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REPORT OF THE EXAMINATION OF THE WARWICK DISTRICT LOCAL PLAN INSPECTORS FINDINCS

DATFD 1o'tt-rNE 2015
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1)

2)

3)

2.1

lnitial hearing sessions took place between 6tn & 12'n May 2015. The initial matters were

Duty to Co operate

Soundness of Overall housing provision

Soundness of the supply and delivery of housing land.

Duty to co-operate

The inspector found that the Council had engaged constructively and on an on-going basis in

terms of overall housing provision and other strategic matters and agreed that the Council

has complied with the duty to co operate. This is based on the agreement in the HMA that
the full oAN is 4,004 dwellings per annum. (lnspector's letter tl 6)

2.2 lt had been recognised by the HMA that Coventry City would not be able to

accommodate the 2014 SHMA addendum of 1,811 dwellings per annum. The

lnspector recognised that WDC had submitted a local plan based on the overall

provision of 714 dwellings per annum despite the fact that the 2014 addendum

indicated a lower figure of 606 per annum. He was concerned as to the specific basis

for 714dpa and whether it is necessarily the appropriate level of provision, but

thought that the Council had clearly accepted the need to make a significant

contribution to accommodating unmet needs from elsewhere in the HMA in

principle. (!l 8)

Soundness - overall housing provision.

The lnspector found that the Local plan is not sound in terms of overall housing provision.

{tl 46) The inspector savs that it is not the case that the Local plan should necessarily

accommodate all of the residual unmet need from the rest of the HMA, but the council

submitted a plan in the absence of a clear strategy to meet the OAN for the HMA in full,

(fl25) and consequently, that in relation to the overall housing provision, the Local Plan is

not positively prepared, justified, effective or consistent with national policy. lt is not sound.

(fl 26 ).

The lnspector found that

The 2013 SHMA & 2014 SHMA addendum gave a robust assessment of OAN for the HMA

arriving at a demographically led figure of 4,004 dwellings per annum (dpa) between 2011

and 2031. (tl 11) The actual figure in the February 2015 DCLG tables, which PPG says are the

most up to date figures, is 3,961 dpa for the 18 year plan period, of which 573 is the

Warwick component. The difference between the two arises because the Hearn conversion

in September 2014 of the May 2014 population projections was prepared before the DCLG
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projections were published in February 2015, so the latter is the most up to date. There is no

definitive calculation that explains the difference and it is probably impossible to calculate

anything outside of the DCLG table because the statistical data and national moderations

used are not available to the public. DCLG says that their projections are an indication of the
likely increase in households given the continuation of recent demographic trends. lt is

simplest to accept the 606 as a possible adjusted figure to take account of some possible

additional need. Although this is higher than 573, until the next set of projections are

published the direction of trend can only be estimated, using ONS methodology but without
data that gives national moderation. This indicates a lower number.

The HMA OAN of 4,004 is based the 2014 addendum Figure 6 part return to trend.

2013 ISH MA 201-4

addendum

DCLG 2012

average over

18 years

Coventry 1,180 1,811 1,885

North Warwickshire 165 204 161

Nuneaton & Bedworth 494 435

Rugby 658 453 451,

Stratford on Avon 538 508 456

Warwick 718 606 573

TOTAL HMA 3,75 3 4,004 3,961

The lnspector says that this does not include a specific uplift for market, aftordability or

economic growth but the Experian econometric forecasts result in a lower number of homes

per annum. lnspector says 4,004 dpa should be regarded as a minimum. (11 12)

. The Inspector then looks at the DCLG mid-2012 household projections and adds an

allowance for vacancy rates - an old planning custom which is doubtful as a broad 3% is

added for luck. The current vacancy rate for WDC is 1300 out of 60,460, or about 2.\%, but
do we build new properties which will become vacant? ln general that will not happen. lt is
policy to bring vacant dwellings back into use and not provide conditions that encourages

vacant dwellings. This gives him 4,100 suggesting that 4,004 is a minimum. ('!l 13 to 15). So

as long as the 4,004 is agreed then this is the best that can be agreed at the moment.

. He notes that Stratford considers their OAN to be higher than 508, at least 565 dpa,

following their recent examination as they may be affected by Greater Birmingham. He also

notes that Coventry DCLG Mid-2012 dpa is 144dpa higher than 2014 SHMA addendum, but I

don't recognise his figures. My tables show DCLG to be 1,879 dpa by 2031 (1,885 by 2029)

compared with 1,811 in SHMA, just 68 higher.( tl17 to 18) He also notes that Birmingham



3.3

may impact on our HMA. Birmingham seems to have DCLG projections at 4,288 dpa but this

is ta.73% increase by 2031, which compares with Warwick al 17.5a% and Coventry at

29.26a/.. fhis is another indicator that Coventry's problem could be the temporary

international student bulge as this is a recent change to a new university, whereas,

Birmingham Universities are older and the student interchange has stabilised.

Paragraphs 19 to 21 address the Coventry increase from 1,180 to 1,811 dpa. Their Local plan

is still being prepared and it is known that they can accommodate 16,500 in the urban area

and 7,100 in the least good part of the Coventry Green belt a total of 23,600. That leaves

12,500 to find. lf all the DCLG 33,093 dwellings by 2029 are contained within Coventry's

boundary, most or all of their green belt would be required.

