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Dittman, Mike

From: Torkildsen, Rohan <Rohan.Torkildsen@HistoricEngland.org.uk>

Sent: 31 January 2018 19:11

To: planningpolicy

Subject: NWBC LP - Historic England consultation response

Attachments: NWBC LP Submission HE response Jan 18.doc

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Red Category

Dear Sirs, please find attached our formal response to the above. 
 
Sincere regards 
 
Rohan Torkildsen BaHons DipUD MRTPI 
Historic Environment Planning Adviser South West/West Midlands 
Planning Group 
Historic England 
Direct Dial: 0117 975 0679 (X 2279)/0121 625 6840. Mobile: 0791 705 0513 
www.historicengland.org.uk 
 
 

 

We help people understand, enjoy and value the historic environment, and protect it for the future. Historic England is 
a public body, and we champion everyone’s heritage, across England. 
Follow us:  Facebook  |  Twitter  |  Instagram     Sign up to our newsletter      

Help us create a list of the 100 places which tell England's remarkable story and its impact on the world. A History of 
England in 100 Places sponsored by Ecclesiastical.  
 
We have moved! Our new London office is at 4th Floor, Cannon Bridge House, 25 Dowgate Hill, London, EC4R 2YA. 

 
This e-mail (and any attachments) is confidential and may contain personal views which are not the views of Historic England unless specifically stated. If 
you have received it in error, please delete it from your system and notify the sender immediately. Do not use, copy or disclose the information in any way nor 
act in reliance on it. Any information sent to Historic England may become publicly available. 
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Historic England response to the Draft Submission North Warwickshire Local Plan, 31 January 2018   
              
Local Plan reference and relevant extract  Historic England comment on the relevant issue of Soundness 

 
Recommendation/ suggestion / 
advice to support the soundness of 
the Plan 
 

 
 

Historic England considers that the Draft Submission of the Plan 
in its current form does not demonstrate that it is been 
sufficiently positively prepared in relation to the historic 
environment. We consider that it has not been founded on a 
robust and credible evidence base, is unjustified in parts, is 
inconsistent with national policy and would as a consequence be 
ineffective in the delivery of sustainable development. As 
consequence we consider the Plan to be unsound. 
 

Historic England would welcome the 
opportunity to further discuss our 
concerns with the local authority to 
support a positive resolution and 
ensure a robust Plan which accords 
with the relevant tests of soundness in 
the NPPF. We believe the issues of 
concern are not unsurmountable. 

H2  
Land to north west Atherstone off 
Whittington Lane, Atherstone 
 
 
 

Historic England welcome the preparation of the Historic 
Environment Assessment (LUC 2017) used to inform the Plan. 
However, we would encourage NWBC to carefully consider 
whether the limited depth and clarity of this evidence is 
proportionate to provide a reasonable level of assurance that the 
scale of development proposed is deliverable without causing 
considerable harm to the significance of various designated and 
undesignated heritage assets, thereby demonstrating that the 
Plan accords with national policy and the delivery of sustainable 
development.  
 
The Historic Environment Assessment (LUC 2017) indicates that 
development would have a “significant negative effective” 
(highest level of concern - red) on designated heritage and non-
designated heritage assets including the setting of the Coventry 

Historic England would respectively 
request consideration of the updating 
of the SA to reflect the findings of the 
Historic Environment Assessment 
(LUC December 2017). 
 
Historic England would suggest that 
NWBC considers whether the 
provision of a greater level of 
information, illustration and 
application of national policy is 
required to demonstrate an 
understanding of the sensitivity of the 
historic landscape and significance of 
affected heritage assets (see NPPF 
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Canal, its listed locks, bridge, Whittington Farmstead, and 
considerable below ground archaeology. However this does not 
appear to be reflected in the Sustainability Appraisal and 
therefore may result in an incorrect assessment of the relative 
impact/sustainability. 
 
To address statutory and national policy matters (see below), 
NWBC will need to consider whether it needs to demonstrate 
more clearly, and at this plan making stage, how such a major 
development and infrastructure could take place in an 
appropriate location and form, as it may well affect fundamental 
planning matters such as the potential location and quantum of 
development. 
 
Historic England notes that Policy H2 includes a series of 
conditions (key design principles) to inform a future concept 
/master plan and overcome potential harm. However it is not 
clear how NWBC has come to its conclusions and how it 
considers the level of development anticipated can safeguard 
the significance of the heritage assets and their settings due to 
the limited evidence provided. The application of  Historic 
Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 
(Edition II December 2017) would help in this respect as it 
provides a robust methodology to establish and explain how the 
setting of heritage assets can be determined to establish the 
relative impact on significance and potential mitigation.  
  
Planning Policy Guidance (PGG) is clear that evidence needs to 
inform what is in the plan and shape its development rather than 
being collected retrospectively. Therefore the implications for 

paragraph 158, 169 and 170, and 
definition of significance in the NPPF 
Glossary); how that significance 
would be affected; the extent to 
which any harm could be avoided/ 
reduced to a minimal extent mindful 
of the potential alternative sites which 
may exist.  
 
Can NWBC demonstrate that it has 
paid sufficient regard to the need to 
conserve the historic environment?  
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the setting of heritage assets should not be overlooked or 
‘parked’ to a later application stage. Where this may be 
appropriate in some situations, the PPG is clear that where sites 
are proposed to be allocated in a development plan, sufficient 
detail should be given to provide clarity about the nature and 
scale of development (addressing the ‘what, where, when and 
how’ questions).  
 
We refer to the following statutory and policy tests.  
 

1. Local Plans should meet objectively assessed needs 
(though, for example the allocation of sites for 
development), unless specific NPPF policy relating to 
e.g. designated heritage assets, indicate development 
should be restricted (NPPF Paragraph 14). 
 

2. Great weight should be given to the conservation of 
heritage assets (NPPF Paragraph 132);  

 
3. Special regard must be given to desirability of preserving 

the setting of a listed building and special attention must 
be given to desirability of preserving or enhancing the 
character or appearance of a conservation area in the 
exercise of planning functions (S66 & S72, Planning 
(Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990);  

 
4. Development will be expected to avoid or minimise 

conflict between any heritage asset’s conservation and 
any aspect of the proposal (NPPF Paragraph 129);  
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5. Harm (significant adverse impacts) should be avoided. 
Only where this is not possible should mitigation be 
considered (NPPF Paragraph 152). Any harm and 
mitigation proposals need to be fully justified and 
evidenced to ensure they will be successful in reducing 
harm. 

  
Evidence as to whether the historic environment has been 
appropriately considered will help determine whether the Plan 
has been positively prepared, is justified, effective and consistent 
with national policy. 
 

H7 Land to the east of Polesworth and 
Dordon 
 

Historic England’s comments in relation to Policy H2 similarly 
apply in this case. Whilst there is likely to be scope to positively 
respond to the heritage assets affected, as the extent of the 
setting of Dordon Hall and the Obelisk has not been established 
in the  
Historic Environment Assessment (LUC 2017), it is difficult to 
appreciate whether harm could be satisfactorily addressed. 
 

 As above re H2 

H5 Land at Blythways, Coleshill 
 

The site is part within the Conservation Area and setting of the 
Grade 1 Listed St Peters Church. As with Policy H2 and H7 the 
local authority will need to be assured that it is clear how the site 
contributes to the significance of the affected heritage assets 
and therefore how development of 40 new homes could/should 
respond to ensure compatibility.  
 
We not that there appears to be an ancillary building to the 
former historic smithy formerly on the site which may merit 
further investigation and protection. 

As above re H2 
 
In addition the inclusion of further key 
design principles would be justified to 
ensure a high quality and responsive 
development is secured. 
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H10 former Polesworth Learning Centre site, 
High St, Polesworth 
 
 

Historic England accepts the potential development within this 
brownfield site. However any proposal on such a sensitive and 
historic site would usually demand a much greater level of 
evidence to inform the capacity and form of any future 
development. In this respect it is unclear how the capacity of 14 
new homes has been determined. 
 

As above re H2. 
 
The inclusion of further key design 
principles would be justified to ensure 
a high quality and responsive 
development is secured. 
 
Due to the considerable sensitivity 
and significance of this site, Historic 
England would welcome the 
opportunity to discuss the matter 
further and support a robust and 
sound allocation.  
 

H15 Land at Church Farm, Baddesley 
 
 

Evidence gathered by the local authority has consistently 
indicated the significance of this farmstead (Church Farm).  The 
reasonable condition and cohesive arrangement of buildings 
would enable an appropriate residential conversion. There is a 
clear historic association between the Church (St Nicholas Grade 
II listed), Church House (Grade II listed) and Church Farm. 
Historic England consider that there is a strong case to ensure 
that, as part of the Plan’s positive heritage strategy (NPPF 
Paragraph 126) that Policy H15 is explicit in requiring the 
retention and conversion of Church Farm and its collection of 
agricultural and domestic buildings. There appears to be no 
justification not to retain these heritage assets. 
 
We refer to our comments in relation to Policy H2 that equally 
apply in this case. 

As above re Policy H2.  
 
The inclusion of further key design 
principles would be justified to ensure 
a high quality and responsive 
development is secured. 
 
Due to the considerable sensitivity 
and significance of this site, Historic 
England would welcome the 
opportunity to discuss the matter 
further and support a robust and 
sound allocation.  
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The proposed allocation site includes not only the 
aforementioned Church Farm buildings but also ponds that 
appear on historic maps of the village and an extensive pastoral 
setting to the Church. Due to the limitation of the Historic 
Environment Assessment (LUC 2017) it remains unclear how a 
figure of 47 new homes has been determined and how this level 
of development could be located on this site and ensure the 
significance of the Church, Church House and Church Farm 
would be conserved in accordance with legislation and national 
policy.  
 
Similar to the above sites at Polesworth and Blythways in 
particular, a thorough understanding of the historic significance 
of the site and its surroundings is essential at this stage to inform 
the capacity and key design principles. 
  

H19 Hartshill 
 
 

Historic England’s comments in relation to Policy H2 similarly 
apply in this case. Whilst there is likely to be scope for such a 
large development to positively respond to the setting of Holy 
Trinity Church, as the extent of its setting has not been 
established in the Historic Environment Assessment (LUC 2017), 
it is difficult to appreciate if and how this may occur with any 
degree of confidence. This suggests the evidence gathered is 
insufficient.  
 

As above re H2 

 
H24 Manor Farm, Newton Regis 
 
 

Historic England previously raised the following concerns in 
relation to this proposed allocation, they still apply. The 
comments in relation to policy H2 above also apply. 
 

As above re Policy H2. 
 
To inform the principle, and without 
prejudice the appropriate design 
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 “Similar to the design philosophy advocated in respect of the 
affected farmsteads at Baddesley Ensor, Historic England would 
support a heritage led regeneration that conserved both 
designated and non-designated heritage assets, employing their 
characteristics to inform and inspire new complimentary 
development that both preserved and enhanced the character 
and appearance of the conservation area. 
 
Historic farmsteads and their buildings make a fundamental 
contribution to the character of the Borough, and illustrate the 
long history of farming. The West Midlands Farmsteads and 
Landscapes Project and guidance for the conversion of 
traditional farm buildings may provide useful references to 
include in the Plan. 
 
The site is within the Conservation Area and adjacent to Listed 
Buildings, therefore S66 and 72 of the Planning (Listed Buildings 
and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 needs to be satisfied; and 
great weight applied to the conservation of affected heritage 
assets. 
 
