Anonymous representations will not be accepted.  

Agent Details  
(if applicable) 

 
Please note that if 
agents’ details are 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name  

Company  
 

Address  
 

 
 

Telephone  
 

Email  

For official use only: Representation no: 
 

Completed representation forms can be emailed to; planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
or posted to the Forward Planning Team at; Forward Plans, North Warwickshire Borough 

Council, The Council House, South Street, Atherstone, CV9 1DE 
 

All information supplied will be made available for public inspection 
 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site 
allocation that you wish to comment on 

 

Representations received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered  
 

The Council reserves the right not to publish or take into account any representations 
which it considers offensive or defamatory 

SLP160 - 1 of 2
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Section 2 - Your Representation (please tick where necessary) 

 

2.1 Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation 
relates to? 

Paragraph 
reference 

Various 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP1 
Site 

Allocations 
 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site allocation that you wish to 
comment on. 
 

2.2 Do you support or object to the above? 

 

Support  Object X 

 
 

2.3 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant? 

 

Yes  No X 

 
 

2.4 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to 
Cooperate? 

 

Yes X No  

 
 

2.5 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound? 

 

Yes  No X 

 
 

2.6 If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is: 

 

Not Positively 
Prepared 

 Not Justified X 

 

Not Effective X 
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
 

 
The above are the tests set out in paragraph 182 [Examining Local Plans] of the National Planning Policy 

Framework (March 2012).   
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2.7  Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the 
Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the 
Council’s Duty to Co-operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 
 

NWBC   Local Plan  2011-2033 

Draft Submission    ( Regulation 19 ) 

The Settlement Heirarchy I believe is fundamentally flawed for many reasons. Chapter 7  

Policy LP1 

It emanates from the 1980’s as stated in the plan and conditions today are fundamentally 

different.  

Commuting is less practical today. Where people could quite happily commute long 

distances today this is not practical due to already constrained road network and high 

energy costs. Ref. your policy 5.3  reducing the need to travel. 

Employment needs to be local to attract people to the community, yet many of the 

proposed sites are constrained  for business development. The majority of business 

growth while welcome is for low paid logistics work which does nothing to encourage 

people to move in to the area. 

Today it is critical look to place housing across  the area adjacent to prime employment 

areas . 

The change from the 2014 local plan, which on the 2016 plan, more than doubled the 

housing volume, negates the so called  Market Town Strategy. It is critical to look at sites 

close to where the need is  rather than placing it as far away as possible ie looking at 

meeting the housing needs of Birmingham and Coventry as far north in the Borough as 

possible is just wrong and impractical. 

Alternative sites could be available and must be explored. 

Our objection ( your ref.  DPL 218 ) siting totally disproportionate development and 

destruction of the character of the area was only answered by reference to  the outdated 

Settlement Heirarchy which as stated above is not relevant today. 

The Settlement Heirarchy does not fit the current needs of either the county or its 

neighbours and has no legal foundation. 

 

Concentrating on the specific development to the East of Polesworth  and Dordon of 160.8 

Hectares, one can only believe this is seen as easy pickings. Being a Mineral Safegarding  
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Area for Opencast extraction of coal it is an easy target to convert it to extremely valuable 

building land.  

The plan states building a minimum of 2000 houses, why not actual targets like other sites 

?.  Allowing a generous 20 Hectares for green Development. The remaining 140 Hectares 

could provide   4200 houses at the plans minimum of 30 houses per Hectare. Further the 

plan states that in the Town Centres it should be 50 units per Hectare equating to 7000 

houses. Theoretically you could build the whole counties requirements in this area. 

Why the discrepency ?   

The plan is inconsistent and is therefore  legally flawed. 

 

Of the two thousand people who objected to the proposed scale of expansion cited the 

loss of rurality and all that implies as their principal cause for concern.   The potential 

building of 7000 houses does not comply with the plan.    Ref your policy 5.3 item 4. 

Protecting the local character and appearance of our settlements.  

 

The plan also implies  that Atherstone is struggling as a Town compared with its 

neighbours such as Tamworth. 

Atherstone has the infrastructure  to support a larger community.  Development   should 

be focussed here to attract both residents and business investment to get the benefits of 

scale.  

There is plenty of space around Atherstone even if it means looking to Leicestershire 

border. 

This is another reason why the Settlement Hierarchy principal as proposed in the plan is 

flawed. 

The disproportionate development and character destruction of community’s must not 

be allowed. 

The residents in these areas have to live with these decisions therefore they must be 

right. 
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2.8  Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to 
ensure that the Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in 
accordance with the Council’s Duty to Co-operate.   It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as 
possible. 

              
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(Please continue from previous box if required) 
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Section 3 – Hearing Sessions 
 

 

 

 
If you require further information and guidance on the latest consultation phase of 
the Draft Submission Local Plan, please refer to the Frequently Asked Questions 
document which is available on the Council’s website: www.northwarks.gov.uk or 
contact the Forward Planning Team on 01827 719499/451. 

 

Comments received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered 
 

3.1 Please indicate if want to participate in the 
hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process? 

Yes  No 

3.2 If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider 
this to be necessary  

              
 
 
 
 

 
Please note that the appointed Planning Inspector, not the Council, will determine the most appropriate 
procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in the examination. 