I addressed my student bulge theory at Coventry University at the Examination, but it is not

mentioned in the interim report. The inspector says that there is likely to be a substantial

unmet need in Coventry. Unless the authorities concerned say otherwise then the lnspector

cannot say anything else. WDC plan keeps the 720 based on the mid-2011 projections on the

basis that the balance of 114 will contribute to the Coventry unmet need.

He notes that none of the HMA authorities argue that there are constraints that prevent the

OAN being met in full. I suggest that Coventry could substantiate the temporary student

bulge to reduce their figure and could use their green belt in its entirety. That could absorb

its projection and leave the rest of the HMA to their reduced levels, in particular WDC at

606.

He notes that -

the figures for individual authorities were not originally derived to meet the unmet

need for Coventry;

there is no detailed analysis that assesses the contribution that each authority should

make to meet the Iatest projections;

each H MA authority has a different relationship with Coventry and this is not clear how

this has been taken inlo accounl;

Using figures derived from the November 2013 JSHMA may not be an appropriate

contribution to the unmet need arising from DCLG mid-2012 projections. (fl 22-23)

He concludes that there is no clear strategy to deal with Coventry's number and the HMA

has had the opportunity to derive such a strategv and WDC know the issue is there and the

scale of it. The time to be taken to sort this out could be lengthy but with renewed impetus,

an agreement cou ld be in place to deal with this in the next year or two ll (ll 28)

Soundness - the supply and delivery of housing land.

The lnspector found that the Local plan is not sound in terms of the supply and delivery of

housing land.
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Despite his conceTns about the overall provision for housing, he seems to have had a table

from WDC giving a total supply of L2,71-L,249 short of the requirement, (11 30) the local plan

did identify 12,964 sites in DS7 but some of these are non specific.

4.2 Key concern was the allowance for windfall sites. From the detail supplied by WDC he was

satisfied that the estimates for rural, conversions and changes of use and urban sites of less

than 5 dwellings are reasonable. (!l 32). He was not convinced about urban area sites for
more than 5 dwellings and found that the overall windfall allowance was not justified or
realistic.

He did not use any of the data that I provided. I suppose it was because he was judging the
Districts plan not mine. But I found that of the 6,959 net new dwellings with permission up

lo 1,/4115,3,192 were windfalls and 3757 were from the local plan. This is a windfall rate of
798 per annum- Clearly the WDC have not made a satisfactory case for windfalls when they

could have done.{ fl 36 - 37).

4.3 BTPC has concerns on the accuracy of paragraphs 38 to 41of the lnspectors letter.

fl 38 states that actual completions since 2011 have totalled 1,180 dwellings up b 2a/2/15
but allowing for care home bedspaces, completlons can be regarded as 1265 dwellings. This

is based on the WDC lists and it does not include any allowance for the return of vacant

dw ellings.

BTPC finds from its research of the WDC website that there are at Ieast 1,368 dwelling

completions and 115 vacant dwellings have been returned to use as recognised by DCLG by

the payment of New Homes Bonus. That increases the usable dwelling stock by 1,483 in the
4 years from L/4/201"I.

This is then compared with the supposed

over the last 4 years and if this is held to
1,615.

annual requirement of 720 per annum or 2,880

be the test, then then shortfall is 1,397 and not

However, 720 dpa includes an undetermined inclusion for the issue with Coventry. lf
Coventry did not have this problem, then the lnspector accepts that the true position for the

OAN for WDC is 606 dpa based on the 2014 SHMA addendum. Given that he also suggests

(fl 48) that there is still significant work to be undertaken within the HMA to assess the

capacity to accommodate housing, Green Belt and distribution across the HMA, then it
would seem to be more equitable to measure progress to date in Warwick District against

the mid-2012 DCLG projections for Warwick District. lt would still be necessary to account

for Coventry's progress and that should be done, we respectfully suggest, by comparing

Coventry's progress against the Coventry part of the HMA OAN of 4004, ie 1,811. Given that
Coventry has urban capacity of 16,500 and that Green Belt Review in both Coventry and the

rest of the HMA has yet to commence, it does not seem justice to penalise WDC by applying

a 20Yo bufler, when it is prepared to co operate and help the provision of housing in the

HMA. lt has not yet been established whether Coventry needs some of its housing to be built

in other pads of the HMA, nor, if it does, where that housing is best located in relation to the



spatial strategy of the HMA as a whole. As the lnspector suggests in fl 48, it may also result

in a significantly different approach to accommodating housing development in Warwick

District. The approach would, amongst other things, have to have regard for the affordability

of housing provided for Coventry due to the significant difference in property values in the

south of Warwick District.

lf the lnspector or Secretary of State can accept this then the there is a 6.16 year housing

land supply. {see attached table page 8.)

4.4 The 2014 SHMA addendum was published in September 2014. Since then, DCLG published

its household projections taking into account the mid-2012 SNPP and PPG2a-016 which was

revised on 27th February 2015 stating "Wherever possible, local needs ossessments should be

informed by the ldtest available informotion. The Notiondl Plonning Policy Fromework is

clear thot Locol Plans should be kept up-to-ddte." "The 2012-2037 Household Projections

were published on 27 Februdry 2015, and ore the most up-to-date estimate of future
household growth."

The DCLG projections set out the requirement for Warwick District to be

MID,YEAR

Housing
requirement
Cum ulative
increase

Annual
increase

2073

59,492

778

365

60,041

L,327

549

2015

60,697

1,983

656

2016

61,313

2,599

201r.