We remain concerned that the local authority is unable to 
demonstrate that sufficient evidence has been gathered and 
applied to indicate that the significance of the affected heritage 
assets and their settings has been appreciated and can be 
protected and enhanced; and without prejudice, the Plan should 
indicate in a greater level of detail the appropriate design 
response consistent with NPPF paragraph 129 and PPG 
Paragraph: 010 ID: 12-010-20140306010 “Where sites are 
proposed for allocation, sufficient detail should be given to 

response, Historic England would 
recommend that statutory provisions 
and national policy are addressed; 
that appropriate evidence is gathered 
and applied; and more explicit policy 
requirements are included in the Plan. 
 
Due to the considerable sensitivity 
and significance of this site, Historic 
England would welcome the 
opportunity to discuss the matter 
further to support a robust and sound 
allocation.  
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provide clarity to developers, local communities and other 
interests about the nature and scale of development (addressing 
the ‘what, where, when and how’ questions).” 
 
Due to the lack of evidence there appears to be a leap of a faith 
in the suggestion that the site can accommodate 21 new homes 
whilst satisfying statutory and national policy tests, and the 
desire for a high quality design that positively responds to the 
historic character and appearance of the site and its 
surroundings.  
 
There appears to be a number of historic farm buildings within 
the site that should be retained including those either side of a 
narrow access to the site due to their positive contribution to the 
character and appearance of the Conservation Area and setting 
to Manor Farmhouse (Grade II listed). Is the highways authority 
comfortable with such an arrangement?  
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Dittman, Mike

From: Duncan Porter <duncan.porter@hotmail.co.uk>

Sent: 31 January 2018 19:31

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Objection: Plan to build a new housing estate to the East of Dordon/Polesworth

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

I wish to object to the proposed massive development of housing between the A5 and Polesworth. I am 
not a 'NIMBY'. I am a parent, grandparent and also a Foster Carer, along with my wife. We have lived in 
Dordon for over 20 years and in other nearby towns and villages of Leicestershire and North Warwickshire 
for far longer than that. I am also well travelled, having lived and worked all over the world including in 
major cities of may counties. Therefore I am not opposed or oblivious to the need to accommodate 
everyone who needs accommodation within the local community, but there has to be COMMON SENSE 
and MORE THAN ADEQUATE INFRASTRUCTURE to support the intended population AND MORE, given that 
populations are ever expanding. 
 
In addition, I understand that the housing development is largely due to meeting the expanding needs of 
Birmingham, not in proportion to the needs of the existing population of North Warks towns 
and villages, for more local housing.   
 
In the proposed development I see no clear and adequate provision for additional access to/from the M42, 
without adding a massive burden of traffic to/from the A5. Why has a slip road from the M42 into the back 
of Polesworth not been planned-in, instead of filtering yet more traffic to/from the A5 through Dordon. 
Indeed, why not build more houses from the back of Polesworth through Pooley to Amington, instead or 
as well, to lessen the burden on Dordon 
 
In addition, to support a massive population increase there needs to be additional services provision, such 
as nurseries, schools, shops, medial practices, chemists, play areas, recreation and green 
spaces, community buildings such as youth clubs, and for such a large increase in population, more than 
just one of each is needed.  
 
Dordon is a very small village, but is already struggling with one already dire main access road (Long 
Street) with horrendous parking issues or windy country roads with numerous dangerous blind corners. On 
several occasions I have witnessed people having to reverse uphill on single, unlit, poorly maingtained, 
single-track roads round blind bends because an articulated lorry driver has chosen to navigate a back road 
out of Polesworth. All these existing roads need widening, lighting, parking and traffic flow improvements 
(and preferably the removal of 'sleeping policeman' bollards - please) before any more houses are built. 
 
Polesworth is not much better served with facilities, but could at least be RELIEVED, with the addition of a 
better access road from the M42, in my humble opinion. 
    
Please, sort out the basics first 
 
Can I also add PLEASE also STOP allowing the building massive warehouses up and down the A5 as an 
expansion of Birch Coppice. It's already like living next to a ship yard, where all you can see from the 
villages is acres of massive grey buildings blocking out the sun views of the countryside. Enough is enough. 
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Please re-consider the size and infrastructure needs of this proposed development 
Your sincerely 
 
D. & AM Porter 
Cal-Am-Bach 
off DUNNS LANE 
Dordon Hayes 
DORDON 
Warks 
B78 1RT 
T: 01827 899910 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19 – Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name: Sharon Martin 

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

 

Address: 49 Hurst Lane 
Birmingham 
 

Post Code: B34 7HS 

Telephone Number: 07752 094330 

Email Address: B34developments@virginmedia.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 

SLP344



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 

 
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  

 
 

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 
 

 
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. 

 
I do not consider the Draft Local Plan to be effective or sound with regard to category 5 settlements 
outside of the development boundary.  There a many people waiting to be housed in these areas and on 
Borough waiting lists.  I do not believe Housing Needs Surveys have been carried out to gauge the level of 
demand.  Gross Completions from 1 April 2006 to 31 March 2016 for this category were 24 of which 6 were 
new builds.  I believe these figures have set a precedent which should be accommodated in the new 
plan.  The proposed Draft Local Plan clearly states “Category 5 Outside Settlements - 14.91 There are no 
site allocations beyond the development boundaries as shown on the Proposals Map”.   
 
I do not believe the issue of previously developed land has been fully clarified and believe there to be a 
number of sites that meet the PDL criteria that are being ignored as they are in Green Belt.   
 
I would also like to see the provision of deliverable land for self-builders and do not believe that asking 
larger developers to offer up sites at their idea of the ‘market rate’ is the answer to fulfilling our housing 
crisis using the self-build route which the Government has proposed to ease the crisis. 
 

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. 

              
I believe a small amount of land should be included in the new plan to address the lack of any provision of 
‘category 5 settlements outside of the development boundary’ and, as such, propose “Land to the North 
East Side of School House, Nuneaton Road, Coleshill, B46 2NG”  for the reasons stated below.  The 
categories are confusing as I believe this land is now classed as category 5 but in previous documents was 
referred to as category 4. 
 
I also propose this land be included to contribute to the Government Self-Build targets. 
 
I believe the land demonstrates very special circumstances and should be classed as Brownfield and 
included in the proposals map, even though the area is washed over as Green Belt, because of the 
following reasons: 
 
It meets the Previously Developed Land criteria set out below: 
 

 The land was previously occupied by a permanent residential structure 
 The land was within the curtilage of a permanent structure and does not include any land that isn’t 

curtilage land 
 The land is not and has not been occupied by agricultural or forestry buildings 
 The land is not a formal minerals or waste disposals site 
 The land is not a residential garden, park recreation ground or allotment 
 There are no remains that have blended in to the landscape in the process of time.  The only 

remains of the previous uses are the garden gate to the rear boundary which is still visible and 
intact, and part of a brick wall to the front of the site) 

 
It meets the following BLR criteria: 
 

 It is suitable  
 It is immediately available 
 It is achievable 
 It has a capacity range of 1 – 5 dwellings 
 Redevelopment would not have a materially greater impact on the openness of the Greenbelt 

than its previous uses i.e. cottages in the first instance and then parking/hardstanding vehicular 
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area/1metre high brick wall across front boundary).  Also, if development was restricted to one 
dwelling it’s new use would be less detrimental to the openness of the Greenbelt  

  
The following also contribute to its very special circumstances: 
 

 It is sustainable e.g. there is a footpath all the way to Furnace End, there is a bus route that 
operates more frequently than an hour etc. 

 The services are already in the curtilage 
 The land is domestic/residential curtilage 
 It already has planning permission for a 1 metre high brick wall, dropped kerb and vehicular turning 

area 
 A precedent has been set by allowing development across the road whilst the Green Belt policy 

was in place 
 

I would like you to consider giving priority to re-using this previously developed land and to recognise this 
regeneration opportunity in line with your proposed New Local Plan. 
 
Please see below my previous comments which I would also like to be included. 
 
I would like to submit representations to the emerging new Local Plan seeking that land to the North East 
Side of School House, Nuneaton Road, Coleshill, B46 2NG (also known as land opposite Quarry House) be 
excluded from the Green Belt and be included within the development boundary in the emerging plan 
(NW1 Policy, category 4: Other Settlements with a development boundary).  I would also like to make 
representations to the Planning Inspector at the Examination in Public. 
 
The land is classed a Green Belt and I understand that there is a general presumption against 
development that is inappropriate, however, I would like you to consider the site’s very special 
circumstances, as outlined below, please. 
 
1. The site’s former history 

 
Prior to being designated as Green Belt this site contained cottages which have since been 
demolished.  The proposed new use would be the same i.e. for a dwelling.  
 
This land formed part of the site relating to planning application HIS/1901/2237 (old reference 
PNW15209) for a ‘change of use to one dwelling’ in 4 July 1963 which was granted and 
HIS/1901/1889 (old reference number PNW13381) for a ‘change of use to dwellings’ in 1961.  This 
area is still shown on my deeds. 
 
The Spatial Vision is underpinned by a number of Strategic Objectives, one of which is to give 
priority to re-using previously developed land.   
 

2. The site’s existing use (planning permission FAP/1999/5640) 
 
The site already has lawful vehicular access, planning approval reference FAP/1999/5640 (formerly 
POVWXX/0795/99/FAP).  This was granted after the land was designated as Green Belt and is for 
access in and out of the site with a vehicular turning space so that cars are able to enter and leave 
the public highway in a forward gear.  It also includes the erection of a 1metre high brick wall 
along the frontage of the site, which is partially in-situ. 
 
My proposal will not involve any amendments to the existing dropped kerb and the turning space 
will be maintained, therefore, the site already has the Highways Authority approval.  There will be 
no increase in vehicular traffic to the site as the proposal is for one dwelling only.   
 
The site has been used for the purposes it was granted permission for consistently and, as far as I am 
aware, no one has complained or raised any objections to its use.  I purchased it in 2013 and have 
not received any complaints and none were declared by the Seller during the purchase process.  
Therefore, its use is lawfully established.  It is worth noting that local residents raised objections to the 
planning application FAP/1999/5640 citing they use the lay-by for parking.  It was observed by the 
Country that this lay-by was formed in connection with the previous school and has lost its highway 
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status (as shown on the attached drawing from the Highways Authority). 
 
The site already has planning approval for change of use to garden land, HIS/1900/8859 (old 
reference number PNW870281) which was granted in 1987 after it was designated greenbelt. 
 

3. Adjacent uses 
 
North West (adjacent) and built right up to the boundary is School House which is a dwelling.  On 
the other side of that are other dwellings and commercial premises.   
 
South West (opposite) is Quarry House which contains a number of dwellings which extend past the 
application site to the North West and South East.  This has been granted a number of planning 
permissions and the number of dwellings increased even though, it too, is in the Greenbelt. 
 
To the North East (adjacent) is Laxes Farm which is used for car boot sales FAP/1991/1162 (old 
application number POVWXX/0911/91/FAP) which generates in the region of 4000 visitors’ vehicles 
on Sundays and Bank Holiday Mondays. 
 

4. Openness of the Countryside 
 
The site itself which measures 0.18 of an acre is located between all of the aforementioned sites.  
The North West boundary consists of a mix of brick walls and concrete gravelboard/fencing panels; 
the South West boundary consists of a brick wall (planning permission FAP/1999/5640) and picket 
fence, and the North East to South boundaries of very tall mature trees merged together which 
prevent any view to the open Countryside for residents of the village.  The proposal would not 
involve the removal of the mature boundaries so there would be no difference or interference with 
anyone’s current enjoyment of the Countryside.  Also, planning permission (FAP/1999/5640) was 
granted for the erection of a 1metre high brick wall to the front of the site, which is approximately 
25 metres wide.  If the County believed developing this site would affect the openness of the 
Countryside then surely it would not have granted permission for the erection of a 1metre brick wall 
on Greenbelt.   
 