Signature Mr and Mrs G Crockford Date 30/01/2018 
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Dittman, Mike

From: customerservices@northwarks.gov.uk

Sent: 30 January 2018 11:21

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Local Plan Submission DLP66890829

Title: Mr and Mrs G Crockford 

 

First name: Geoffrey and Jane 

 

Surname: Crockford 

 

Do you live in North Warwickshire?: Yes 

 

Enter your postcode or street/road: B78 1LU 

 

Select address: 7 The Beeches Polesworth Tamworth, B78 1LU 

 

Address: 7 The Beeches Polesworth Tamworth, B78 1LU 

 

House number or name: 7 

 

Street: The Beeches 

 

Village: Polesworth 

 

Post town: Tamworth 

 

Postcode: B78 1LU 

SLP160 - 2 of 2
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Email address: geoffc9876@hotmail.com 

 

Is this email address correct? If not please correct: Yes 

 

Home phone: 01827892993 

 

Mobile phone:  

 

Alternative phone:  

 

product type: Self 

 

Logged in?:  

 

vill: Polesworth 

 

vil sel: Polesworth 

 

local:  

 

loc sel:  

 

hse: 7 

 

hse sel: 7 
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fla:  

 

fla sel:  

 

Product: Self 

 

Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation relates to?: 
Paragraph reference 

 

Do you support or object the above: Object 

 

Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant?: No 

 

Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to Cooperate?: Yes 

 

Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound?: No 

 

If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is:: Not Justified,Not 
Effective 

 

Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the Draft Submission 
Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the Council’s Duty to Co-operate. 
Please be as precise as possible.: NWBC Local Plan 2011-2033 
Draft Submission ( Regulation 19 ) 
The Settlement Heirarchy I believe is fundamentally flawed for many reasons. Chapter 7 Policy LP1 
It emanates from the 1980’s as stated in the plan and conditions today are fundamentally different.  
Commuting is less practical today. Where people could quite happily commute long distances today this is 
not practical due to already constrained road network and high energy costs. Ref. your policy 5.3 reducing 
the need to travel. 
Employment needs to be local to attract people to the community, yet many of the proposed sites are 
constrained for business development. The majority of business growth while welcome is for low paid 
logistics work which does nothing to encourage people to move in to the area. 
Today it is critical look to place housing across the area adjacent to prime employment areas . 
The change from the 2014 local plan, which on the 2016 plan, more than doubled the housing volume, 
negates the so called Market Town Strategy. It is critical to look at sites close to where the need is rather 
than placing it as far away as possible ie looking at meeting the housing needs of Birmingham and Coventry 
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as far north in the Borough as possible is just wrong and impractical. 
Alternative sites could be available and must be explored. 
Our objection ( your ref. DPL 218 ) siting totally disproportionate development and destruction of the 
character of the area was only answered by reference to the outdated Settlement Heirarchy which as stated 
above is not relevant today. 
The Settlement Heirarchy does not fit the current needs of either the county or its neighbours and has no 
legal foundation. 
 
Concentrating on the specific development to the East of Polesworth and Dordon of 160.8 Hectares, one can 
only believe this is seen as easy pickings. Being a Mineral Safegarding Area for Opencast extraction of coal 
it is an easy target to convert it to extremely valuable building land.  
The plan states building a minimum of 2000 houses, why not actual targets like other sites ?. Allowing a 
generous 20 Hectares for green Development. The remaining 140 Hectares could provide 4200 houses at the 
plans minimum of 30 houses per Hectare. Further the plan states that in the Town Centres it should be 50 
units per Hectare equating to 7000 houses. Theoretically you could build the whole counties requirements in 
this area. 
Why the discrepency ?  
The plan is inconsistent and is therefore legally flawed. 
 
Of the two thousand people who objected to the proposed scale of expansion cited the loss of rurality and all 
that implies as their principal cause for concern. The potential building of 7000 houses does not comply 
with the plan. Ref your policy 5.3 item 4. Protecting the local character and appearance of our settlements.  
 
The plan also implies that Atherstone is struggling as a Town compared with its neighbours such as 
Tamworth. 
Atherstone has the infrastructure to support a larger community. Development should be focussed here to 
attract both residents and business investment to get the benefits of scale.  
There is plenty of space around Atherstone even if it means looking to Leicestershire border. 
This is another reason why the Settlement Hierarchy principal as proposed in the plan is flawed. 
The disproportionate development and character destruction of community’s must not be allowed. 
The residents in these areas have to live with these decisions therefore they must be right. 

 

Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to ensure that the 
Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in accordance with the Council’s Duty to 
Co-operate. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any 
policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: See above 

 

Please indicate if want to participate in the hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process?: No 

 

If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider this to be necessary 
:  
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19 – Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name: Mr. and Mrs G Crockford 

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

 

Address:  
7 The Beeches, 
Polesworth 
 
 

Post Code: B78 1LU 

Telephone Number: 01827892993 

Email Address: geoffc9876@hotmail.com 

Please note that representations must be attributable to named individuals or organisations at a postal 
address. Anonymous representations will not be accepted.  