5A,774 59,727

413

To meet this projection, to establish the additional requirement between 1/4/2011 and

1"/4/2015 from the mid year projections, add % of 656 to 201-4 requirement of 60,041 and

deduct census occupied dwellings of 58,679 gives a requirement of 1,854 in the relevant 4

years.

Comparing this with the increased usable dwelling stock of 1,483, then the shortfall is 371.

Referring to 1l 40, then the shortfall compared with the latest projection is 371 not 1,615.

Further, he states that since 2005 there has been a shortfall of some 1700 dwellings. The

correct situation is, using the WDC figures from WDC EXAM2O Table A, a shortfall of 658.

)oo5/6 2006 /7 2OO7 /8 2oo8/9 9/70 10/11 rr/L2 t2/13 13/14 1-4/15

Target 526 526 395 39s 395 395 444 365 549 492

cu mulative 526 1,052 1-447 la42 2237 2632 3080 3445 3994 4486

completion 742 523 608 427 188 97 1,44 262 283 51,4

cum u Iative 13 05 1913 2340 2528 2625 2769 3031 337 4 3828

Over/
- under

?56 253 466 499 291,

-7 -311 ,414 -620 -658



5.

lf the completions in 201L/12Io 2014/15 known to BTPC are used of 1,483 rather than 1,203

then the shortfall is 378.

PPG 3-035 advises that "The factors behind persistent under delivery moy vary from ploce to
ploce and, therefore, there can be no universolly applicable test or definition of the term. ltis
legitimate to consider a range of issues, such os the effect oJ imposed housing morotoriums
and the delivery rote before and aJter sny such moratariums.

The assessment of a local delivery record is likely to be more robust if a longer term view is
token, since this is likely to take account oJ the peaks ond troughs of the housing morket
cycle."

lf the previous 4 years are also taken into account, 200L/2to 2004/5, the target of 4 x 525 =
2104 was exceeded by 1,220 as 3,324 dwellings were completed. Overall this last 15 years,
this gave an oversupply of 842 and this would be a fairer assessment allowing for the
imposed moratorium as the PPG advises and would not appear to represent persistent
under delivery. 15 years is the same period as the Local Plan that is being considered now, so
why is a shorter period for the past considered necessaTy. No construction programme
anywhere delivers evenly to the average but the critical point is that at the end of the period
the target has been achieved.

The plan has been found unsound.

The lnspector does not consider a suspension of the examination to be appropriate (fl 49) as

it is likely to take a long time and result in a plan substantially different from that submitted
and it is unlikely to facilitate the adoption of a sound local plan in a shorter timescale.

The options are limited to

. Receive the formal report which will recommend non-adoption of the Local Plan; or

. Withdraw the plan under section 22 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 (as

amended).

Actions that WDC need to toke to get o sound plan.

2.

Withdraw the plan.

The HMA should require Coventry City to urgently determine whether grounds exist

to

a. Take into account, when using the DCLG housing projection of 1,885 as a starting

point, an investigation into the temporary international student bulge (l have

statistical data available to help this if required) or the risks of unemployment if the

expansion was found to be necessary, since the data shows that without

international net inmigration, the population at the end of the plan period would be

virtually the same as 2011.

1.



4.

5.

b.

a-

b.

c.

Absorb any accepted population increase into the urban area at 16,500 dwellings

and carry out a green belt review to consider the effect if the whole of any additional

need established were to be contained within the existing Coventry boundary,

graded for acceptability by relevant locations.

The HMA to require a review of green belt within each authority's boundaries to
identify locations immediately adjacent to Coventry's boundary where housing may

be located, with an order of acceptability for release of green belt land (poorest

gree n be lt/environme nta I effect first), with housing capacity, employment and

infrastructure implications available for inclusion in a selection process if it is found

that Coventry cannot meet its assessed housing need.

Urgently review the housing iand supply position in Warwick District to identify all

the planning permissions and permitted developments for new dwellings that have

been given and remain valid and which could qualify for inclusion in both the housing

provision and the Syear housing land supply position. The method should be an

inclusive, detailed, robustly evidenced itemised report on each dwelling site, so that

a genuine, accurate 5 year housing land supply position can be established following

the pattern that I prepared for the Asps appeal and the Examination itself.

Matters that should be referred to the Secretary of State, directly or through our MP

could include

How the temporary student bulge due to expanding new university markets for
international students should be related to the projections for housing provision;

How Green Belts within city boundaries should be regarded, particularly in the

context of the growth of regional powerhouses such as Greater Birmingham.

Clarify rules on the way that the results of duty to co-operate should be dealt with

such as

r lf one authority in an HMA provides land to meet an unmet need in a

bordering authority, that the 5 year housing land supply for the host

authority should be related only to its housing requirement and the 5 year

housing supply for the assisted authority should include the land identified to

meet its need in the host authority;

o That in assessing the abilitv of the host authority to make housing provision

in future programmes that regard will be had to the effect of helping with

this unmet need in potentially limiting the amount of any new housing that

the host authority can accept. As sites are taken, the options for the future

are red uced;



The infrastructure implications for roads, schools etc on the host authority

caused by the provision of land for the assisted authority should be shared on

an equitable basis by both authorities;

. Sites provided by a host authority should be adjacent

assisted authority so that there is a greater likelihood

will serve the assisted authority and be on a similar

would reduce travel distance to work issues

conseq ue nces.