I believe the current development boundary does do not follow the clear physical features of the 
landscape.  The drawings and physical features demonstrate that this site was always used for 
dwellings and has all the characteristics for a dwelling to be reinstated on it.  I would like the 
development boundary changed to exclude this site.  I do not consider it to add any value to the 
Green Belt currently.   
 
The Core Strategy explains that the ‘maintenance of the Green Belt is seen as a vital component in 
protecting and enhancing the Borough as an area of pleasant countryside, however, this site is not 
open nor pleasant.  The site still has an area of hardstanding and a dropped kerb (planning 
approval FAP/1999/5640).  The added proposed landscaping scheme would enhance the land 
and the build would be to an exceptional level and encompass sustainable features.  The 
landscape would be improved with a scheme to suit the Borough whereas currently the site is full of 
remnants of building materials from its former use which is unsightly. 
 
Restoring the land to its former historical use as a dwelling with the addition of an exceptional 
landscaping scheme would not reduce the Green Belt’s effectiveness,  be detrimental to it or 
negatively impact the landscape.   I believe it would improve the locality and this outweighs any 
foreseeable detriment caused by the loss of 0.18 of an acre of Green Belt.   
 
Given the Borough’s commitment to other Borough’s in the new Local Plan i.e. to help meet their 
housing targets, it has committed to release Green Belt land in order to achieve this.  I believe 
housing one family in affordable accommodation, offering home-ownership, outweighs the loss of 
0.18 of an acre of Green Belt and should be included in the commitment in the new Local Plan. 
 

5. Self-build 
 
As soon as the Government introduced its self-build policy I registered with NWBC but have not 
been offered any self-build plots within a few miles of my Son’s nursery.  I have been told that if any 
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does become available it will, most likely, be above my budget.   
 
Building my own home would support the Government’s self-build strategy which is not currently 
being met by the Borough and would support the Government’s initiative to try to encourage small 
builders and developers to build, which would lead to local job creation.  Encouraging people to 
self-build is one of the Government’s solutions to our housing crisis.   
 
I cannot see any clear provision in the new Local Plan for land for small builders.  This site has a lot of 
very special circumstances which would outweigh any harm to the Green Belt and releasing it for a 
self-build plot would fulfil the Government policies set out for the Borough along with other policies 
contained in the new Local Plan. 
 

6. Suitability’, ‘availability’ and ‘achievability’ criteria referred to in the PPG and the JMS 
 
There are no obvious physical constraints.  The site already has planning permission and Highways 
approval in relation to site access (FAP/1999/5640) and water, gas and electricity services are all in 
the curtilage at the front of the property.  It is not in a flood zone.  There are no TPO’s.  There would 
be no impact on biodiversity and the landscape would be improved as previously mentioned.  
Therefore, I believe the site meets the ‘suitability’, ‘availability’ and ‘achievability’ criteria referred 
to in the PPG and the JMS 
 

7. Housing needs  
 
There is a proven record of a housing need in Over Whitacre which has not been met since 2009.  I 
understand the Borough has not carried out a Housing Needs Survey for Over Whitacre but there is 
a register of people waiting to be housed in Over Whitacre.  If one were to be carried out I am 
positive the figure would be much greater. 
 
There has been no allowance made in the new Local Plan for a category 4 dwelling in Over 
Whitacre outside of the development boundary, which is not realistic given you already have a list 
of people waiting to be housed in the area and have no other supply of suitable developable 
land.  According to the completions figures for 2006 - 2011 for North Warwickshire, there was one 
new category 4 (other settlements with a development boundary) built outside of the 
development boundary in Over Whitacre in 2009/2010 (please see table below).  I would like this 
figure to be included in the New Local Plan as it has a proven track record of contributing to the 
delivery of new housing.  I do believe that with the pressure on the Council to deliver more housing 
this figure should in fact be increased but as a bare minimum one category 4 dwelling outside of 
the development boundary should be included in the New Local Plan.   
 
As there are no other identified sites in Over Whitacre that meet with criteria in the New Local Plan, I 
propose that this site be considered.   
 
COMPLETIONS 2006 -2011 
SETTLEMENTS HIERARCHY FOR NORTH WARWICKSHIRE 
 
CATEGORY 4 - OTHER SETTLEMENTS WITH A DEVELOPMENT BOUNDARY 

 
YEAR    2009/10 
OUTSIDE 
DEVELOPMENT 
BOUNDARY 

SETTLEMENT  
HIERARCHY 
CATEGORY 

NO. OF 
COMPLETIONS 

NEW BUILD 
COMPLETIONS 

OVER WHITACRE 4 1 1 

 

OUTSIDE DEVELOPMENT BOUNDARY COMPLETIONS OF WHICH NEW 
BUILD 

TOTAL BY SETTLEMENT CATEGORY 1 1 (0.17%) 1 

TOTAL BY SETTLEMENT CATEGORY 2 0 (0%) 0 

TOTAL BY SETTLEMENT CATEGORY 3 35 (6.03%) 2 

TOTAL BY SETTLEMENT CATEGORY 4 17 (2.93%) 9 

TOTAL BY SETTLEMENT CATEGORY 5 7 (1.21%) 2 
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Copy_of_Site_Allocations_Plan_Consultation_June_2014__Draft_Final_Consultation_Document_ 
Appendix C shows the following: 
 
ALL SITES AS AT 1/4/11  
Over Whitacre – 0 
 
I believe this site achieves a Green Category rating, as it is suitable, and available within five years, 
and achievable. 
 
NPPF advises that, in order to significantly boost the supply of housing, LPAs should ensure that their 
Local Plan meets the full, objectively assessed needs for market and affordable housing 
 
It is also worth mentioning that the Memorandum of Understanding states that Coventry City 
Council is unable to meet its full objectively assessed housing needs within the administrative 
boundary, and therefore the MoU seeks to ensure that housing needs arising in Coventry will be 
able to be met within the HMA as a whole. As part of the MoU, NWBC has agreed to deliver a 
minimum of 5,280 dwellings during the 2011 to 2031 period. The MoU requires each LPA to prepare 
a Local Plan that reflects the agreed housing distribution which puts more pressure on the Council 
to deliver.  I also note in addition to meeting a proportion of Coventry and Warwickshire’s unmet 
housing needs, NWBC has been authorised to test whether the authority has sufficient land to assist 
with addressing the Greater Birmingham HMA’s housing shortfall. This SHLAA update therefore also 
considers whether NWBC can deliver up to 9,070 net additional dwellings during 2011- 2031 to assist 
in meeting the Greater Birmingham housing shortfall which may put additional pressure on the 
Council to deliver more housing. 
 
 
The PPG is clear that the SHLAA should identify as many sites as possible and sites should not be 
excluded from the assessment simply because of current policy designations. Although sites within 
the Green Belt were not included in the previous SHLAA assessments, I understand the Council now 
considers that the release of Green Belt land may be required in order to accommodate the 
above authorities.   
 
I believe, taking into account the extra pressure to release Green Belt, that this site would be 
perfect to meet those needs. 
 

8. Site identification and deliverability 
 
With regard to the site identification process, I understand sites were identified in accordance with 
JMS methodology; these new sites included sites identified by officers at NWBC via a desktop 
review, and a fresh ‘call for sites’ exercise, which took place in Autumn 2015. The PPG explains that 
the aim of a SHLAA is to identify as many sites with housing potential in and around as many 
settlements as possible in the study area.  The SHLAA is required to assess a range of different site 
sizes from small-scale sites to opportunities for large-scale developments such as village and town 
extensions and new settlements where appropriate. The assessment is required to consider all sites 
and broad locations capable of delivering five or more dwellings.   
 
This site can accommodate a minimum of five dwellings and already has planning permission for 
an entrance in and out of the site with a turning circle for forward entry and exit (FAP/1999/5640).  It 
does not have any site constraints other than being in the Green Belt but it was not included in your 
desktop review.  I was not aware of this ‘call for sites’.  The site does not meet any of the JMS 
criteria for exclusion from the assessment at initial stage.  This site is held by a willing owner so should 
of fared better in the assessment than a range of other complex sites.  Therefore, I believe it meets 
the JMS achievability of a site i.e. it is suitable and available imminently.  It also meets the PPG 
‘achievability’ in terms of market, cost and delivery factors. 
 
Market factors –  adjacent uses to the site are dwellings and community shops, the site would be 
more attractive increasing the land values and making the locality nicer, there is proven market 
demand by way of a waiting list for people wanting a property in the area 
 
Cost factors – there are no unusual constraints on the site and no funding or investment would be 
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required from the Council to assist development 
 
Delivery factors - it could be built imminently by a single builder 
 
In relation to paragraphs 14 and 49 of the NPPF it is imperative that any sites which are included in 
a council's five-year land supply are genuinely deliverable.  This site could be delivered imminently 
avoiding any pressure for the Council to release sites in an unplanned fashion in the future.  
Currently, outstanding permissions and allocations are insufficient to meet the five-year housing 
requirement.   
 
Of the theoretical 26,432 unit capacity, Green Belt sites could provide 8,292 dwellings, of which 
1,089 units could come forward in the first five-year period (Green Category).  I would like this site to 
be included or added to this figure. 
 
The SHLAA does not assess whether it would be preferable to consider the release of some Green 
Belt land in appropriate locations and bring this forward in advance of more heavily constrained 
and/or less sustainably located sites that are currently outside the Green Belt, regardless of which 
‘category’ band they have been placed in.  As these issues are beyond the scope of a SHLAA and 
will need to be considered through the plan preparation process.  This site could fall in to this 
category.   
 

9. Adopted Core Strategy (October 2014) 
 

The Spatial Vision for the Borough is to ‘accommodate development in a balanced and 
sustainable way, placing a high priority on quality of life, ensuring the protection, restoration and 
enhancement of valuable natural and historic resources and providing the necessary supporting 
infrastructure’. The Spatial Vision also states that ‘Housing catering for the needs of residents will be 
provided in order to give choice of tenure and location, and will be located to take advantage of 
good public transport accessibility and to help maintain and enhance the vitality and viability of 
settlements’.  This land meets those objectives.  There is a footpath to Furnace End, good transport 
links, it would provide a good quality of life for residents and would restore the site to its former use 
which was to house cottages.   
 
The Spatial Vision is underpinned by a number of Strategic Objectives, one of which is to include a 
sustainable pattern of development reflecting the rural character of the Borough – this will include 
giving priority to re-using previously developed land.  This site meets these objectives as it used to 
house cottages and the footprint from the pattern of development is still there i.e. the boundaries 
demonstrate it should be included as part of the pattern of the settlement and should never have 
been excluded retrospectively, plus it is in the middle of a mix of residential houses and commercial 
properties.  It does not need to be retained for the residents’ enjoyment as there are acres of other 
good quality Green Belt land in the locality. 
 

10. Windfall sites 
 
With regard to windfall sites, the draft Pre-Submission SAP identifies a range of locations which could 
meet the minimum requirement for 3,650 net additional dwelling up to 2029. The document 
identified that the number of residential planning permissions still valid/extant or granted between 1 
April 2011 and the end of February 2014 across the Borough was 1,096 units and that the number of 
dwellings deriving from draft allocation sites amounted to 2,240 units totalling 3,336 units, leaving a 
shortfall of 314 units in relation to the minimum Core Strategy housing requirement of 3,650 units. The 
Council's expectation is that this shortfall will be made up by windfall developments in a number of 
settlements and by increased delivery on the identified allocated sites.   
 