Agent Details  
(if applicable) 

 
Please note that if 
agents’ details are 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name  

Company  
 

Address  
 

 
 

Telephone  
 

Email  

For official use only: Representation no: 
 

Completed representation forms can be emailed to; planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
or posted to the Forward Planning Team at; Forward Plans, North Warwickshire Borough 

Council, The Council House, South Street, Atherstone, CV9 1DE 
 

All information supplied will be made available for public inspection 
 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site 
allocation that you wish to comment on 

 

Representations received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered  
 

The Council reserves the right not to publish or take into account any representations 
which it considers offensive or defamatory 

SLP160A - 1 of 2
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Section 2 - Your Representation (please tick where necessary) 

 

2.1 Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation 
relates to? 

Paragraph 
reference 

1.5 and 
1.6 

Policy 
reference 
number 

Chapter 
1 

Site 
Allocations 

 
Sustainability 

Appraisal 

 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site allocation that you wish to 
comment on. 
 

2.2 Do you support or object to the above? 

 

Support  Object X 

 
 

2.3 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant? 

 

Yes  No X 

 
 

2.4 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to 
Cooperate? 

 

Yes X No  

 
 

2.5 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound? 

 

Yes  No X 

 
 

2.6 If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is: 

 

Not Positively 
Prepared 

 Not Justified X 

 

Not Effective X 
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
 

 
The above are the tests set out in paragraph 182 [Examining Local Plans] of the National Planning Policy 

Framework (March 2012).   
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2.7  Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the 
Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the 
Council’s Duty to Co-operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 
 

NWBC   Local Plan  2011-2033 

Draft Submission    ( Regulation 19 ) 

What is a local plan ? 

 Chapter 1  Paragraph 1.5 and 1.6 

Paragraph 1.6 states this plan sits alongside the Minerals Core Strategy. 

The latest draft states in paragraph 8.33  

8.33 Whilst the  NPPF gives a general presumption against the extraction of coal there are 

large coal reserves in the County. There are no plans to reopen Daw Mill Colliery and 

neither does there appear to be any plan to sink another pit head or even return to surface 

coal extraction in the County . As there are large coal reserves deep underground and on 

the surface in the north of the County and in the Warwickshire Coalfield and there is 

likely to be a shortage of energy nationally in the short to medium term, there is always 

going to be the possibility that coal may be considered economically viable to extract in 

the future. 

This primarily relates to the Polesworth  and Shuttington  areas.  

Further Policy MC5 further states 

Safeguarding of Minerals and Minerals Infrastructure Mineral resources of economic 

importance within the Mineral Safeguarding Areas shown on the Policies Map will be 

safeguarded from sterilisation by incompatible non-mineral development. Non-mineral 

development within the Mineral Safeguarding Areas shown on the Policies Map will 

have to demonstrate that the sterilisation of mineral resources of economic importance 

will not occur as a result of the development and that the development would not 

constrain or hinder future extraction in the vicinity. If this cannot be demonstrated, prior 

extraction will be sought where practicable. 

It is not surprising that the Coal Authority supported the inclusion of these policies in the 

draft local plan, see your ref DLP357. 
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Basically these policies state that any development (such as housing) in an MSA means 

that the Council is handing over the decision to extract (opencast) minerals if an  economic 

justification can be made. 

The case against opencasting  is the harm to the natural environment and the local 

community. Any proposal  to opencast  would counter this argument by stating the 

Councils current housing plan negates this and any extraction would be over a limited 

period of time. 

This could make the NWBC the first to allow new opencasting for more than 20 years. 

For this reason our original objection to the proposed plan, listed under your reference 

DLP218,  called for an Enviromental Impact Assessment. 

While the response to the objection does quote from the “ Prior Extraction Feasibility” 

report,  all the comments relate to the current economic climate. 

Economic situations can change dramatically and quickly, remember the 2008 financial 

crisis. 

  

We believe therefore an Enviromental Assessment Report is Critical to ensure the 

Council is prepared should National Policy dictate extraction of the resource. 

Our opinion is this is a legal requirement. 
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Section 3 – Hearing Sessions 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

2.8  Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to 
ensure that the Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in 
accordance with the Council’s Duty to Co-operate.   It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as 
possible. 

              
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(Please continue from previous box if required) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3.1 Please indicate if want to participate in the 
hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process? 

Yes  No 

3.2 If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider 
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If you require further information and guidance on the latest consultation phase of 
the Draft Submission Local Plan, please refer to the Frequently Asked Questions 
document which is available on the Council’s website: www.northwarks.gov.uk or 
contact the Forward Planning Team on 01827 719499/451. 

 

Comments received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered 
 

this to be necessary  

              
 
 
 
 

 
Please note that the appointed Planning Inspector, not the Council, will determine the most appropriate 
procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in the examination. 

Signature Mr and Mrs G Crockford Date 30/01/2018 
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Dittman, Mike

From: customerservices@northwarks.gov.uk

Sent: 30 January 2018 11:35

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Local Plan Submission DLP66908614

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Title: Mr. 