Ray Bullen, Bishops Tachbrook Parish Council

to the boundary of the

that the la nd provided

affordability basis. This

and climate cha nge

10th June 2015

equirement 2011-2029

nnualrate

5 years

us buffer of 5%

JSHMA 10908

(annual rate x
s)

5 year housing land supply

WDC housing need

le 1 Requirement
UP TO 10 MaV

201"5

get com pletions to date

to add to 5 year supply

OTAL 5 YR REqUIREMENT

with pp less not complete in 5yr

HLAA as WDC paper now in windfall

allowance @ l-75per year

acant dwelling return @22 per year

otal

rable dwelling sites

dwelling sites under construction

year requ irement feb2015to feb

uirement per Vear

umber of years supply



Draft NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN POLICIES 07/0I/15

POLICY BTHl: LOCATION OF NEW HOUSING TO MEET STRATEGIC DEMAND WITHIN THE VILLAGE SETTLEMENT

a) Within the plan period new housing development will be permitted on the site South of the School, and north west of Oakley Wood Road shown on Plan A

below.

b) The site will be developed in accordance with a master plan based on the principles set out in Policy BTH3 for mix of housing types and Policy BTH4 Design of

new Housing Development and produced for the planning application for detail matters.

c) Surface water drainage should include a Sustainable Drainage System (SUDS) and other measures to reduce surface water run-off and to alleviate the known and

regular flood risk of Oakley Wood Road with a drainage system that connects into a reliable outfall in the watercourse that flows towards the Tachbrook as shown

on Plan B below. ln addition, a ground drainage system shall be provided to the west ofthe school playing field and along the south side ofthe houses in Holt

Avenue to drain high water table levels in that part of the development site to the SuDS system, all to the satisfaction of the Lead Local Flood Authority,

Warwickshire County Council.

d) The access road into the site shall be of sufficient width, after allowing for street parking, to allow easy accessforthe school bus to deliver children to a new rear

entrance to the school with a good turning road and bus parking point. At the bus stop the pavement shall be of sufficient capacity to ensure children's safety

getting to the school gate and the developer shall provide a new secure gated access to the satisfaction of the school authorities.

e) The development will include a new pedestria n/cycle access from the new school entrance to the existing road to the Sports & Social Club, with bollards to

prevent misuse by motor vehicles. Relocate any allotments affected by this requirement to join the allotments to be provided to meet open space standards for

this site. Provide a new public footpath from the development to Oakley Wood, on the field side of the road hedgerow to the southernmost point under the

developers control and connect into a roadside path leading to the M40 bridge with provision for a path from the southern side of the motorway bridge to a safe

crossing point across the Banbury Road to Oakley Wood. HOW DO WE 6Ef FROM THE PATH VIA HIGHWAY TO WOOD?

f) Broadleaf Tree shelter belt to be planted on southwest boundary to comply with policy BTCC1 Climate Change.

g) the 2014 Housing Need Survey identified 16 dwellings that local people may need for their family members. To meet this identified need, this development
should include the following in the 150 overall housing mix proposed and this will discharge the need identified.
Rented; 2x2 bedroom house ; 2 x3 bedroom house;Shared Ownership 1x l bedroom bungalow
Owner 3 x2 bedroom house : 7 x4 bedroom house ; 1 x4 or5 bedroom house



POLICY BTH2: BISHOP'S TACHBROOK SETTLEMENT BOUNDARY

The Bishop's Tachbrook Settlement Boundary is shown on Map 6. Housing development proposals outside that Settlement Boundary will only

be permitted in locations that are

1. strategic sites in the WDC Local plan 2Ott-2O79 including Grove Farm and Woodside Farm; or

2. not in the Area of Coalescence Protection north of the village (see 10.2.3a) and only if it can be demonstrated that

a) the development is for affordable housing in perpetuity; and on a rural exception site not exceeding 3 dwellings located within, or
adjoining, an existing settlemen1 and where it can be demonstrated, by a new housing needs survey, that it is essential to meet the
needs of the local community by accommodating households who are either current residents or have an existing family or
employment connection and no other affordable housing is available for people with local connections within the parish. No additional
market homes will be allowed for any reason; or

b) the development is for rural worker's dwellings where it is demonstrated that it is essential for the/those operative(s) to be always

available to enable the particular rural activity to be effective, that the activitv is continuous & not seasonal, and suitable
accommodation is not available within 2 miles of the workplace; or

c) the development is a new isolated home in the countryside complying with NPPF55, to be truly outstanding or innovative in its design

without any intrusion into the landscape, distant or protected views or alteration to the defining characteristics of the area and which

significantly raises the quality of its immediate setting; or

d) in the case of replacement dwellings, they do not exceed the footprint area or height of the dwelling to be replaced; and, for a ll cases,

e) the development makes an overall positive gain to environmental quality as the Framework defines sustainability (NPPF 6 to 10); and

f) the development enhances the character or appearance of the area; and

g) where relevant, the development brings redundant or vacant historic buildings back into beneficial re-use and enhances the immediate
setting.

