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By email: Planningpolicy@northwarks.gov.uk 
 
Mr J Brown 
Head of Development Control/ Management 
North Warwickshire Council 
The Council House 
South Street 
Atherstone 
Warwickshire 
CV9 1DE 
 
 
Dear Sir 
Local Plan examination 
GTAA 2019 
Main Modifications 35, 47-48 
Gypsy Traveller policy LP10 
 
I have only just spotted that there was a consultation exercise for the Main Modifications. I note that the 
deadline for submissions was yesterday 7th October 2020. I hope that it is possible to accept this late 
representation. 
 
The Final GTAA Report 
The Final combined GTAA was published November 2019 but was not made available until July 2020.  . 
This is an important material consideration.  The report identifies a significant need for more pitches with 
an immediate need for 19 pitches 2019-33. This is a sizeable finding for a district with just 38 authorised 
pitches (of which 6 are listed as unimplemented). The report confirms that ORS continue to distinguish 
between travelling for work and travelling to fairs and do not consider the latter counts towards meeting 
the PPTS planning definition. They fail to apply the test agreed in the Maidstone v Dunne case which they 
quote. Their assessment of the Planning definition of GT status remains at odds with that applied by 
Planning Inspectors on appeal and has potential to underestimate the number of households who comply 
with the PPTS definition. 
 
I note that ORS were made aware of an application for a site at Austrey and the potential need for 4 
pitches on that site as a result of in migration but failed to include this in the assessment. The needs of 
the applicants for land at  Cliff (appeal pending) were not taken into consideration even though the first 
application predated this baseline for this assessment. Whilst the Council include out migration in their 
assessment (see Fig18) they fail to include any allowance  for in migration. The sites at Austrey and Cliff 
are examples of in migration. The study appears to underestimate actual need by omitting in migration 
from the assessment. 
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I note that 14 households were considered to meet the planning definition (as assessed using the ORS 
methodology), 12 were undetermined and 11 did not meet the definition.  Only 1 household on the 
socially provided site at Alvecote site was found to meet the definition.  For reasons explained above, it is 
considered that ORS studies have the potential to underestimate those meeting the Planning Definition as 
they exclude travelling to fairs.  ORS apply a rate of 25% to undetermined households even though they 
accept that 56% of households in the district met the planning definition. There is no rational for this 
given it is the same population base.   Undetermined households should be assessed based on the local 
rate and not some national average arising from historic studies. 
 
it is suggested that this need could be met by agreeing to additional touring caravans on sites with 
concealed / doubled up needs  rather than require more pitches. I do not agree. There is no evidence ORS 
treated touring caravans on existing sites as providing additional (unauthorised) pitches. It is essential that 
households are provided with proper pitches. Likewise, whilst some extended families will share facilities 
this is often from necessity (ie to secure permission)  and for financial reasons, not choice. No one would 
suggest housing need could be addressed by increasing occupation of existing properties. There is no 
excuse for assuming Travellers will continue to tolerate over crowded sites, sharing facilities-especially 
following the Covid19 pandemic. 
 
Footnote 14  and Fig 40 notes that 6 pitches were unimplemented and  could reduce overall need. 
However the 2018 appeal decision for the 2 pitches at Kirkby Glebe Farm makes clear this site was 
occupied and granted with retrospective conditions.   It was implemented prior to the baseline date for 
this assessment and should not be relied on to meet need arising from the baseline of 2019. The same 
may be true of the other site. 
 
In an additional un numbered  appendix to the report lists completed or granted consents 2015-2019. This 
confirms that the number of pitches granted since 2013 has greatly exceeded the need identified in the 
2013 GTAA.  However there is no analysis of the previous assessment  to identify why it greatly 
underestimated the need for pitches.    There has been no increase in socially provided sites for those 
unable to self provide yet the report notes that the socially provided site is full with a low turnover. 
 
Main Modification 32 
I do not understand why this fails to incorporate the results of the November 2019 GTAA. 
 