 

First name: Geoffrey and Jane 

 

Surname: Crockford 

 

Address:  

 

House number or name: 7 

 

Street: The Beeches 

 

Village: Polesworth 

 

Post town: Tamworth 

 

Postcode: B78 1LU 

 

Email address: geoffc9876@hotmail.com 

 

Is this email address correct? If not please correct: Yes 

SLP160A - 2 of 2
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Home phone: 01827892993 

 

Mobile phone:  

 

Alternative phone:  

 

product type: Self 

 

Logged in?: true 

 

vill: Polesworth 

 

vil sel:  

 

local:  

 

loc sel:  

 

hse: 7 

 

hse sel:  

 

fla:  

 

fla sel:  
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Product: Self 

 

Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation relates to?: Policy 
reference number 

 

Do you support or object the above: Object 

 

Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant?: No 

 

Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to Cooperate?: Yes 

 

Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound?: No 

 

If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is:: Not Justified,Not 
Effective 

 

Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the Draft Submission 
Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the Council’s Duty to Co-operate. 
Please be as precise as possible.: NWBC Local Plan 2011-2033 
Draft Submission ( Regulation 19 ) 
What is a local plan ? 
Chapter 1 Paragraph 1.5 and 1.6 
Paragraph 1.6 states this plan sits alongside the Minerals Core Strategy. 
The latest draft states in paragraph 8.33  
8.33 Whilst the NPPF gives a general presumption against the extraction of coal there are large coal 
reserves in the County. There are no plans to reopen Daw Mill Colliery and neither does there appear to be 
any plan to sink another pit head or even return to surface coal extraction in the County . As there are large 
coal reserves deep underground and on the surface in the north of the County and in the Warwickshire 
Coalfield and there is likely to be a shortage of energy nationally in the short to medium term, there is 
always going to be the possibility that coal may be considered economically viable to extract in the future. 
This practically relates to the Polesworth and Shuttington areas.  
Further Policy MC5 further states 
Safeguarding of Minerals and Minerals Infrastructure Mineral resources of economic importance within the 
Mineral Safeguarding Areas shown on the Policies Map will be safeguarded from sterilisation by 
incompatible non-mineral development. Non-mineral development within the Mineral Safeguarding Areas 
shown on the Policies Map will have to demonstrate that the sterilisation of mineral resources of economic 
importance will not occur as a result of the development and that the development would not constrain or 
hinder future extraction in the vicinity. If this cannot be demonstrated, prior extraction will be sought where 
practicable. 
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Basically these policies state that any development (such as housing) in an MSA means that the Council is 
handing over the decision to extract (opencast) minerals if an economic justification can be made. 
The case against opencasting is the harm to the natural environment and the local community. Any proposal 
to opencast would counter this argument by stating the Councils current housing plan negates this and any 
extraction would be over a limited period of time. 
This could make the NWBC the first to allow new opencasting for more than 20 years. 
For this reason our original objection to the proposed plan, listed under your reference DLP218, called for 
an Enviromental Impact Assessment. 
While the response to the objection does quote from the “ Prior Extraction Feasibility” report, all the 
comments relate to the current economic climate. 
Economic situations can change dramatically and quickly, remember the 2008 financial crisis. 
We believe therefore an Enviromental Assessment Report is Critical to ensure the Council is prepared 
should National Policy dictate extraction of the resource. 
Our opinion is this is a legal requirement. 

 

Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to ensure that the 
Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in accordance with the Council’s Duty to 
Co-operate. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any 
policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.: See above 

 

Please indicate if want to participate in the hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process?: No 

 

If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider this to be necessary 
:  
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name: Ashley Baldwin 

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Lichfield District Council 

Address: District Council House 
Frog Lane 
Lichfield  
 

Post Code: WS13 6YZ 

Telephone Number: 01543 308192 

Email Address: developmentplans@lichfielddc.gov.uk 

Please note that representations must be attributable to named individuals or organisations at a postal 
address. Anonymous representations will not be accepted.  

Agent Details  
(if applicable) 

 
Please note that if 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name N/A 

Company  
 

Address  
 

 
 

Telephone  
 

Email  
 

For official use only: Representation no: 
 

Completed representation forms can be emailed to; planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
or posted to the Forward Planning Team at; Forward Plans, North Warwickshire Borough 

Council, The Council House, South Street, Atherstone, CV9 1DE 
 

 
 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site 
allocation that you wish to comment on 

 

Representations received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered  
 

The Council reserves the right not to publish or take into account any representations 
which it considers offensive or defamatory 

SLP161
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Section 2 - Your Representation (please tick where necessary) 

 

2.1 Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation 
relates to? 

Paragraph 
reference 

7.47 
Policy 

reference 
number 

 
Site 

Allocations 
 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site allocation that you wish to 
comment on. 
 

2.2 Do you support or object to the above? 

 

Support Yes Object  

 
 

2.3 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.4 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to 
Cooperate? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.5 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.6 If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is: 

 

Not Positively 
Prepared 

 Not Justified  

 

Not Effective  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
 

 
The above are the tests set out in paragraph 182 [Examining Local Plans] of the National Planning Policy 

Framework (March 2012).   
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Section 3  Hearing Sessions 
 

2.7  Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the 
Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the 
C -operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 
Lichfield District Council is supportive of the approach to assist in the delivery of employment land to meet, 
in part, the needs arising from Tamworth Borough. Lichfield District Council has sought to deliver 
approximately 6.5 hectares of employment land to assist with meeting this unmet need within its emerging 
Local Plan Allocations document. This provision is proposed to be met through the identified employment 
areas and new allocations within the Local Plan Allocations document. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

2.8  Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to 
ensure that the Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in 
accordance with the C -operate.   It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as 
possible. 