Policy BTH4 will apply to the Design of any new development.
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POLICY BTH3: MIX OF HOUSING TYPES

Proposals for new housing development must demonstrate how the type of dwellings provided will help ensure a balanced mix of housing

for Bishop's Tachbrook. 40% of the development will be affordable homes to the tenure mix required by the WDC Housing department. For

the site south of the school in BTH1, market housing will be generally to the tenure mix sutgested in Table 3 of paragraph 6.3 of this

Neighbourhood Plan which is written for the site in BTHl but to form the base of any housing mix on other sites, to provide

o dwellings designed for older persons as one or two bed bungalows to tifetime Standards, clustered to enable early care of elderly

residents, providing accessible dwellings suitable for "down-sizing" or as purpose-designed accommodation for older persons, with

provision for minimum age of 55 to qualify and for sale or rent to local people in perpetuity;

o one bedroom/2 person dwellings for smaller households in one or two storey provision;

o two and three bed dwellings in terraces not exceeding 5 dwellings or semi-detached;

r four or more bedrooms in semi-detached or detached dwellings.

Where compliance to within 10% of the suggested mix is not to the advantage of the village, parish or prospective occupiers of the

development, reasons for departure from the mix will be positively considered.

Warwick District Council Strategic sites outside the village boundary will be subject to the Local plan policy H4.



POLICY BTH4: DESIGN OF NEW HOUSING DEVELOPMENT

Proposals for new housing development, including inside the settlement boundary, must demonstrate how they will improve Bishop's

Tachbrook as a sustainable 'garden village'and have regard for policy BTH3. New housing developments must

1. Be well integrated with their surroundings by reinforcing existing connections and creating new ones; and

2. Provide convenient access to community services and facilities; and

3. Have good access to public transport or otherwise help reduce car dependency through pedestrian paths and cycleways to other parts

of the village and/or urban locations; and

4. Provide a mix of housing types and tenures that suit local housing needs as set out in policy BTH3. Provision of some allocation for
selfbuild will be encouraged; and

5. Create a place with a locally inspired or distinctive character; and where new housing is within 50m of existing housing boundaries, it
shall be single storey and the common boundary between new and existing properties to be fenced and planted with low
shrubs/hedging in keeping with the garden village concept to minimise impact on neighbours; and

6. Take advantage of the local topography, landscape and water features, trees and plants, wildlife habitats, existing buildings, site

orientation and microclimate, integrating blue/green corridors and SuDS features into the design where practicable ; and

7. Provide buildings, landscaping and planting to create well defined streets and spaces and meet the open space requirement for
recreation, children's safe play areas and allotments within the development, with contributions for children's play equipment if it is

not provided in the development; and

8. Take advantage of views into and out of the site in order to make the development easy to access and to navigate through; and

9. Provide streets which encourage low vehicle speeds and which can function as safe, social spaces; and

10. lntegrate car parking within landscaping so that it does not dominate the street and provide at least one off-road parking space for
each bedroom provided up to 3 bedrooms and then half a space per bedroom to the nearest whole number thereafter, including any

garage(slor carports; and

11. Clearly distinguish between public and private spaces, provide appropriate access, and enable the site to be well managed and safe to
use; and



12. Provide convenient, well-screened storage space for bins and recycling, and for bicycles and motor vehicles; and

13. where developments lead to fragmentation of farming units and land that would otherwise remain as unviable agricultural units,

include proposals for making it available for student related agricultural starter units as described in policy BTE2(f).

An independent design review report must be submitted with all planning applications for housing developments of more than 8 dwellings.



POLICY BTEl: NEW EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT

A Within the grovvth village of Bishops Tachbrook or in existing or new settlement areas of Grove Farm or Woodside Farm, proposals for the

development of new small businesses and for the expansion or diversification of existing businesses will be permitted, providing that

a) There is no net loss of dwellings because ofthe development; and

b) There is no net loss of agricultural land, open or recreational space or local green space because of the developmenq and

c) it can be demonstrated that there will be no adverse impact resulting from increased traffic, noise, smell, lighting, vibration or other
emissions or activities generated by the proposed development likely to be a nuisance to neighbouring residents ; and

d) no adverse impact on the naturalor built environment will result from the development proposed; and

e) where relevant, opportunities are taken to secure the re-use of historic buildings, vacant or redundant, as part of the development and

if it is within the Conservation Area or within the setting of the Conservation Area it shall be of a form, scale and appearance that
contributes to the quality of its immediate surroundings and the whole ofthe Conservation Area; and

f) it will provide free off-street parking spaces that are sufficient for the customers and employees of the new or enlarged or diversified
business based on the District Council planning parking policy uplifted by 50%. Full assessment must be made of any access and parking

of all delivery vehicles that the development will need and demonstrate how it will be provided including an assessment of the capacity
of any related public roads.

a Connectivitv Statement settinR out how Hiehspeed broadband is or will be provided to the development.
Outside the growth village of Bishops Tachbrook or outside existing settlements or the new settlement areas of Grove Farm or Woodside
Farm, or outside the Area Of Coalescence Protection north of the village (in which no new small business development will be

permitted) , proposals for the development of new small businesses or for the expansion or diversification of existing businesses that
are not directly related to agricultural activities may be permitted, providing that the qualifications a) to g) in section A of this policy are

met and the business is not located within a farming complex then

a) for a new development in the countryside, the design shall be truly outstanding in its design without any intrusion into the landscape,

distant or protected views or alteration to the defining characteristics of the area and shall significantly raise the quality of its
immediate setting; and

b) the size of the new small business will relate to the surrounding landscape, hed habitats, woodland, soils or to



features in a way that does not dominate or diminish the existing character of that location; and
c) it shall be set back from any rural road or access route and screened with woodland shelter belt planting on all sides that the

development can be seen from elsewhere in the open countryside, with bends in the development access road so that a direct view of
the development is not visible from the public highway; and

d) any Rural Roads leading to the development shall be safeguarded and development will not be permitted that would require
modification to rural roads in a way that would change the character of those roads in the vicinity of the development; and

e) any highway or other signage relating to the development is discrete, limited in size and number but must also be relevant.