Windfall sites are those which have not been specifically identified in the SHLAA due to the local 
authority not being aware of them until a planning application is submitted. All sites assessed as 
part of the SHLAA process are considered to be identified sites and so are not windfall sites.  This site 
was not identified in the SHLAA but I am now making you aware of it. 
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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. 

 

 
 
 
Paragraph 48 of the NPPF permits the use of a windfall allowance in the five-year supply, if there is 
‘compelling evidence’ that such sites have made a consistent contribution to the supply and 
where there is confidence that such sites will continue to provide a reliable source of supply. 
 
The JMS advises that the windfall allowance must include an estimation of the quantity of small 
sites, excluded from the SHLAA process at Stage 1, that are likely to come forward for development 
during the plan period.  This site should be included as I have engaged in correspondence with the 
planning department regarding developing this land and it would fall in the plan period. 
 
The Council has not included a windfall allowance in its previous housing land supply statements 
nor in the new Draft Local Plan.  I believe the data held with regard to dwellings consistently 
coming forward from previously unidentified sites is not accurate/has not been 
recorded/monitored accurately and would ask the Council to consider making an allowance for 
windfalls when updating the SHLAA. 
 
If you do not consider this land to meet very special circumstances then I would request it be 
included as a windfall site in the new Local Plan so it can be developed in the future. 
 
 

 

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 S Martin Date 31.01.2018 
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Comments received after 31/1/2018 will not be considered 
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Dittman, Mike

From: Nathan Conway <nathan.conway@savills.com>

Sent: 16 March 2018 16:56

To: planningpolicy

Cc: Michael Davies

Subject: North Warwickshire Local Plan Draft Submission Consultation: Land East of 

Polesworth and Dordon Updated Representations

Attachments: Land at Dunns Lane, Polesworth Updated Reps March 2018.zip

 

Dear Sir / Madam,  
 
I am pleased to attach updated representations in response to the North Warwickshire Local Plan Draft Submission 
consultation on behalf of our clients Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) and the White Family. Our 
representations are in respect of land to the east of Polesworth and Dordon (allocation H7) and have been updated 
following the extension to the consultation period to 16

th
 March. Our representations are provided in the attached zip 

folder, containing a separate response form to each relevant policy/paragraph, alongside an Appendix A.  
 
I trust the attached is acceptable to you for the purpose of this consultation. Should you require any further 
information, please do not hesitate to contact me.  
  
I would be grateful if you could provide confirmation of receipt of these representations at your earliest convenience. 
 
Kind regards, 
  
  
Nathan Conway BA (Hons) MTP MRTPI 
Senior Planner  
Planning  
   
Savills, 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA  

 

Tel  
Mob 

: +44 (0) 121 634 8437 
: +44 (0) 7966 275 520 

Email  :nathan.conway@savills.com  
Website  :www.savills.co.uk  

 

 

 Before printing, think about the environment  

  

  
  

 
  

 
 
NOTICE: This email is intended for the named recipient only. It may contain privileged and confidential 
information. If you are not the intended recipient, notify the sender immediately and destroy this email. You 
must not copy, distribute or take action in reliance upon it. Whilst all efforts are made to safeguard emails, 
the Savills Group cannot guarantee that attachments are virus free or compatible with your systems and does 
not accept liability in respect of viruses or computer problems experienced. The Savills Group reserves the 
right to monitor all email communications through its internal and external networks. 
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Savills plc. Registered in England No 2122174. Registered office: 33 Margaret Street, London, W1G 0JD. 

Savills plc is a holding company, subsidiaries of which are authorised and regulated by the Financial 
Conduct Authority (FCA) 

Savills (UK) Limited. A subsidiary of Savills plc. Registered in England No 2605138. Registered office: 33 
Margaret Street, London, W1G 0JD. 

Savills Commercial Limited. A subsidiary of Savills plc. Registered in England No 2605125. Registered 
office: 33 Margaret Street, London, W1G 0JD. 

Please note any advice contained or attached in this email is informal and given purely as guidance unless 
otherwise explicitly stated. Our views on price are not intended as a formal valuation and should not be 
relied upon as such. They are given in the course of our estate agency role. No liability is given to any third 
party and the figures suggested are in accordance with Professional Standards PS1 and PS2 of the RICS 
Valuation – Global Standards 2017 incorporating the IVSC International Valuation Standards issued June 
2017 and effective from 1 July 2017. Any advice attached is not a formal ("Red Book") valuation, and 
neither Savills nor the author can accept any responsibility to any third party who may seek to rely upon it, 
as a whole or any part as such. If formal advice is required this will be explicitly stated along with our 
understanding of limitations and purpose. 

BEWARE OF CYBER-CRIME: Our banking details will not change during the course of a transaction. 
Should you receive a notification which advises a change in our bank account details, it may be fraudulent 
and you should notify Savills who will advise you accordingly.  
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 

 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP2 
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 x 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 
 

 
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 
Coun -operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 
 

We support Policy LP2 and consider it to be sound and legally compliant.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

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. 

              
 
We consider that no modifications to Policy LP2 are 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  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 
 

x 

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 
 

Date 16/03/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
 

Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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 

 
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 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  No X 

 
 

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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
X 

 
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. 

Our client supports the increase of the minimum amount of new housing to be delivered to reflect the 
extension of the Plan period by two years up to 2033. It is noted that this increase applies to the 
objectively assessed need of the North Warwickshire borough, as well as the redistributed need of the 
Coventry and Warwickshire Housing Market Area (HMA). The resulting increase by 528 homes, based on 
264 homes per annum, bringing the minimum target to 5808 homes between 2011 and 2033 is supported. 
Although it is acknowledged in paragraph 7.40 that further work is ongoing with partners across the 
Greater Birmingham and Black Country HMA (GB&BC HMA), as well as other local authorities, to agree a 
redistribution of housing shortfall, it is considered that the need to provide for this shortfall over an 
additional two years should be accommodated in Policy LP6. The policy correctly increases the housing 
needs target for North  OAN and Coventry and Warwickshire HMAs shortfall for the 
additional two years based on homes per annum over the plan period but does not apply the same 
principle in setting a target to meet the shortfall of the GB&BC HMA, which remains at 3790 dwellings. The 
shortfall to be provided in North Warwickshire is agreed in the Memorandum of Understanding between 
North Warwickshire Borough Council and Birmingham City Council but this covers the period of 2011  
2031. As such it is important that the Local Plan suitably identifies the full need for market and affordable 
housing within the entire Plan period. This is necessary to ensure compliance with National Planning 
Policy Framework (NPPF) paragraph 47. Agreeing to an appropriate redistribution of housing shortfall in 
neighbouring areas is also required by the Duty to Cooperate. In this regard, it is considered that the 
redistribution of the GB&BC HMA shortfall in North Warwickshire should increase by 380 dwellings over 
the Plan period (applying 190 homes per annum as identified in Table 2 of the Local Plan) to 4170 
dwellings. 
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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. 

              
Policy LP6 should be modified to reflect an inc
provides for the additional two years to the Plan period. This provision should be revised from 3790 
dwellings to 4170 dwellings.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes X No 

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

              
We want to participate in the examination to make the case to the Inspector that the Local Plan should 
seek to provide for a further two years of the GB&BC HMA shortfall to reflect the increase to the Plan 
period up to 2033.  

 
 

Signature 
 

Date 16/03/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 

 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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  

Policy 
reference 
number 

LP7 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
X 

 
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. 

 
As highlighted in our previous representations to the 2016 Draft Local Plan, t

The issue is twofold: 
1. 

and tenure mix. It is therefore unclear how this 10% requirement is expected to be delivered 
through the affordable housing requirement and how it will therefore be enforced. 

2. It refers to 40% affordable housing requirement, however policy LP9 identifies 30  40% based on 
the site (whether it is greenfield or not) and therefore it is unclear how this 10% should be 
absorbed into the different requirements.  

 

considered within policy LP9 which specifically deals with affordable housing. 
 
We suggest that the policy should be reworded in respect of  
encouraged  As currently worded the policy is too 
restrictive and onerous, and needs to allow for the types of housing provided to be established at the 
development proposals stage.  
 

-time buyers. 
However, this should be clarified in the policy.  
 
Our client objects to the expectation in the policy that housing developments will provide plots for custom / 
self builders. There is no evidence to justify this requirement and the policy does not comply with NPPF 
paragraph 158 as a result. The provision of such plots should be left to the discretion of the developer 
based on market trends, which are liable to change over the Plan period. It should also be to the 

. It is appropriate for such provision to be encouraged through development 
proposals rather than through policy, which would impose an unjustified requirement on developers. It is 
also important to note the recently adopted Warwick Local Plan, within which Policy H15 
provision of self build plots and as such was considered to be sound.  
 
We also consider that the wording of the policy regarding  

average den   
 

 

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 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. 

              
 
Policy LP7 should be modified as outlined in our response in section 2.7.  
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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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes 

 
x No 

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

              
To discuss the content and wording of Policy LP7, in particular the requirement for the provision of plots for 
custom build housing.  

 
 
 

 
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 16/03/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 

 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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 

SLP345   - 5 of 19 (LP9)



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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP9 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
x 

 
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. 

 
As highlighted in our previous representations to the 2016 Draft Local Plan, the evidence base used to 
inform affordable housing policy, as listed in Appendix C of the Submission Draft Local Plan, are 
considered to be out of date and therefore not compliant with NPPF paragraph 158. These documents 
listed in Appendix C are as follows: 
 

 Affordable Housing SPD 2008; 
 Affordable Housing SPD Update 2011; and 
 Affordable Housing Viability Assessment 2012. 

 
We question why the Review and Updated version 
Assessment, Site Allocations Plan Viability Assessment and CIL Study published in March 2014 have not 
been listed as the evidence base to justify the policy. Confirmation of which evidence base document(s) 
relied upon to inform this policy should be provided. However, we would welcome an update on affordable 
housing viability as there is potential for the position to have changed since the 2014 study.  
 
Notwithstanding the above, the requirement for schemes of more than 10 dwellings on brownfield sites to 
provide 30% affordable housing and those on greenfield to provide 40% is not justified in the Affordable 
Housing Viability Assessment. The Affordable Housing Viability Assessment, and consequently Policy 
LP9, fail to recognise that there often circumstances whereby development on brownfield land is more 
viable than on greenfield sites. This can occur on sites that have previously been developed but have 
taken on the appearance of a greenfield site and are likely to encounter exceptional on-site development 
costs, such as ground conditions. This scenario is not tested in the Affordable Housing Viability 
Assessment and we consider that it should be. Our client s site (allocation H7) is an example of this 
circumstance, having previously been developed for shallow and surface coal mining activities. Despite 
appearing to be greenfield, the site has never fully been restored and is therefore previously developed 
land as defined in the NPPF. In context of the above, the affordable housing aspect of the policy is not 
considered to be appropriate and should be amended so that the requirement for affordable housing 
provision on greenfield site is the same as on brownfield sites.   
 
We also consider that the policy should be amended to provide sufficient clarity in respect of the gifting of 
land to the Council for affordable housing on sites over 100 dwellings. We consider that further clarity and 
guidance is required as to what the land would be gifted for and how this would be calculated? The 

dwellings, consideration should be given to land being gifted to the Borough Council to meet all of the total 

conflict with NPPF paragraphs 50 and 69, which seek to promote mixed and balanced communities, as 
well as opportunities for meetings between members of the community who might not otherwise come into 
contact with each other. The gifting of land to the Council for affordable housing provision risks all of such 
housing being clustered in a single location within the site, when it is appropriate to spread it evenly 
across the design of the development.  