              
None. 
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If you require further information and guidance on the latest consultation phase of the 
Draft Submission Local Plan, please refer to the Frequently Asked Questions 
document which is available on  website: www.northwarks.gov.uk or 
contact the Forward Planning Team on 01827 719499/451. 

 

Comments received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered 
 

3.1 Please indicate if want to participate in the 
hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process? 

Yes   

3.2 If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider 
this to be necessary  

Lichfield District Council continues to work alongside authorities within the GBHMA to agree the distribution 
of the housing shortfall, as such it would wish to participate in the hearing sessions to discuss matters 
relating to the GBHMA and housing shortfall from neighbouring authorities. 
 
 
 
 

 
Please note that the appointed Planning Inspector, not the Council, will determine the most appropriate 
procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in the examination. 

Signature Ashley Baldwin Date 30/01/2018 



NWBC DSLP Regulation 19 Response Form 
 

 

North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name: Ashley Baldwin 

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Lichfield District Council 

Address: District Council House 
Frog Lane 
Lichfield  
 

Post Code: WS13 6YZ 

Telephone Number: 01543 308192 

Email Address: developmentplans@lichfielddc.gov.uk 

Please note that representations must be attributable to named individuals or organisations at a postal 
address. Anonymous representations will not be accepted.  

Agent Details  
(if applicable) 

 
Please note that if 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name N/A 

Company  
 

Address  
 

 
 

Telephone  
 

Email  
 

For official use only: Representation no: 
 

Completed representation forms can be emailed to; planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
or posted to the Forward Planning Team at; Forward Plans, North Warwickshire Borough 

Council, The Council House, South Street, Atherstone, CV9 1DE 
 

 
 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site 
allocation that you wish to comment on 

 

Representations received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered  
 

The Council reserves the right not to publish or take into account any representations 
which it considers offensive or defamatory 

SLP161A
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Section 2 - Your Representation (please tick where necessary) 

 

2.1 Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation 
relates to? 

Paragraph 
reference 

7.43 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP6 
Site 

Allocations 
 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site allocation that you wish to 
comment on. 
 

2.2 Do you support or object to the above? 

 

Support  Object Yes 

 
 

2.3 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.4 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to 
Cooperate? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.5 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound? 

 

Yes  No No 

 
 

2.6 If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is: 

 

Not Positively 
Prepared 

 Not Justified No 

 

Not Effective No 
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
 

 
The above are the tests set out in paragraph 182 [Examining Local Plans] of the National Planning Policy 

Framework (March 2012).   
  



NWBC DSLP Regulation 19 Response Form 
 

2.7  Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the 
Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the 
C -operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 
Policy LP6 Amount of Development: 
This policy sets the level of residential and employment development which the Borough is seeking to 
deliver between 2011 and 2033. In terms of the housing requirement the policy 
deliver a further 3790 dwellings which would assist in meeting the needs of the GBHMA, work is still 
ongoing to determine the proportion and distribution of the unmet need arising from the HMA, as such 
whilst the recognition that North Warwickshire will play a role in meeting this need including a specific 
figure at this stage could compromise decisions across the GBHMA on how best to deal with the issue. 
 

will need to continue to engage with its neighbouring authorities, including Lichfield District, with regards to 
strategic cross boundary issues. This engagement through plan-making and through the collection of joint 
evidence studies will continue to be important across the plan period. 
 
Additionally 
that previous delivery rates within North Warwickshire have been low and as such the step change in 
delivery which would be required to meet the Boroughs requirement and the GBHMA contribution would 
be challenging. However, as drafted the policy does not allocate nor specifically commit to the delivery of a 
proportion of homes for the GBHMA. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

2.8  Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to 
ensure that the Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in 
accordance with the C -operate.   It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as 
possible. 
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Section 3  Hearing Sessions 
 

 

 

 
If you require further information and guidance on the latest consultation phase of the 
Draft Submission Local Plan, please refer to the Frequently Asked Questions 
document which is available on  website: www.northwarks.gov.uk or 
contact the Forward Planning Team on 01827 719499/451. 

 

Comments received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered 
 

              
None. 

3.1 Please indicate if want to participate in the 
hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process? 

Yes   

3.2 If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider 
this to be necessary  

Lichfield District Council continues to work alongside authorities within the GBHMA to agree the distribution 
of the housing shortfall, as such it would wish to participate in the hearing sessions to discuss matters 
relating to the GBHMA and housing shortfall from neighbouring authorities. 
 
 
 
 

 
Please note that the appointed Planning Inspector, not the Council, will determine the most appropriate 
procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in the examination. 

Signature Ashley Baldwin Date 30/01/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name: Ashley Baldwin 

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Lichfield District Council 

Address: District Council House 
Frog Lane 
Lichfield  
 

Post Code: WS13 6YZ 

Telephone Number: 01543 308192 

Email Address: developmentplans@lichfielddc.gov.uk 

Please note that representations must be attributable to named individuals or organisations at a postal 
address. Anonymous representations will not be accepted.  