POLICY BTE2: AGRICULTURAL EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT

Proposals for the development or diversification of existing agricultural businesses will be permitted, providing that

a) the development remains agricultural in nature, the scale and nature of the proposals are appropriate to their rural location so that
they can be satisfactorily integrated into the landscape without being detrimental to its character and does not constitute a different
land-use class and there is no net loss of dwellings because of the development; and

b) it can be demonstrated that there will be no adverse impact resulting from increased traffic, noise, smell, lighting, vibration or other
emissions or activities generated by the proposed development; and

c) any new buildings needed for the development are in scale with and within the existing building complex area to avoid loss of any

production land unless animal or vegetable production takes place within the building proposed; and

d) no adverse impact on the natural or built environment will result from the development proposed, including but not limited to, the
visibility of the development from a distance, the loss of hedgerows, habitats, woodland, soils or topographical features, or where

some very limited loss occurs, it is to be replaced close to the development to achieve this objective of no adverse impact; and

e) where relevant, opportunities are taken to secure the re-use of vacant or redundant historic buildings as part of the development as

well as having regard for the setting of any Listed buildings within, or near to, the developed building complex; and

f) it provides all necessary parking for staff, customers and all related vehicles and farm machinery and any rural roads leading to the

development shall be safeguarded. Development will not be permitted that would require modification to rural roads in a way that
would change the character of those roads in the vicinity of the development; and

g) any highway or other signage relating to the development is discrete, limited in size and number, but must be relevant; and

h) it can demonstrate that the development will include initiatives to promote the training of young people into the agricultural industry
including, where developments lead to fragmentation of farming units, land that would otherwise remain as unviable units, being made

available for student related starter units; and

i) it can demonstrate the development is sustainable in environmental, social and economic terms including its commercial viability as

well as retaining the viability of the existing agricultural business ; and

j) provide a Connectivity Statement setting out how High-speed broadband is or will be provided to the development



POLICY BTCC1:CLIMATE CHANGE MITIGATION APLIED TO NEW DEVELOPMENT.

Development within Bishop's Tachbrook is required to meet zero carbon principles by

a) reducing energy usage by the use of layout, building volume, orientation, construction techniques and materials including elimination of
the use of energy for cooling and ventilation, so that any Carbon Dioxide emissions from energy usage in the development, for housing

according to the types and sizes set out in the table to the policy and in other developments, that exceeds the Maximum Fabric Energy

Efficiency ol 39 kgCOz/m2/annum, in the case of developments that have a party wall with adjacent properties that is not less than 25% of
its own perimeter external wall or of Maximum Fabric Energy Efficiency 46 kgCOz/m2/annum in all other cases; and

b) where the Maximum Fabric Energy Efficiency exceeds these limits, woodland carbon sequestration will be provided by the planting of new

woodland of a land area calculated in accordance with the table to this policy and to be located within the site of the development, or if
this is demonstrated not to be possible, on another location within the Bishop's Tachbrook Neighbourhood, or if that is also demonstrated

not to be possible, then in a location nominated and certificated by the Woodland Trust, all costs to be met by the development including

maintenance for the 40 year carbon calculation period ; and

c! all proposals for development must have a Statement of the Development being Essential and the consequences to society of the

development not proceeding. Where the essential nature of the development cannot be proven, if the energy usage is completely CO2 free,

then the development may be considered in relation to the other policies in the Neighbourhood Plan.
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TABLE TO PO LICY BTCCl

Note 1i choose constant from woodland trust carbon lookuptablesV 1,4 22Feb 2012 .0.233 is lor mixed native woodland 20%oak, Ash & Birch, 10%Alder& Rowan,8%Aspen, T% Hazel &

5% Willow all at 2.5m c/cs gives cumulative net carbon sequestration of 223 tons of CO2 per ha over 40 years :column G = number of ha of woodland required.

Dwelling type Zero

Carbon

floor
area

Min

gifa

Actual

gross int

floor area

(eifa)

Actual

Number of
dwellings

Maximum fa bric

energy efficiency

kgCoz/m2/annum

SAP calculation of
fabric energy

efficiency

kgCoz/m2/annum

Woodland sequestration

tCOz

Ar:ea of 4Oyear

life woodland ha

Constant varies on

tree mix see note 1

A B C D E F = c x{(B-A}+(E-D))/1ooo c = F/0.223

1 bed

apartment

40 43 39

2 bed

apartment

63 67 39

3 bed mid-

terrace

70 76 39

3 bed end

terrace/semi-d

70 76 46

Detached 110 118 46

Large d etached 110 130 46

TOTALS )column C lcolumn F fcolumn G

LI



POLICY BTCC2 :CLIMATE CHANGE AND SOLAR POWER

Solar Power Generation proposals that meet the following criteria will be permitted :

1- Proposals must not be located on greenfield land that is best and most versatile land including grade 38, but be focussed on land

that has been previously developed and not agricultural, provided that it is not of high environmental value and does not support
birds and wildlife that are protected; and