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 
 

              
 
 
We consider that Policy LP9 should be modified as per our response in Section 2.7 above.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes 
 

x No 

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

              
To discuss the content and wording of Policy LP9, with particular consideration to the affordable housing 
provision requirement on greenfield and brownfield sites.  

 
 
 

 
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 16/03/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
 

Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP14 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
X 

 
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. 

 
blanket approach to the retention of 

existing trees, hedgerows and nature conservation features on all sites, which is overly restrictive and 
negatively worded. As such, the policy is not in accordance with NPPF paragraphs 14 and 182.  
 
It is important to recognise that each development will have a range of site specific constraints and 
opportunities that will need to be addressed as part of bespoke proposals to bring development forward. 
The retention of trees, hedgerows and nature conservation features should therefore be considered on a 
site by site basis at the development proposals stage. Policy should seek to encourage rather than require 
retention of all such features.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

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. 

              
It is considered that the policy should be re-worded t Where possible, new 
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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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes  No 
 

x 

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 
 

Date 16/03/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
 

Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP15 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
X 

 
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. 

 
It does not appear that our previous representations to the Draft Local Plan 2016 have been considered in 
respect of Policy LP15 and therefore our concerns continue to remain with this policy.  We do not consider 
it necessary for Transport Assessments to include an assessment of how townscape and the historic 
environment has been assessed and addressed within development proposals. 
 
The evidence relied upon as set out in Appendix C of the Draft Local Plan does not make any reference to 
the need for transport assessments to take into account the historic environment. Likewise, no rationale or 
justification for the inclusion of this requirement is provided in the supporting text to the policy. As such, 
there does not appear to be any evidence base to justify this aspect of Policy LP15 (as required by NPPF 
paragraph 158) and it should therefore be removed.  

 

archaeological potential at The report references the recordings of Hoo Hill 

for previously unknown archaeological deposits, pre-dating the medieval and later agricultural use of this 

with a recommendation that prior to the determination a programme of evaluative archaeological fieldwork 

identifying potential options for minimising or avoiding damage to any archaeological deposits and for the 
development of an appropriate mitigation strategy and that such evaluation will be composed of 
geophysical survey which will inform a subsequent programme or archaeological trial trenching.  
 
We note the recommendations of the assessment, and appropriate archaeological information will be 
prepared to support development proposals. We also wish to highlight that the Hoo Hill cropmarks are 
located in the north eastern extent of the site. A masterplanning exercise has been undertaken, which 
considers all site constraints and identifies a minimum net-developable area. This exercise has 
demonstrated that the cropmarks are outside of the net-developable area.  
 

 
 
 
 

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. 

              
We consider the requirement for Transport Assessments to include an assessment of how townscape and 
the historic environment has been assessed and addressed within development proposals should be 
removed. 
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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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes  No 
 

x 

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 
 

Date 16/03/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 

 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP16 
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 X 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 
 

 
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. 

 
 

Our client welcomes the insertion of further detail into Policy LP16 since the 2016 Draft Local Plan on how 
biodiversity off-setting will be dealt with. The policy now provides sufficient clarity and guidance on this 
aspect which is of benefit to developers. We therefore support the policy and consider it to be sound and 
legally compliant. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

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. 

              
 
No modifications to Policy LP16 are considered to be 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  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 
 

x 

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 
 

Date 16/03/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family 

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
 

Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 
 

 
 

Telephone 0121 634 8436 
 

Email mpdavies@savills.com  
 

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  

Policy 
reference 
number 

LP20 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
X 

 
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. 

 
 

Policy LP20 continues to remain very vague on the retention, protection and enhancement of Green 
Spaces shown on the Proposals Map. The policy provides no guidance on how the Council would respond 
to the loss of any Green Spaces nor does it make provision for circumstances where loss may occur but 
the benefits of a development would outweigh such loss. This should be considered in the policy in order 
to comply with NPPF paragraph 76.  
 
We recognise the publication of an updated Green Space Strategy, which now provides an up to date 
evidence base to back-up the policy and ensure compliance with NPPF paragraph 158. The Strategy 
identifies that developer contributions will be sought to develop a network of green corridors across the 
Borough. No figure appears to have been identified as to what contribution is expected from allocated 
sites, including site H7, towards the development of a green corridor network. It is noted that the Strategy 

Planning Document (SPD). The SPD sets out contributions expected from allocations in relation to leisure 
facilities but provides no figures for green infrastructure. We seek clarity on the level of contribution 
expected from allocation H7.   
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

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 
 

              
 
The policy should allow for developments, where loss of Green Spaces is unavoidable, to demonstrate 
very special circumstances and provide guidance on how the Council would respond to the loss of Green 
Spaces. .  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes  No 
 
x 

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 
 

Date 16/03/2018 
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Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 

 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP22 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
x 

 
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. 

 
Whilst we recognise the importance of directing uses such as retail, entertainment, leisure etc. into town 
centres, we consider the extension of this to health and education facilities to be inappropriate. The 
provision of such facilities can, in some instances, be more appropriate outside of town centres to meet 
the needs of residents in suburban locations, reducing the need to travel as a result.  
 
We also consider the wording Policy LP22 requires slight amendments to provide sufficient clarity. Firstly, 
it should be clarified that all developments over 15 units should consider the impact on the provision of 
services and facilities using the sequential test, as required by NPPF paragraph 24. Secondly, it is 
considered that the final sentence, regarding housing sites over 100 units should be more appropriately 
worded as follows: 
 

proportionate 
to the need resulting from the development, to enable the provision of additional services and facilities to 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

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. 

              
We consider that Policy LP22 should be modified as per our response in Section 2.7.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes  No 
 

x 

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 
  

Date 16/03/2018 



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:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 

 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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 

12.15 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP26 
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 X 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 
 

 
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. 

 
Our client supports the intention to carry out work to investigate the reopening of Polesworth Station and 
whether the current site is the best location for a station given modern requirements. We consider land 
east of the B5000  to be the most appropriate location for a 
new station in Polesworth and this would benefit from being in close proximity and connected to the 
strategic urban extension at our client s site.  
 
This is supported by a high level study undertaken by Pellfrischmann that appraises the costs associated 
with reopening Polesworth Station against the costs of a new station at the above location. The study 
demonstrates that the opening of a new station is a viable consideration.   
 
 

 

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 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. 

              
 
 
No modifications to this policy are considered to be needed.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



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 
 

 

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

Yes  No 
 

x 

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 
 

Date 16/03/2018 



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:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family 

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
 

Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 
 

 
 

Telephone 0121 634 8436 
 

Email mpdavies@savills.com  
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP28 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
X 

 
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. 

 
We consider that other strategic road improvements should be included under Policy LP28, such as the 
connection between the A5 and B5000 at Polesworth / Dordon (highlighted as a core infradterucutre 
scheme in the Strategic Transport Assessmemt 2017), which specifically relates to the delivery of the draft 
allocation on land to the east of Polesworth and Dordon (allocation reference H7). 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

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. 

              
We consider Policy LP28 should be modified to include reference to the connection between the A5 and 
B5000 at Polesworth / Dordon.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes 
 

x No 

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

              
To discuss specifically the connection between the A5 and B5000 at Polesworth / Dordon.  

 
 
 

 
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 16/03/2018 



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:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 

 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP31 
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 X 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 
 

 
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 
Cou -operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 
 

We support Policy LP31 and consider it to be sound and legally compliant.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

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. 

              
 
 
We do not consider modifications to Policy LP31 to be required.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes  No 
 

x 

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 
 

Date 16/03/2018 



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:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family 

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
 

Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 
 

 
 

Telephone 0121 634 8436 
 

Email mpdavies@savills.com  
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP32 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
x 

 
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. 

 
Whilst our client recognises the principles for the built form, it is considered that consideration should be 
given to the strategic and large sites which may not be appropriate to, in its totality, respect and reflect the 
existing pattern, character and appearance of surrounding built environment. We consider that a strategic 
urban extension, such as H7  Land to the east of Polesworth and Dordon, should be allowed the 
flexibility to create its own identity and character areas, and provided the opportunity to utilise modern and 
innovative design where possible. Sites of such scale should not be onerously restricted to conform to 
existing built form. In this regard, Policy LP32 is not currently considered to be justified or compliant with 
NPPF paragraphs 58 and 60. Paragraph 58 seeks to ensure that appropriate innovation is not prevented 
by the need to respond to local character and history, whilst paragraph 60 requires that planning policies 
do not  
originality or initiative through unsubstantiated requirements to conform to certain development forms or 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

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. 

              
Policy LP32 should be modified to include a new sub-
that such sites will be encouraged to create their own identity and character areas, using modern and 
innovative design where possible.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes  No 
 

x 

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 
 

Date 16/03/2018 



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:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 

 
 

 
Telephone 0121 634 8436 

 
Email mpdavies@savills.com 

 
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP37 
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 X 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 
 

 
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 
Cou -operate.  Please be as precise as possible. 

 
 

Our client welcomes that the policy has been amended so that the provision of a minimum of 10% of 
policy now 

provides sufficient flexibility and recognition that, in some circumstances, such a requirement can impact 
on the viability of a scheme. We therefore support the Policy and consider it to be sound and legally 
compliant.  

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

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. 

              
 
We do not consider Policy LP37 to require any modifications.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes  No 
 

x 

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 
  

Date 16/03/2018 



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:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family 

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
 

Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 
 

 
 

Telephone 0121 634 8436 
 

Email mpdavies@savills.com  
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP38 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
x 

 
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. 

 
 

As per our previous representations to the 2016 Draft Local Plan, we query the necessity of providing a 
application submissions as this could be appropriately captured 

within a utilities report. However, ability for the developer or housebuilder to connect to broadband will 
ultimately fall to the responsibility of BT Openreach.  
 
A review of the evidence base does not identify the justification for major infrastructure development 
providing ducting that is available for strategic fibre deployment or community owned local access 
networks. As such we do not consider the policy to be justified by a robust evidence base and is therefore 
not compliant with NPPF paragraph 158.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

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. 

              
 
We consider that Policy LP38 should be modified to remove reference for major infrastructure 
development to provide ducting that is available for strategic fibre deployment or community owned local 
access networks. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes  No 
 

x 

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 
  

Date 16/03/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family 

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
 

Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 
 

 
 

Telephone 0121 634 8436 
 

Email mpdavies@savills.com  
 

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 

 
Policy 

reference 
number 

LP39 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
X 

 
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. 

 
As identified in Policy LP6, due to the extension of the Plan period up to 2033 the housing requirement 
has increased by 528 homes to 5808. In addition to this, as per our response to Policy LP6, we consider 
that the shortfall from the Greater Birmingham and Black Country HMA should also increase by 380 
homes to accommodate the need over the additional two years. Although the housing requirement has 
increased to cover the additional two years to the Plan period, the units to be provided through allocations 
has reduced by three since the previous version of the Draft Local Plan to 6821. It is considered that more 
supply is needed from allocations in response to this additional need and in order to retain sufficient 
flexibility in supply. Additionally, we consider that the number of units in allocations should be specified as 
a minimum. 
 
As discussed further in our response to Policy H7, the capacity of land in the ownership of CAP and the 
White Family, within (H7) is demonstrated to be 
around 1,000 units. In combination with the capacity at land under the ownership of the Church 
Commissioners, the full allocation is expected to provide around 2,000 dwellings, as reflected in Policy 
LP39. This will contribute towards meeting the additional housing required over the extended Plan period.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

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. 

              
 
We consider Policy LP39 should be modified to clarify that the number of units in allocations are a 
minimum. This includes a minimum provision of 2,000 units at H7.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Yes 
 

x No 

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

              
 
To discuss the need for further units to be provided on allocated sites given the increase in housing 

these additional allocated units.  