Agent Details  
(if applicable) 

 
Please note that if 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name N/A 

Company  
 

Address  
 

 
 

Telephone  
 

Email  
 

For official use only: Representation no: 
 

Completed representation forms can be emailed to; planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
or posted to the Forward Planning Team at; Forward Plans, North Warwickshire Borough 

Council, The Council House, South Street, Atherstone, CV9 1DE 
 

 
 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site 
allocation that you wish to comment on 

 

Representations received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered  
 

The Council reserves the right not to publish or take into account any representations 
which it considers offensive or defamatory 
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NWBC DSLP Regulation 19 Response Form 
 

 

Section 2 - Your Representation (please tick where necessary) 

 

2.1 Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation 
relates to? 

Paragraph 
reference 

7.47 
Policy 

reference 
number 

 
Site 

Allocations 
 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site allocation that you wish to 
comment on. 
 

2.2 Do you support or object to the above? 

 

Support Yes Object  

 
 

2.3 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.4 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to 
Cooperate? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.5 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.6 If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is: 

 

Not Positively 
Prepared 

 Not Justified  

 

Not Effective  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
 

 
The above are the tests set out in paragraph 182 [Examining Local Plans] of the National Planning Policy 

Framework (March 2012).   
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Section 3  Hearing Sessions 
 

2.7  Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the 
Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the 
C -operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 

Tamworth. This housing allocation adjacent to Tamworth Borough represents North Warwickshire 
Borough Councils contribution towards the housing shortfall coming from Tamworth Borough Council. Any 

the GBHMA shortfall, of which Tamworth is a part. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

2.8  Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to 
ensure that the Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in 
accordance with the C -operate.   It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as 
possible. 

              
None. 

3.1 Please indicate if want to participate in the Yes   



NWBC DSLP Regulation 19 Response Form 
 

 

 

 
If you require further information and guidance on the latest consultation phase of 
the Draft Submission Local Plan, please refer to the Frequently Asked Questions 
document which is available on  website: www.northwarks.gov.uk or 
contact the Forward Planning Team on 01827 719499/451. 

 

Comments received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered 
 

hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process? 

3.2 If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider 
this to be necessary  

Lichfield District Council continues to work alongside authorities within the GBHMA to agree the distribution 
of the housing shortfall, as such it would wish to participate in the hearing sessions to discuss matters 
relating to the GBHMA and housing shortfall from neighbouring authorities. 
 
 
 
 

 
Please note that the appointed Planning Inspector, not the Council, will determine the most appropriate 
procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in the examination. 

Signature Ashley Baldwin Date 30/01/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name: Ashley Baldwin 

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Lichfield District Council 

Address: District Council House 
Frog Lane 
Lichfield  
 

Post Code: WS13 6YZ 

Telephone Number: 01543 308192 

Email Address: developmentplans@lichfielddc.gov.uk 

Please note that representations must be attributable to named individuals or organisations at a postal 
address. Anonymous representations will not be accepted.  

Agent Details  
(if applicable) 

 
Please note that if 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name N/A 

Company  
 

Address  
 

 
 

Telephone  
 

Email  
 

For official use only: Representation no: 
 

Completed representation forms can be emailed to; planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
or posted to the Forward Planning Team at; Forward Plans, North Warwickshire Borough 

Council, The Council House, South Street, Atherstone, CV9 1DE 
 

 
 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site 
allocation that you wish to comment on 

 

Representations received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered  
 

The Council reserves the right not to publish or take into account any representations 
which it considers offensive or defamatory 

SLP161C
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Section 2 - Your Representation (please tick where necessary) 

 

2.1 Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation 
relates to? 

Paragraph 
reference 

14.51 
Policy 

reference 
number 

 
Site 

Allocations 
 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site allocation that you wish to 
comment on. 
 

2.2 Do you support or object to the above? 

 

Support Yes Object  

 
 

2.3 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.4 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to 
Cooperate? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.5 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.6 If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is: 

 

Not Positively 
Prepared 

 Not Justified  

 

Not Effective  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
 

 
The above are the tests set out in paragraph 182 [Examining Local Plans] of the National Planning Policy 

Framework (March 2012).   
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2.7  Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the 
Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the 
C -operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 
Paragraph 14.51 states that: 
further 825 dwellings to be provided between North Warwickshire Borough Council and Lichfield District 
Council. Any provision is not in additional to the 3790 for the Greater Birmingham HMA but as part of that 
provision as Tamwo . 
 
Lichfield District Council is supportive of North Warwickshire Borough Councils approach to this further 
shortfall from Tamworth Borough Council.  Lichfield District Council agrees that any additional shortfall 
arising from Tamworth Borough in excess of that already planned to be delivered within the adopted Local 
Plans of Lichfield and North Warwickshire should be considered as part of the overall unmet need arising 
from within the GBHMA of which Tamworth Borough is a part. 
 