2 The land must not be visible from any other ground location other than in the immediate vicinity of the Solar Power Generator and

not in the view of any adjacent residential properties, roads or public footpaths or Rights of Way; and

3 great care should be taken to ensure heritage assets are conserved in a manner appropriate to their significance, including the
impact of proposals on views important to their setting. As the significance of a heritage asset derives not only from its physical

presence, but also from its setting, Solar Power Generators, which are industrial in nature, will not be permitted within the setting
of such assets due to the substantial harm to the significance of the asset that may be caused; and

4 Security fencing around the Solar Power Generator shall be carefully designed including 300mm into the ground to prevent

accidental animal incursion under the fence and planted both sides with native woodland hedgerow plants at least 3 plants depth
either side with native Woodland trees at intervals; and

5 All cables from the generation plant shall be underground to the point where it joins the existing grid powerlines; and

6 the proposal allows for biodiversity improvements around arrays; and

7 the proposal is to be considered as a temporary structure and planning conditions will be used to ensure that the installations are
removed when no longer in use and the land is restored to its previous use; and

8 any lighting to the site shall be for maintenance only and only be used when needed and fitted with a timed cut-off to prevent
lighting pollution; and

9 the site shall be assessed for local flooding, particularly where such flooding may affect adjacent properties and either adequate
drainage provided or the application be refused.

To help the community reduce Carbon Dioxide emissions and support the move to a low carbon future, proposals should include the
installation of solar power and the upgrading of insulation to current standards to existing dwellings in the parish at the rate of 10 dwellings
per MW capacity of the solar generator, the dwellings to be nominated by the Parish Council and the installations be provided free of charge
to residents.
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POLICY BTREl: FLOO D RlSK

1. Where necessary, or where sites are identified on the Environment Agency flood risk maps as being at risk of flooding, planning

applications for development in Eishop's Tachbrook must be accompanied by a Flood Risk Assessment which identifies the flood risk

for the site and describes the measures that will be taken. Any application within 10m of a watercourse will require a flood risk

assessment at application stage regardless of the EA flood maps.

a) to ensure that the development does not have an adverse impact on flood risk in the locality, and

b) Ensure flood risk will be managed now and over the developments lifetime, takint climate change into account and with regards to
the vulnerability of its users

2 The Design and Access Statement accompanying the relevant planning application, and where relevant in other documents supporting

the application, must show how any proposed mitigation measures have been satisfactorily integrated into the design and layout of the

development.

3. Along the length of the Tach Brook, no development will be permitted that is below 62m AOD, including any access routes into and out

of the development to prevent flooding of properties in the Tach Brook Flood Plain

4. Surface water shall be discharged through a Sustainable Drainage System to meet National Standards to reduce surface water runoff to
the satisfaction of the lead local Flood Authority (Warwickshire County Council) and at the same time improve biodiversity, amenity

and water quality. Natural flood plains shall be identified and avoided for development.

5. Prevention of flooding on the development site shall be designed to be safe without increasing the risk of flooding elsewhere.

6. All development proposals should seek to actively reduce flood risk and provide betterment.
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POLICY BTRE2: PROTECTION OF LAND

A. land within Bishop's Tachbrook Neighbourhood Area that is outside Settlement Boundaries defined in Policy BTH2 and designated rural on

the Neighbourhood Plan Map, will be protected from development, except for certain exceptions set out in paragraphs (a) to (c) on Policy

BTH2; or Policies BTE1B or BfE2; or strategic sites set out in WDC Local Plan 2011-2029.

B. No development will be permitted in the Area of Coalescence Protection north of the village, as shown on Map 8 in paragraph 10.2.3a,

unless it is a strategic site set out in WDC Local Plan 2Ot1,-2O29.

C. Agricultural landwill be protected from any form of development, includ ing a 'Country Park,' that changes its character from its agricu ltu ral

base or is within 10m of a watercourse unless determined otherwise by District Council Strategic Policies essential to meet unavoidable

objectives.

D. Local Green Spaces will be protected from development as defined in NPPF76 and are designated in Table 16 in 10.5.4

Ref. No. location Area
ha

Proximity and

access

Special reason Arising from
planned layout

Local

cha racte r
ls it
extensive?

LGSOl Meadow 2.968 Close, easv access recreational no yes no

LGSO2 Villaee Green o.467 ditto Central green, tranquillity, focal point yes yes no

LGSO3 Farm Walk 0.057 ditto A tranquil amenitv Yes Yes No

LGSO4 Lisle Gardens 0.133 Ditto Tranquil greenspace Yes Yes No

LGSO5 5t. Chads Road o.t52 Ditto Residential green Yes Yes No

LGSO6 Mallory Road 0.223 Ditto Amenitv for older persons housing Yes Yes No

LGSOT South of Holt Avenue tba Ditto Allotments and walking area Yes Yes No

LGSOS Field north of Croft close 0.84 Ditto Wildlife, unmown meadow adjacent to
conservation area

No Yes No

LGSO9 Othello Avenue 1.196 Ditto Waterspace and wildlife Yes Yes No

tGSlO Woodside 1 tba Ditto Green buffer to maln road Yes Yes No

tGs11 NOT USED
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1G512 Woodside 2 tba Ditto Green buffer to main road Yes Yes No