 
 

 
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 16/03/2018 
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North Warwickshire Borough Council 
Draft Submission Local Plan 2011-2033 

 
Regulation 19  Consultation Response Form 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 1 - Personal Details 
Name:  

Organisation  
(where relevant): 

Cathedral Agricultural Partnership (CAP) & White Family  

Address:  
 
 
 

Post Code:  

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 

provided all 
correspondence will 

be through them. 

Name Michael Davies 

Company Savills (UK) Limited 
Address 55 Colmore Row, Birmingham, B3 2AA 

 
 

Telephone 0121 634 8436 
 

Email mpdavies@savills.com 
 

 

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  

Policy 
reference 
number 

H7 
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  

 
 

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 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  
Not Consistent with 

National Policy 
X 

 
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. 

 
Our client supports that the number of homes considered to be delivered at allocation H7 is stated as a 
minimum. However, since the consultation on the previous version of the Draft Plan, work has been 
undertaken to assess the development capacity of land within the ownership of CAP and the White family. 
Such work comprises the following: 
 

 Highways Assessment 
 Ecology Survey 
 Flood Risk and Drainage Scoping Study 
 Landscape Sensitivity Appraisal 
 Ground Conditions Assessment 
 Heritage and Archaeology Survey 
 Topographical Survey 

 
The above technical assessment work has informed a masterplanning exercise, which has considered site 
constraints and identified a minimum net developable area of 35.63ha within land owned by CAP and the 
White family. Applying a density of between 30 and 35 dwellings per hectare, this site is considered to 
have a capacity of around 1,000 dwellings. In combination with the anticipated capacity of land under the 
ownership of the Church Commissioners (also around 1,000 dwellings), this would represent a total 
capacity within the whole allocation of a minimum of 2,000 dwellings, as reflected in Policy H7. This 
provision is particularly pertinent given the increase in the number of homes to be provided over the Plan 
period due to an extension to 2033 and the need to ensure flexibility in supply as a result of this additional 
need through allocations (please see our responses to Policy LP6 and LP39).  
 
It is important to note that none of the above technical assessments identified any showstoppers and 
significant constraints which would prevent development coming forward. Constraints that were identified 
can be dealt with at an application stage and the masterplan for the site has been prepared in 
consideration of any constraints.  
 

Landscape Assessment not covering the entire H7 allocation, we have 
commissioned a Landscape Sensitivity Appraisal and this can be provided upon request. This Appraisal, 
which uses the same methodology used by the Landscape Character Assessment, concludes 
that the majority of the remaining area of the allocation is of moderate landscape sensitivity and is suitable 
for development with mitigation. r the other areas of the 
allocation. Appendices A and B to 
Landscape Character Assessment and the additional area assessed in our Landscape Sensitivity 
Appraisal.  
 
Although our client supports the need to provide for a mix of housing types, including the elderly.  
However, as per our response to Policy LP7, there is considered to be no evidence to justify the need to 
make provision for custom build plots within the allocation and the policy does not comply with NPPF 
paragraph 158 in this regard. The provision of such plots should be left to the discretion of the developer 
based on market trends (which are liable to change over time). Such provision is more appropriate to be 
encouraged through development proposals  rather than through policy. It is important to note that 
applying the 5% requirement of Policy LP7 would in the case of allocation H7 require the provision of 100 
self build dwellings and thus 100 contracts to be agreed with interested parties. This would represent an 
onerous requirement.  
 
Our client also considers the requirement in criterion 7 for a 50 metre landscaped/open buffer around 
woodland, including Ancient Woodland, to be inappropriate and unjustified. It is important to reference 

January 2018. To mitigate impact on trees and woodland from development the guidance recommends, 



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 
 

tes that a minimum buffer should be 
at least 15 metres. This guidance should be applied to criterion 7 of this policy, as there is no justification 

 

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. 

              
 
We consider Policy H7 should be modified to r
plots and criterion 7 amended to reflect Natural England/Forestry Commission guidance to require a 
minimum 15 metre landscaped/open buffer around woodland. The provision of 2,000 dwellings should be 
stated as a minimum.  
 

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

Yes 

 
x No 

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

          
We wish to participate in the hearing sessions to present to the Inspector the evidence demonstrating the 
minimum capacity at the site. We also wish to make the case for the modifications outlined in our response 
above.  

 
 

 
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 16/03/2018 
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Dittman, Mike

From: customerservices@northwarks.gov.uk

Sent: 01 February 2018 19:56

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Local Plan Submission DLP67141500

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Title: Mrs 

 

First name: Maureen  

 

Surname: Dewis  

 

Do you live in North Warwickshire?: Yes 

 

Enter your postcode or street/road: CV9 3AW  

 

Select address: 3 Repington Avenue Atherstone Atherstone, CV9 3AW 

 

Address: 3 Repington Avenue Atherstone Atherstone, CV9 3AW 

 

House number or name: 3 

 

Street: Repington Avenue 

 

Post town: Atherstone 

 

Postcode: CV9 3AW 

SLP346
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Email address: mdewis68@sky.com 

 

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

 

Home phone: 01827 718299 

 

Mobile phone:  

 

Alternative phone:  

 

product type: Self 

 

Logged in?:  

 

vill:  

 

vil sel: Atherstone 

 

local:  

 

loc sel:  

 

hse: 3 

 

hse sel: 3 

 



3

fla:  

 

fla sel:  

 

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?: No 

 

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 

 

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.: Town does not have the infrastructure to cope with all the extra houses, 
roads can note cope now, with the extension of Aldi’s head office this will make that road a lot worse, 
lorries now struggle to get over the bridge.  

 

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.: Additional doctors, you can’t get through now, speed 
bumps along Sheepy road, it is like a race track some of the cars travel at.  
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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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Dittman, Mike

From: customerservices@northwarks.gov.uk

Sent: 01 February 2018 17:03

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Local Plan Submission DLP67132465

Title: Julie 

 

First name: Tomkinson 

 

Surname: 25 Owen street atherstone 

 

Do you live in North Warwickshire?: Yes 

 

Enter your postcode or street/road: Cv91dg 

 

Select address: Stoneleigh 25 Owen Street Atherstone Atherstone, CV9 1DG 

 

Address: Stoneleigh 25 Owen Street Atherstone Atherstone, CV9 1DG 

 

House number or name: Stoneleigh 25 

 

Street: Owen Street 

 

Post town: Atherstone 

 

Postcode: CV9 1DG 

 

Email address: julieannsmith875@yahoo.co.uk 

SLP347
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Is this email address correct? If not please correct: Yes 

 

Home phone: 01827716498 

 

Mobile phone:  

 

Alternative phone:  

 

product type: Self 

 

Logged in?:  

 

vill:  

 

vil sel: Atherstone 

 

local:  

 

loc sel:  

 

hse: Stoneleigh 25 

 

hse sel: Stoneleigh 25 

 

fla:  

 



3

fla sel:  

 

Product: Self 

 

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

 

Do you support or object the above: Object 

 

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

 

Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to Cooperate?: No 

 

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 

 

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.: Atherstone and surrounding areas infrastructure and services are not 
sufficient to take this amount of housing. 

 

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.: More money for infrastructure schools fire police doctors 
ect it is my opinion that a new town should be considered nearer to the areas that require the extra housing. 

 

Please indicate if want to participate in the hearing sessions for the oral part of the examination 
process?: No 
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If you wish to participate in the hearing sessions please indicate why you consider this to be necessary 
:  

 



 
 
 
 
 

   

Registered office Bridge House, 1 Walnut Tree Close, Guildford GU1 4LZ 

Highways England Company Limited registered in England and Wales number 09346363 

 

 
Your ref:  
 
 
Sue Wilson 
Forward Planning Team 
North Warwickshire Borough Council 
The Council House 
South Street 
Atherstone 
Warwickshire 
CV9 1DE 
Via Email: planningpolicy@northwarks.gov,uk 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Adrian Johnson 
Asset Manager 
Operations Directorate 
 
The Cube 
199 Wharfside Street 
Birmingham 
B1 1RN 
www.highways.gov.uk 
 
31 January 2018 

 
Dear Sue, 
 
DRAFT SUBMISSION NORTH WARWICKSHIRE LOCAL PLAN CONSULTATION 
(REGULATION 19) 
 
Thank you for consulting with Highways England regarding the Draft Submission 
version of the North Warwickshire Borough Council (NWBC) Local Plan (NWLP). 
 
Highways England is responsible for the operation and maintenance of the Strategic 
Road Network (SRN) in England. The network includes all major motorways and trunk 
roads. The SRN in the vicinity of the draft Plan area comprises the A5 and A446 trunk 
roads together with the M42, M6 and M6 Toll motorways.  
 
Background 
 
We previously wrote to you on 15 March 2017 in response to the Draft Plan setting out 
that the proposed residential and employment allocations were likely to have an impact 
on the SRN, specifically the A5 trunk road and M42 Junction 10. We further noted that 
these implications were likely to have a cumulative effect with regard to wider growth 
associated with neighbouring boroughs, such as Tamworth, Nuneaton and Bedworth.  
 
In our response we identified the importance of the work being undertaken by 
Warwickshire County Council (WCC) to develop a Strategic Transport Assessment 
(STA) for North Warwickshire. We informed you that further work on the detail of the 
STA was necessary to assess the traffic implications of the planned growth. The STA 
was subsequently completed by WCC in September 2017 and forms part of the 
submitted evidence base underpinning the Plan. The STA is broadly acceptable to us 
and we are pleased to see it informs the North Warwickshire Infrastructure 
Development Plan (IDP) dated October 2017 that sets out the infrastructure 
requirements identified as being necessary to deliver the Plan. 
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Registered office Bridge House, 1 Walnut Tree Close, Guildford GU1 4LZ 

Highways England Company Limited registered in England and Wales number 09346363 

 

 
A5 Corridor  
 
At the core of the NWLP are a series of developments along the A5 corridor as well as 
a number of further developments in the Hartshill area which also have implications for 
the A5 trunk road. The A5 has as its primary function a strategic role carrying long 
distance traffic and is the primary route between Cannock / South Staffordshire and 
Nuneaton plus parts of the East Midlands. The route has also been recognised by 
Midlands Connect as providing a critical alternative to other congested motorway 
routes within the Midlands.  
 
Where the A5 passes through North Warwickshire it has a number of significant 
constraints to its capacity to accommodate further growth associated with its largely 
single carriageway nature and the capacity of individual junctions along it. At the north 
western extent of the NWBC area the route meets the M42 motorway at Junction 10, 
which is an already heavily constrained section of the network.  Development growth 
planned across the area is likely to further constrain the operation of the network. 
 
The STA and IDP have set out a number of individual schemes along the A5 which will 
be necessary to accommodate the forecast levels of development traffic arising from 
planned growth. While these improvements are necessary to enable the developments 
proposed, a piecemeal approach to improvement of individual junctions or sections of 
the A5 will not meet the wider aspirations expressed by parties including WCC and 
Midlands Connect for a comprehensive upgrade of the A5. The potential for a more 
significant upgrade of the route may come forward in due course and it is possible this 
may have implications for the timing or delivery of individual schemes identified within 
the IDP. While there is potential for a more significant improvement to the A5 in the 
longer term we are satisfied that its delivery is not a critical component necessary to 
deliver the Plan.  
 