The authorities within the Greater Birmingham Housing Market Area (GBHMA), including Lichfield and 
North Warwickshire, are working together to determine how to address the shortfall within the GBHMA of 
37,900 dwellings which is primarily from Birmingham City Council being unable to accommodate all of its 
housing requirements within its boundaries.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

2.8  Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to 
ensure that the Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in 
accordance with the C -operate.   It will be helpful if you are able to put 



NWBC DSLP Regulation 19 Response Form 
 

 

Section 3  Hearing Sessions 
 

 

 

 
If you require further information and guidance on the latest consultation phase of 
the Draft Submission Local Plan, please refer to the Frequently Asked Questions 
document which is available on  website: www.northwarks.gov.uk or 
contact the Forward Planning Team on 01827 719499/451. 

 

Comments received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered 
 

forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as 
possible. 

              
Paragraph 14.51  

 provision is not in additional to the 3790 for the 
 

 
 
 
 

3.1 Please indicate if want to participate in the 
hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process? 

Yes   

3.2 If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider 
this to be necessary  

Lichfield District Council continues to work with North Warwickshire Borough Council through the duty to 
cooperate with regards to a number of matters including relating to the shortfall in housing arising from 
within the GBHMA. Lichfield District Council would seek to participate in order to assist in matters relating 
to Lichfield District and the GBHMA. 
 
 
 

 
Please note that the appointed Planning Inspector, not the Council, will determine the most appropriate 
procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in the examination. 

Signature Ashley Baldwin Date 30/01/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name: Ashley Baldwin 

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Lichfield District Council 

Address: District Council House 
Frog Lane 
Lichfield  
 

Post Code: WS13 6YZ 

Telephone Number: 01543 308192 

Email Address: developmentplans@lichfielddc.gov.uk 

Please note that representations must be attributable to named individuals or organisations at a postal 
address. Anonymous representations will not be accepted.  

Agent Details  
(if applicable) 

 
Please note that if 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name N/A 

Company  
 

Address  
 

 
 

Telephone  
 

Email  
 

For official use only: Representation no: 
 

Completed representation forms can be emailed to; planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
or posted to the Forward Planning Team at; Forward Plans, North Warwickshire Borough 

Council, The Council House, South Street, Atherstone, CV9 1DE 
 

 
 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site 
allocation that you wish to comment on 

 

Representations received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered  
 

The Council reserves the right not to publish or take into account any representations 
which it considers offensive or defamatory 
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Section 2 - Your Representation (please tick where necessary) 

 

2.1 Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation 
relates to? 

Paragraph 
reference 

7.34  
7.43 

Policy 
reference 
number 

 
Site 

Allocations 
 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site allocation that you wish to 
comment on. 
 

2.2 Do you support or object to the above? 

 

Support  Object Yes 

 
 

2.3 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.4 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to 
Cooperate? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.5 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound? 

 

Yes  No No 

 
 

2.6 If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is: 

 

Not Positively 
Prepared 

 Not Justified Yes 

 

Not Effective  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
 

 
The above are the tests set out in paragraph 182 [Examining Local Plans] of the National Planning Policy 

Framework (March 2012).   
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2.7  Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the 
Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the 
C -operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 
Within the North Warwickshire Local Plan Paragraphs 7.35  
regards to housing numbers.  
 
North Warwickshire Borough Council is testing a possible provision to assist with the shortfall for the 
Greater Birmingham & Black Country Housing Market Areas. Based on migration and commuting patterns 
it was considered that a figure of 10% of the shortfall should be tested, which is a potential additional 3790 
dwellings. This was the reflected in a MoU signed on the 21st September 2016 between North 
Warwickshire Borough Council and Birmingham City Council where it was stated that 
the maximum uplift in housing that could be accommodated in North Warwickshire Borough  
 
By placing a maximum on the number of dwellings that could be accommodated as part of the GBHMA 
shortfall, North Warwickshire Borough Council does not provide the necessary flexibility in terms of how 
the Council will be able to plan for the unmet housing once the quantum and distribution has been 
considered should the unmet housing need differ to the possible provision that has been tested of 3790 
dwellings for North Warwickshire Borough Council. 
 
The authorities within the GBHMA (including Lichfield District Council, North Warwickshire and Tamworth 
Borough Council) are working together to determine how to address the shortfall within the GBHMA of 
37,900 dwellings which is primarily from Birmingham City Council being able to accommodate all of its 
housing requirements within its boundaries. It will be important for North Warwickshire Borough Council to 
consider how it will respond to any proposals which relate to the quantum and distribution of housing 
across the GBHMA.  
 
The plan as drafted only seeks to test a maximum figure of provision for neighbouring authorities, such an 
approach could restrict the ability of all authorities to consider strategically how the distribution of unmet 
housing need could be met. North Warwickshire Borough Council will need to continue to engage with its 
neighbouring authorities, including Lichfield District, with regards to strategic cross boundary issues. This 
engagement through plan-making and through the collection of joint evidence studies will continue to be 
important across the plan period. 
 