Main Modification 48 
This also fails to include the findings of the 2019 GTAA.   The Council suggest that ‘if this review.. points to 
additional/ greater need…further work will be undertaken as soon as practicable’.  That is not acceptable. 
The GTAA has identified an immediate need for more pitches. 
 
I am aware of two appeals pending at present at Austrey and Cliff for families who are homeless.  It could 
be years before a site allocation DPD is adopted as no work has commenced on this and it would appear 
the Council is still unwilling to accept a need for more sites. The findings of the 2019 GTAA should form 
part of the policy and should be treated as a minimum figure. 
 
Policy LP10 
Given the identified need for more sites it is considered policy LP10 is unduly restrictive.  There is no 
requirement in national policy for sites to be within a reasonable safe walking distances of settlements 
and in the case of a site on the edge of the village of Austrey this requirement has been relied on to refuse 
a  site on a quiet country road which is just 500m from the edge of the village just because there is no 
pavement linking the site to the village. PPTS advises that sites will be appropriate in rural areas, 
especially locations close to settlements.  It does not require sites to be on bus routes or within walking 
distances of services. Most country lanes do not have pavement or street lighting.   NPPF recognises at 
para 103 that opportunities to maximise sustainable transport solutions will vary between urban and rural 
areas, and that this should be taken into account in both plan-making and decision-making.  North 



Warwickshire is a largely rural district.  The requirement of this authority for potential Gypsy-Traveller 
sites in rural areas to be connected by a pavement to the nearest settlement in order to ensure a 
reasonable safe walking distance to services and amenities is unduly restrictive especially given the need 
for more sites in this district, will greatly restrict the search for sites and will rule out many sites that are 
otherwise perfectly acceptable.      
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
 
Mrs A Heine 
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Susan Wilson

From: Wendy Bannerman 

Sent: 08 October 2020 12:18

To: planningpolicy

Subject: Re Local Plan Consultation

Dear Sir/Madam 
  
I apologise that my response was not sent yesterday and appreciate that you may or may not be able to accept my comments.  
  
MM14 
Equestrians are not included in the consideration of transport. Equestrians are vulnerable road users: footpaths and cycle ways often sandwich equestrians between 
cyclists on one side and motorised vehicles on the other increasing the risk of injury and loss of life.  Jesse Norman MP, Parliamentary Under –Secretary of State for 
Transport in a House of Commons debate on Road Safety, 5 November 2018 (1) stated: “We should be clear that the cycling and walking strategy may have that name but 
is absolutely targeted at vulnerable road users, including horse-riders……Horse riders are vulnerable road users—there is no doubt about that, and there never has been—
and they have been included in the work we are doing.”  
  
MM107 
The pandemic has resulted in a greater reliance on public rights of way and this has led to an increase in reported access issues for all users. Are there sufficient resources 
available for maintenance and enforcement as well as expansion of the existing PRoW network? 
  
MM16 
Whilst we welcome the inclusion of rights of way here, riders only have access to just 22% of public rights of way nationally and carriage drivers only 5%. Protection and 
enhancement of rights of way should be appropriate for all user groups and the BHS would welcome being involved at the start with development proposals so that 
considerations such as surfacing are not overlooked to the disadvantage of equestrians.   
  
General points 
It is essential that the local plan should benefit as many people as possible including those 
least active in the population (NHS, 2019). The therapeutic and physical benefits of horse riding and carriage driving have been proven for people with disabilities (Favali 
and Milton, 2010). According to Church et al (2010) over 90% of equestrians are women and 37% of these are over 45 years of age and over a third would pursue no other 
physical activity. ‘Horse riding induces physiologically positive effects such as muscle strength, balance…and psychologically positive changes’ (Sung et al, 2015). In the 
current climate mental health is hugely important and horse riding and carriage driving play are large part in enhancing physical and psychological health therefore should 
be included in improving quality of life and wellbeing through an inclusive transport system accessible to all which emphasises sustainable and active travel. 
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MMX 
Farm diversification point (b) should include equestrians in the text. 
  
MMX LP25 
Equestrians should be included in this section for the reasons highlighted above, as vulnerable road users with minimal access to PRoW.  
  
Ansley Common development 
Mentions pedestrian and cycle routes but should include equestrians also.  
  