M42/M6 Junctions & A446 
 
While the majority of growth contained within the NWLP is focused in (or near to) the 
A5 corridor, growth external to NWBC has implications for transport networks (including 
the SRN) within the borough. Additionally new travel patterns and challenges arise as a 
result of the route of HS2 which passes through North Warwickshire with the planned 
HS2 station at Birmingham Interchange also nearby. These pressures are 
predominantly focused around the M42, M6 and A446 routes including M42 Junction 9 
and M6 Junction 4 within the borough being particularly affected. 
 
While the transport implications of HS2 are largely for mitigation under the powers 
granted under the High Speed Rail (London - West Midlands) Act 2017, the changing 
travel patterns and cross boundary implications of associated development near the 
interchange station are relevant.to the NWLP. While this growth largely pertains to 
committed or emerging developments within Birmingham and Solihull, it is necessary 
that the NWLP record these emerging cumulative implications in so far as they are 
foreseeable at this time.  
 



 
 
 
 
 

   

Registered office Bridge House, 1 Walnut Tree Close, Guildford GU1 4LZ 

Highways England Company Limited registered in England and Wales number 09346363 

 

Notwithstanding this evolving picture, these issues do not in our opinion affect the 
soundness of the Plan. 
 
 
Conclusions 
 
A number of significant infrastructure needs on the SRN arise from the NWLP most 
notably along the A5 Corridor. Highways England is content that the work done to date 
to identify these needs is appropriate to the plan making stages and that the schemes 
currently identified in the IDP are broadly appropriate to deliver planned growth arising 
in North Warwickshire. Notwithstanding this, there are no present commitments to 
provide public funding to these schemes and any potential future funding from 
Highways England would be subject to identification within future periods of the Road 
Investment Strategy where such schemes would need to be considered alongside 
other regional and national priorities.  
 
There remain a number of wider issues including cross boundary growth that affect 

sequences for the 
overall prioritisation of funding and delivery of infrastructure within the borough. These 
needs are to some extent still arising as the implications of growth arising from 
Birmingham and Solihull are not fully known. The IDP is therefore likely to require future 
updating to reflect the cumulative implications of these wider needs as the needs for 
other investment are identified.  
 
Nonetheless, on the basis of the evidence presented we view the Plan as satisfactorily 
evidenced and developed.  
 
Highways England is committed to continued engagement with NWBC and WCC, as 
the local highway authority, to help inform the developing ongoing infrastructure needs 
of the plan. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you require any more information or clarification. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 

 
 
Adrian Johnson 
OD Midlands  
Email: Adrian.Johnson@highwaysengland.co.uk  
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

   

Registered office Bridge House, 1 Walnut Tree Close, Guildford GU1 4LZ 

Highways England Company Limited registered in England and Wales number 09346363 
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Dittman, Mike

From: Roger Harriss <rogerharriss@icloud.com>

Sent: 01 February 2018 09:23

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Fwd: Planning

Attachments: Hartshill site plan (2).docx; ATT00001.htm

 
 
Regards 
              Roger Harriss 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Roger Harriss <rogerharriss@icloud.com> 
Date: 15 December 2017 at 11:52:29 GMT 
To: planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
Subject: Planning 

Just over 20 years ago we offered land for planning and development title number 378150 
consisting of approx 20 acres.  
We have been asked on numerous occasions if the land is still available to which we have 
answered yes every time to the planning department. 
As far as we are concerned we feel that there is an opportunity for the borough to use this 
land for the provision of affordable housing and can't understand why it has been overlooked 
during the planning process for the last 20 years. 
We are happy to dispose of the land at very favourable terms in order to benefit its future use 
for affordable housing. 
Would you please advise if there is any point in promoting the land for development. 
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Dittman, Mike

From: Janette Griffin <JanetteGriffin@kgjgroup.co.uk>

Sent: 29 January 2018 13:04

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Local Plan Draft

Attachments: Response to Local Draft Plan.docx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Sirs,  
 
Please find attached my response to the Consultation on the Local Plan Draft. 
 
Yours Faithfully 
 
Janette Griffin (Mrs) 
 
Atherstone Resident  
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FAO: Forward Planning Team, North Warwickshire Borough Council.  
 

To whom it may concern,  
 
I am writing to object to the draft local plan published by North Warwickshire 
Borough Council.  
 
The ‘draft plan’ which is currently out for consultation has, in my opinion, not 
been positively prepared which is to say I do not believe the plan to be 
justified, effective or consistent with national policy.  
 
Firstly, the plan must be justified. It must have a robust and credible evidence 
base.  
 
The plan is based on a ‘Settlement Hierarchy’ which proposes to place the 
majority of new homes around the Borough’s two market towns (although I 
do not agree that Polesworth and Dordon should be classed as one market 
town). This decision seems to have been made on the basis of an options 
paper presented to the Council in April 2016. This paper, written my Council 
officers, lists five growth options for both in borough growth and out of 
borough growth. It lists the pros and cons of different options but does not 
give any valid reasons as to why the option of a ‘Settlement Hierarchy’ has 
been chosen as the policy platform for the ‘Draft Local Plan’. In fact, as you 
read the paper through to the end, it seems that it has been rushed, with the 
final option listed on page 30, having just one apparent advantage. It suggests 
to me that this was a document written with a ‘Settlement Hierarchy’ already 
agreed as the basis of this ‘Draft Local Plan’. There is no justified evidence as 
to why this approach is more beneficial than other approaches.  
 
The evidence prepared for the number of new properties to be built for in and 
out of Borough growth is also in doubt. There is a lack of information about 
where this growth is coming from and why North Warwickshire Borough 
Council should take the number of homes proposed from Birmingham. Given 
the significant scale of new homes proposed from Birmingham, it is unclear as 
to why the policy of placing these homes in the further possible part of North 
Warwickshire from Birmingham is sustainable or appropriate. A new town 
settlement near to Junction 9 of the M42 is a much better proposal so that the 
infrastructure can be incorporated at the same time the town is built. From my 
own experience the infrastructure in Atherstone is not really adequate to  
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meet the needs of the existing residents and there seems little evidence of any 
additional plans to correct this situation. 
 
The evidence to justify this is not clear, especially given the decision to 
allocate the site on Robey’s Lane and sites at Ansley Common within the plan. 
The allocation of this site seems to be at odds with the decision to follow a 
settlement hierarchy and calls into question the robustness of evidence and 
decision making in relation to this plan. In one breath, the Borough Council 
says that properties have to be built around the main towns and then in the 
next, it finds sites in Ansley Common (a small village with one shop) to place 
hundreds more homes. This is not evidenced within the plan. Existing small 
communities will be swamped by new developments. 
 
This provides enough reason to be concerned about the effectiveness of this 
plan. In order for the plan to be justified, it must be deliverable and it is not 
clear how the plan will be delivered. The number of homes planned for this 
plan period, is significantly higher than at any point in this Borough’s history. It 
is not clear how the planning permissions needed for this plan will be delivered 
or how the number of homes needed will be completed. Only in 1997 has the 
Borough seen housing completions reach above 260 and only as recently as 
2012, the number was as low as 38. If we are successful in controlling our 
immigration numbers and the existing Freedom of Movement required is 
stopped by Brexit do we really still need the number of houses proposed 
anyway. 
 
One might suggest that in North Warwickshire, a rural Borough, it is often 
more difficult to build a significant number of new homes in existing towns 
and villages because of the rurality. Existing residents enjoy the rurality of 
their towns and villages and have no wish to be boxed in by huge housing 
developments that alter the very nature of their environment. A lot of 
farmland and green fields are earmarked for development and with Brexit I 
believe that this is short sighted as we may need these fields and farmland to 
produce more crops and food and be more self sufficient for our own people if 
the markets currently available do shrink back.   
 
Rural communities, not used to large scale builds, often vehemently react 
strongly to plans for development. This in turn, impacts on the length of time 
required for planning permissions to be granted and it almost always results in 
a developer being required to pay something (often not enough) for 
infrastructure for example, the totally inadequate railway bridge on Old Holly 



Lane that is positively dangerous due to the number of large lorries using it. 
Nobody wants to pay to improve this but it was never designed to carry the 
type and volume of traffic it now does. The housing development on 
Rowlands Way built about 3 years ago consists of around 90 Houses and yet 
there is always on average about 5 Sale Boards up at any one time. This would 
suggest that there is something not quite right about the quality of life 
enjoyed by the residents there. Is it something to do with the noise and 
inconvenience of large lorries converging at the ever growing Aldi site 
immediately behind them? This situation is unlikely to improve with the 
proposed additional 700 houses planned to be built in the same area. Sites 
chosen for development should be in areas actually suitable to live in and I 
think that this site was a totally bad choice. We desperately need the 
infrastructure to be put in place before any further developments go ahead. 
Putting this infrastructure in place then reduces the viability of schemes and in 
turn reduces the number of affordable properties on the sites.  
 
In the accompanying ‘Infrastructure Plan’, the Borough Council have failed to 
show how the majority of schemes will be funded, have failed to provide detail 
for most of the schemes and in many cases, have failed to provide evidence 
that service providers or agencies with responsibility for said infrastructure, 
back the proposal put forward in the plan 
 
All of this, leads to the questioning of the effectiveness of this plan to be 
delivered. If two or maybe even one of the larger sites within this plan ‘fell 
through’ then the plan will not deliver the homes required and if the number 
isn’t met, the likelihood is that even basic infrastructure will fall because of a 
lack of funding as well. This means that the plan isn’t flexible enough to cope 
with just one land owner withdrawing part of all of their land.  
 
The third part of this consultation, asks for comments on whether this ‘Draft 
Local Plan’ is constituent with National Policy.  
 
S.157 of the National Planning Policy Framework says that ‘Local Plans’: 
 
 plan positively for the development and infrastructure required in the area 

to meet the objectives, principles and policies of this Framework 

 be drawn up over an appropriate time scale, preferably a 15-year time 
horizon, take account of longer term requirements, and be kept up to date 

 be based on co-operation with neighbouring authorities, public, voluntary 
and private sector organisations 



 indicate broad locations for strategic development on a key diagram and 
land-use designations on a proposals map 

 allocate sites to promote development and flexible use of land, bringing 
forward new land where necessary, and provide detail on form, scale, 
access and quantum of development where appropriate 

 identify areas where it may be necessary to limit freedom to change the 
uses of buildings, and support such restrictions with a clear explanation 

 identify land where development would be inappropriate, for instance 
because of its environmental or historic significance. The Adders Football 
Club is a good example of this. It is an important venue to many residents of 
Atherstone and it has been in its current position on Sheepy Rd for many 
years. It is proposed that the current grounds are moved to what would be a 
considerable area of our Royal Meadows park. This would effectively mean 
that even more green areas will be lost by Atherstone residents for 
recreational purposes . 

 contain a clear strategy for enhancing the natural, built and historic 
environment, and supporting Nature Improvement Areas where they have 
been identified 

 

The ‘Draft Plan’ produced by North Warwickshire, fails to ‘plan positively’ for 
future housing development. Instead it seems that housing is a negative word 
used in this plan only to suggest that it is the best way to provide solutions to 
existing infrastructure problems.  

 

The plan does not positively promote the idea of growth and because of that, 
the allocation of sites is not flexible, it’s use restrictive and the idea of strategic 
development has been thrown out of the window. Instead, the Local Plan 
ignores the economic indicators in the region and places growth sites outside 
of the strategic area of growth identified by the West Midlands Combined 
Authority and Local Enterprise Partnerships. The decision of the Council in this 
local plan will not result in positive economic growth but instead will leave 
people stranded and isolated on the wrong side of the Borough for work, will 
provide only low paid jobs and ultimately fails to positively benefit from the 
growth corridor that will now by-pass our Borough.  