 
Table 2: Overall Housing Requirement: 
Table 2 sets out the calculation of the overall housing requirement to be delivered by the plan across the 

Paragraph 7.34 makes clear that the housing need for the Borough is considered to be 3800 dwellings 

Coventry and Warwickshire HMA and 65% toward the GBHMA (which would equate to 620 dwellings of 
which 500 are the 500 already identified within the adopted Core Strategy to meet the needs of Tamworth. 
This raises the question as to what the additional 120 dwellings within the requirement of 5280 are to 
meet. 
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Section 3  Hearing Sessions 
 

 

 

 
If you require further information and guidance on the latest consultation phase of 
the Draft Submission Local Plan, please refer to the Frequently Asked Questions 
document which is available on  website: www.northwarks.gov.uk or 
contact the Forward Planning Team on 01827 719499/451. 

 

Comments received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered 
 

2.8  Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to 
ensure that the Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in 
accordance with the C -operate.   It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as 
possible. 

tion including tables 1 and 2 should be modified to provide more clarity as 
to how the overall housing requirement has been derived. As drafted this section is unclear and provides 
little justification as to how elements of this need have been derived.    
 
 
 
 
(Please continue from previous box if required) 
 

3.1 Please indicate if want to participate in the 
hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process? 

Yes   

3.2 If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider 
this to be necessary  

Lichfield District Council continues to work alongside authorities within the GBHMA to agree the distribution 
of the housing shortfall, as such it would wish to participate in the hearing sessions to discuss matters 
relating to the GBHMA and housing shortfall from neighbouring authorities. 
 
 
 
 

 
Please note that the appointed Planning Inspector, not the Council, will determine the most appropriate 
procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in the examination. 

Signature Ashley Baldwin Date 30/01/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name: Ashley Baldwin 

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Lichfield District Council 

Address: District Council House 
Frog Lane 
Lichfield  
 

Post Code: WS13 6YZ 

Telephone Number: 01543 308192 

Email Address: developmentplans@lichfielddc.gov.uk 

Please note that representations must be attributable to named individuals or organisations at a postal 
address. Anonymous representations will not be accepted.  

Agent Details  
(if applicable) 

 
Please note that if 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name  

Company  
 

Address  
 

 
 

Telephone  
 

Email  
 

For official use only: Representation no: 
 

Completed representation forms can be emailed to; planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
or posted to the Forward Planning Team at; Forward Plans, North Warwickshire Borough 

Council, The Council House, South Street, Atherstone, CV9 1DE 
 

 
 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site 
allocation that you wish to comment on 

 

Representations received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered  
 

The Council reserves the right not to publish or take into account any representations 
which it considers offensive or defamatory 

SLP161E
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Section 2 - Your Representation (please tick where necessary) 

 

2.1 Please indicate which part of the Draft Submission Local Plan this representation 
relates to? 

Paragraph 
reference 

5.4-5.5 
Policy 

reference 
number 

 
Site 

Allocations 
 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

 

Please use a separate representation form for each paragraph, policy, site allocation that you wish to 
comment on. 
 

2.2 Do you support or object to the above? 

 

Support Yes Object  

 
 

2.3 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.4 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to 
Cooperate? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.5 Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be Sound? 

 

Yes Yes No  

 
 

2.6 If you think that the Draft Submission Local Plan is not sound, this is because it is: 

 

Not Positively 
Prepared 

 Not Justified  

 

Not Effective  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
 

 
The above are the tests set out in paragraph 182 [Examining Local Plans] of the National Planning Policy 

Framework (March 2012).   
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Section 3  Hearing Sessions 
 

2.7  Within this section, please provide details of why you do or do not consider the 
Draft Submission Local Plan to be legally compliant, sound or in accordance with the 
C -operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 
Strategic Objective 2 (To provide for the housing needs of the Borough) is supported. However, there is no 
reference within this objective, nor any of the Strategic Objectives, relating to the Borough providing 
homes to assist neighbouring authorities to meet their needs where there is an identified and evidenced 
shortfall. In subsequent sections of the plan such issues are considered, however given that this is clearly 
a significant issue for the Borough its omission from the Strategic Objectives is surprising. 
 
North Warwickshire will need to continue to engage with neighbouring authorities, including Lichfield 
District Council to consider strategic planning matters through plan-making and through joint evidence 
base work. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

2.8  Within this section, please specify any modifications that you consider necessary to 
ensure that the Draft Submission Local Plan is legally compliant, sound and in 
accordance with the C -operate.   It will be helpful if you are able to put 
forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text.  Please be as precise as 
possible. 

Strategic Objective 2 should be modified to include reference to the delivery homes to assist in meeting 
the housing needs of authorities within the housing market areas within which North Warwickshire is 
located.              
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If you require further information and guidance on the latest consultation phase of the 
Draft Submission Local Plan, please refer to the Frequently Asked Questions 
document which is available on  website: www.northwarks.gov.uk or 
contact the Forward Planning Team on 01827 719499/451. 

 

Comments received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered 
 

3.1 Please indicate if want to participate in the 
hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process? 

Yes 
Y
e
s

 

3.2 If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider 
this to be necessary  

Lichfield District Council continues to work alongside authorities within the GBHMA to agree the distribution 
of the housing shortfall, as such it would wish to participate in the hearing sessions to discuss matters 
relating to the GBHMA and housing shortfall from neighbouring authorities. 
 
 
 
 

 
Please note that the appointed Planning Inspector, not the Council, will determine the most appropriate 
procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in the examination. 

Signature Ashley Baldwin Date 30/01/2018 