The regional economy includes equestrian business which contributes £4.7 billion annually to the UK economy (BETA, 2019). Equestrian industry includes ‘commercial 
breeders, affiliated sports such as dressage and show jumping, training and racing’ and ‘leisure oriented activities include the provision of riding lessons, trekking and 
tourist attractions’. A transport strategy enabling the equestrian industry to flourish in Warwickshire can lead the national trend of an increase in annual spending in 
professional, leisure and tourist equestrian activities. 
  
Many thanks for your kind consideration. 
  
Kind regards 
Wendy Bannerman 
Access Field Officer, East and West Midlands 
  

 
 

   
     

 
    

  

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or individuals to whom it is addressed. 
 
Any views or opinions presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of The British Horse Society or associated companies. If you are not 
the intended recipient be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If 
you have received this email in error please contact the sender. 
 
The British Horse Society is an Appointed Representative of South Essex Insurance Brokers Ltd, who are authorised and regulated by the Financial Conduct Authority. 
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Susan Wilson

From: Vicky 

Sent: 08 October 2020 10:44

To: Susan Wilson

Subject: Fwd: Draft north Warks local plan , additional documents...

Morning  
 
Slightly concerned. Have not received the stated documents!  
 
Could I request a copy and also extend deadline for feedback!  
 
As if stands I agree with all below concerns  
 
Vicky  

  
 
Spoke to this lady just. 
Very helpful.. 
She’s looking into why our letters regarding the Mira matter didn’t get to us! 
She says that n/w council forward them to Birmingham council .. who then have them delivered, by Royal Mail... 
Very odd way of doing it , but she reckons it’s cheaper that way( no wonder the countries like it is ) .. 
Anyway read this mail please .. she has advised us to be added to the mailing lists . 

Ttfn detective Vera xx ������� 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

  
  

To: Susan Wilson <SusanWilson@NorthWarks.gov.uk> 
Subject: Re:  Draft north Warks local plan , additional documents... 

Thanks for your help with this Sue . 
King regards, 
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Susan Wilson

From: Heather Hadley 

Sent: 08 October 2020 18:10

To: planningpolicy

Subject: NWBC Local Plan Consultation - Austrey Parish Council

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi, 
 
I am writing on behalf of Austrey parish council to comment on the Local Plan Consultation Document. 
I must apologise for the late response. We hope you will still be able to take our comments into account even though our response is a day late. 
 
I will keep the comments a brief as possible and can comment as follows:- 
 
AD51a/b - Flood risk 
 
We note the Environment agency has made some changes in the way it talks about flood zones including issues arising from heavy rainfall now rather than just river and 
coastal flooding. 
On that basis we must highlight that Austrey Village is situated at the bottom of  hills on heavy clay soil. With recent building developments within the village and the 
changing climate Austrey is now struggling to cope with anything more than light rainfall. Over the last 2 years  there have been flooding issues  particularly along Main 
Road, Bishops Cleve and Warton Lane. Roads within the village on several occasions have become completely impassible and homes have been damaged. The parish 
council can provide photographic evidence if required. 
This needs to be a serious consideration before there is any further development within the village. 
 
NWBC24B - Green Space Assessment 
 
We note the document states the only green space in Austrey is GS/AUS/1 on Bishops Cleve. Could we please request that the following green spaces also be added:- 
Playing Fields and Allotments off Newton Lane 
The Church Yard, at St Nicholas Church, Church Lane 
Childrens Play Area , Windmill Lane 
Bishops Field down to Cinder Lane 
Land to the rear of The Old Post Office and Elms Court where there is a public footpath. 
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Completed Developments 
 
The report makes mention of completed developments in Austrey including 23 houses at Cornfields but makes no mention of other developments completed at a similar 
time namely:-  
 
Headlands 10 houses 
Hollybank 5 houses 
Homestead 4 houses 
 
We assume these should also be included in the report. 
 
Again, apologies for the late response. We hope the above comments can be considered for the final report. 
 
Regards, 
 
Heather Hadley 
Austrey Parish Council 
 