 

 

 



The Council’s lack of imagination and insight into the world of business and its 
failure to recognise the economic growth potential in the south-west of the 
Borough, means that the ‘Draft Plan’ also fails to comply with S. 160 & S. 161 
NPPF.  

 

The Council also fails to provide evidence as to why the tenure split proposed 
in the plan is as it is. This is in contravention of S.159 NPPF.  

 

The Council has also not met S.171 of the NPPF as the Council’s own leisure 
review remains unpublished, despite the consultation having only a few weeks 
left to run.  

So, in conclusion, I oppose this Local Plan and do not agree that it has been 
positively prepared. It is not justified, effective or consistent with national 
policy. 

 

Yours faithfully,  

 

Janette Griffin (Mrs) 

Atherstone Resident 

 







                                                      HARTSHILL 

                          (From village - to dereliction and urban sprawl) 

From the end of the war to the present day Hartshill has doubled in size, with developments 

in the centre of the village i.e. “The Woodlands” to the south in the form of “Randalls” and 

“Bloors” and to the north “Charnwood Drive”. Furthermore, during this period, quarrying 

has left a swathe of derelict land to the north east of the village, stretching towards 

Nuneaton and beyond, and in recent months has returned to operations. In the early 

seventies, to the north of the village, was the development of the “animal by products 

factory” known as DeMulders, this development gained permission on appeal, against the 

wishes of the people, under the then Labour government, which included Harold Lever (the 

minister without portfolio) when at the same time Unilever were major shareholders in 

DeMulders (coincidence planning permission was granted ? - I don’t think so). At the same 

time “Severn Trent” was extending the sewage works adjacent to the site. We also had the 

building of two schools, the High School on parkland (Try’s Park) and the middle school, on a 

Greenfield site known has the “Games Field”. Subsequently the two original schools were 

demolished, losing an important part of our heritage. 

Moving on to the present day, some five years ago we were informed that due to the 

governments requirement to build more houses Hartshill was required to build 150 units 

based on a prorate calculation across the borough, later to be increased to 400 at a meeting 

of the LDF committee at North Warwickshire Borough Council (incidentally where there 

were no minutes kept). It is important to point out that the criteria for the allocation was, 

that the numbers be allocated on a prorate basis and having established the numbers the 

site should then be found, but in the case of Hartshill the site was found and the numbers 

fixed to suit, self evidently the wrong way round. This error in procedure has never been 

conceded by the planning department and certainly not corrected. The site offered by 

Tarmac was adopted by the council as their preferred site (contravening the criteria laid 

down) this just happens to be the last piece of “Green Field” left in the village.  

In the last two years we have been allocated a “travellers site” in Oldbury Road, also against 

the wishes of the people, an arbitrary decision made by Warwickshire County Council, a 

decision devoid of any democratic process. The arrogance displayed by the County Council 

in executing this decision beggar’s belief. 

In respect of the proposed housing development, after a number of meetings protesting 

against the disproportionate allocation, we were assured that the “Localism Act” brought in 

by the coalition government would ensure that the wishes of the community would be 

protected. Not so, this proved to be a bogus act, we were then encouraged to create a 

“Neighbourhood Plan” incorporating the wishes of the people and this plan would have to 

be passed by the planning department and voted on in a referendum. The plan has 

subsequently been passed and gained an overwhelming majority at the referendum.         
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We now find that the plan can be contested by developers in the High Court, and can be 

overturned, we were not told this at the time. 

The culmination of all this is that the developer now only has access to two thirds of the site, 

but still wants to build the 400 houses, in spite of the planning departments insistence that 

there be a relief road from Castle Road in Hartshill to Mancetter Road before this 

development could be considered. This was a condition laid down by the planning 

department and looks like being ignored. Furthermore, the implications of the 

developments in Hartshill, Ansley Common and Galley Common, in respect of school places, 

traffic congestion and infrastructure in general has not been addressed. These problems are 

already evident with traffic congestion and parking and will only be added to in the future. 

In conclusion :- the people of Hartshill have never been opposed to taking their share of 

new housing, although given recent history they have every right to oppose it. What they 

are opposed to is that the development is earmarked for the last remaining piece of 

Greenfield in the village and they take exception to being constantly misled, either 

purposely or due to ignorance, by central and local government.  

This part of Warwickshire is of no importance, being a working class area, historically mining 

and quarrying, and thanks to a succession of officials and politicians will be, in the fullness of 

time, turned into what “THE TRUMP” (leader of the free world) describes as a SHITEHOLE. Is 

it any wonder that politicians and officials are treated with contempt?  

I have no intention of taking part in the council’s consultation process, this would only serve 

to legitimise the process, I therefore offer this letter as my contribution, although I know it 

will not be considered as relevant and there is no chance of a reply. 

Bernard Paintin 

 bernard.paintin@sky.com
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Dittman, Mike

From: carl spencer <c.spencer19@live.co.uk>

Sent: 17 February 2018 21:27

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Housing build consultation Polesworth/Dordon

Good Evening, 
 
I object to the housing plan proposed for the Polesworth and Dordon area for a number of factors. These 
factors are listed below: 
 
The plan contains no legal rationale for using a "settlement hierarchy", for example building around existing 
towns/villages. 
 
The council has failed to look at other options such as new settlements within the North Warwickshire area. 
Why build on existing villages/Towns? Why not make new ones? 
 
The council failed to consult local people on how the plan should develop. Where are time frames, housing 
plot plans, green space plans? Etc 
 
There has been no guarantee of infrastructure in this area? Everything is at maximum, roads, emergency 
services, schools etc all barely coping. This has been eye witnessed over the last 15 years and with so many 
houses being proposed in the Polesworth/Dordon area. As well as the rest of borough, it just won't cope. 
 
With a large amount of homes being proposed for people of Birmingham and Coventry for this area. How 
does the council fufill the needs of the local people by delivering the majority of housing for people outside 
of the area? 
 
The plan doesn't meet the needs of the local people. This is a village and there is a high community spirit 
within this area where people look after people. By essentially doubling the size it will no longer feel like 
the countryside village it is. Wildlife will be destroyed, hedgehogs, birds and wild deer which have been 
witnessed at the rear to Church Road, Dordon. With flooding an issue in the area this will only make it 
worse. The emergency services struggle to cover the area and increasing the housing, increases the people 
which in turn, increases the demand and failure of care. Schools are at maximum. HS2 will have already 
ruined the area, adding all the houses proposed will make this village(s)/town(s)/area a built up extension of 
Birmingham and will ruin this area. 
 
 
 
Regards  
Carl Spencer  
8 Foxwood Road 
Birchmoor  
Tamworth  
Staffs  
B78 1BB  
07929764414  
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Dittman, Mike

From: customerservices@northwarks.gov.uk

Sent: 17 February 2018 20:18

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Local Plan Submission DLP68305827

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Title: Miss. 

 

First name: Laura 

 

Surname: Perkins 

 

Address:  

 

House number or name: 8 

 

Street: Foxwood road 

 

Address line 2: Birchmoor 

 

Village: Tamworth 

 

Post town: Warwickshire 

 

Postcode: B78 1bb 

 

Email address: louperkins@aol.com 
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Is this email address correct? If not please correct: Yes 

 

Home phone:  

 

Mobile phone:  

 

Alternative phone:  

 

product type: Self 

 

Logged in?: true 

 

vill: Tamworth 

 

vil sel:  

 

local: Birchmoor 

 

loc sel:  

 

hse: 8 

 

hse sel:  

 

fla:  
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fla sel:  

 

Product: Self 

 

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

 

Do you support or object the above: Object 

 

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

 

Do you consider the Draft Submission Local Plan to be compliant with the Duty to Cooperate?: No 

 

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 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.: Local amenaties not enough for new dwellings, road infrastructure not 
sufficient. Ruins village lifestyle and living and wildlife with loss of green land. 

 

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.: Less houses, improvements to roads and amenaties 

 

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 
:  



4

 



1

Dittman, Mike

From: J Winter <winterjohn1942@gmail.com>

Sent: 20 February 2018 14:14

To: planningpolicy

Subject: localplan

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

the inferstructure for the a5 needs too be put in before any development starts not phased in iwish to bspeak 
at the  public enquirery j, winter 
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Dittman, Mike

From: colin wyatt <colin-wyatt@outlook.com>

Sent: 21 February 2018 18:02

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Re: Proposed Plan For Polesworth & Dordon

Attachments: Proposed Build in Polesworth & Dordon PDF.pdf; Appendix One Wildlife PDF.pdf

Hi Sue 
 
Please find letter in PDF attached  
 
Regards 
Colin 
 

From: planningpolicy <planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk> 
Sent: 20 February 2018 08:25 
To: 'colin wyatt' 
Subject: RE: Proposed Plan For Polesworth & Dordon  
  
Colin 
  
Could you please send the attachments in a different format either word or PDF please as I cannot open it 
  
Regards 
Sue 
  

From: colin wyatt [mailto:colin-wyatt@outlook.com]  
Sent: 17 February 2018 12:28 
To: planningpolicy 
Subject: Fw: Proposed Plan For Polesworth & Dordon 
  
  
  

From: colin wyatt 
Sent: 17 February 2018 12:24 
To: susanwilson@northwarks.gov.uk 
Subject: Proposed Plan For Polesworth & Dordon  
  
Hi Susan, 
  
Thank you for taking the time to talk to me on Saturday. 
  
Please find a copy of my letter to council listing my concerns for the proposed build. 
  
Regards 
Colin 
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Website - www.northwarks.gov.uk 
Follow us on Twitter - North_Warks_BC 
Like us on Facebook - northwarksbc 
Any opinions expressed in the E-mail are those of the individual and not necessarily those of 
North Warwickshire Borough Council. Promotional content is in support of Council priorities or 
current initiatives. This E-mail and any files with it are confidential and solely for the use of the 
intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering to 
the intended recipient, please be advised that you have received this E-mail in error and that any 
use is strictly prohibited.  



SLP358 - 2 of 3







SLP358 - 3 of 3



1

Dittman, Mike

From: Stephen Briggs <sbriggs@pragmasis.com>

Sent: 04 March 2018 18:25

To: planningpolicy

Cc: Dittman, Mike; 'mick stanley'; 'Dave Parsons'; aaefficiency1@btinternet.com; 

'Kovach'; 'Derek Tattersall'; 'P MORRIS'

Subject: NWBC Draft Local Plan 2017 Response - Alvecote Wood

Attachments: Local_Plan_response_form-04Mar18.pdf; 

Draft_Submission_Local_Plan_Response_Form_2017.doc

Categories: Red Category

Hi, 
 
I've attached our updated document summarising our response to the Draft Local Plan 2017 Consultation, 
particularly concerning the "Land West of Robey's Lane" proposal, as it may affect our Alvecote Wood site. 
 
Apologies that I have not had enough time to cross-reference fully to specific Local Plan paragraphs. 
 
Do you require the covering form to be formally signed? If so, I will print and sign and then return a scanned copy. 
 
Please confirm either way. 
 
FYI I have still not had any substantive response from Hallam Land Management concerning our earlier objections to 
their Outline Application relating to their proposed developments along Robey's Lane. I understand from several 
sources that the Hallam proposals are likely to get bigger, potentially much bigger, and will perhaps total some 2,000 
houses. This prospect means we continue to live life in trepidation of what the future may hold. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Steve. 
 
-- 
Stephen Briggs 
Engineering Director 
Pragmasis Limited 
http://www.SecurityForBikes.com - Ethical Engineering http://www.alvecotewood.co.uk - Ancient Woodland for 
Wildlife 
Tel: 01827 286267 Fax: 01827 701902 
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