LGS13 New wood & parkland off
Rideswell Grove

5.0 Ditto Recreational woodland and play space No Yes No

LGS14 Harburv Lane playing fields 8.5 Ditto recreational No Yes No

LGS 15 land east of The Leopard 2.35 Ditto Valued landscape, tranquillity wildlife,
brookstray and re-establish agricultural
use

No Yes No

1G516 Tachbrook Valley Ditto Valued landscape, tranquillity, wildlife,
PRoW, recreational

No Yes Large but 1

unit

LGS17 land west Seven Acre Close 2.59 Ditto Natural environment & recreational No Yes no

LGS 18 oakley Wood excluding the
Crematorium site

57.31 Ditto Mixed ancient woodland No Yes Large but
unit

1

LGS19 Wiggerland Wood 11.51 Ditto Broadleaved Ancient woodland No Yes no

LGS2O Grove plantation 2.94 Ditto woodland No Yes no

15



POLICY BTRE3: PROTECTION AND ENHANCEMENT OF THE NATURAL ENVIRONMENT

A) All development proposals will be required to demonstrate that the natural environment in Bishop's Tachbrook will be protected and,

where appropriate, sensitively made more protective of the natural environment. A Planning Statement should show how the natural

environment requirements of policies BTH1 (f), BTH2 (c), (e), (f), BTHa 6, 7 , 8, BTEL A(d), B (a! to (e), BTE2 (dl, BTCC1 (b), BTCC2, BTRE1

(4), & BTRE2 (A) have been met including improvement to the Avon LWS SPlsti8f designated area and Tach Brook WFD waterbody,

including the use of Woodlands for Water quality improvement Scheme.

B) The statement should include the way by which the proposal makes the natural environment more accessible to the local community

and includes proposals for ecologically balanced maintenance and management of the natural environment.

Cl Protected views listed in paragraph 10,5.4b, must not be affected bythe proposed development.

D) Rural roads will be safeguarded. A rural Road is any road in the rural area outside of defined settlements that is not a Motorway or an A

class road, Development will not be permitted that would require major modifications to surrounding rural roads in a way that would

change the character of rural roads in the vicinity ofthe proposal.

E) Land to be designated as Local Green Space is set out in table 16 to paragraph 10.4.5d,

F) No Development of designated Ancient Woodland will be permitted that will reduce the area of the Woodland or that has the potential

to reduce wildlife and biodiversity.

G) Planting of new woodland and expansion of existing coppices or woodland will be sought to help to reduce the effect of the loss of the

Elm that was once an important part of the Warwickshire Landscape particularly in this area and to increase biodiversity and habitat.

These may be linked to or in addition to Policy CC1. Trees should be native species or a targeted crop.

16



PoLICY BTHEl: PROTECTION oF HERITAGE ASSETS

A) Permission will not be granted to alter or extend a Listed Building unless

a) a design & access statement is provided that clearly shows the detail set out in paragraph 10.6.2c demonstrating that the proposal is

sympathetic with and maintains the scale, massing and character of the Listed Buildint; and

bt The reason for changes of use of the building demonstrates that the existing use is no longer viable or that the proposed use is

sympathetic to the special architectural , historic or setting of the listed building'

B) New developments or extensions in the visual proximity of a Listed Building that do not and cannot demonstrate that the setting of the

listed building will not be affected by the new development as set out in paragraph 10.6.2d will not be permitted; and

C) Development will not be permitted within the designated red areas of Scheduled Ancient Monuments nor within their setting, taking

account of views into and out of the site being of sufficient distance so that there is no effect on the setting because of that spatial

separation; except for any work necessary in relation to the Ancient Monument itself authorised by Historic England'

D) Designated and undesignated Heritage assets within the parish and their settints must be protected, conserved and enhanced when

development proposal are brought forward.

17



POLICY BTHE2: ENHANCEMENT OF BISHOP'S TACHBROOK CONSERVATIoN AREA

Heritage assets within the parish, especially the listed buildings in the Conservation area and their settings must be protected,

conserved and enhanced when development proposal are brought forward.

Opportunities will be taken to enhance Bishop's Tachbrook Conservation Area, either when planning permission is granted for
development within or affecting the Conservation Area or through other proposals which improve the quality of the historic and

social environment. Proposals that enhance the Conservation Area will be designed to improve the range, quality and functionality
of public amenities and to mitigate the impact of motor vehicles in favour of people on foot; and development will also be expected

to respect the character, appearance or settint ofthe Conservation Area and important views both in and out of them.

Gardens and open spaces that contribute to the appearance, historic interest and social cohesion will be protected from development

Unlisted heritage assets in the Conservation Area.

Alterations or extensions to unlisted heritage assets in the Conservation Area that will adversely affect the character, appearance or
setting of the Conservation Area will not be permitted and there will be a presumption in favour of the retention of unlisted herltage
assets that positively contribute to the character, appearance or setting of the Conservation Area. Consent for total demolition of
unlisted heritate assets will only be granted as described in Paragraph 10.5.3f.

POLICY BTLACVl: PROTECTION OF COMMUNITY ASSETS AND LOCAL A55ETS OF COMMUNITY VALUE

Community Assets and potential and actual Local Assets of Community Value in the Asset Table as amended from time to time, \ rill be

protected from development that adversely affects the community benefit that the asset provides. Where proposals might be reduced or
lost, the Parish Council may consider an alternative location provided it is of equal or better provision than the location to be lost.

Whenever Assets are to be altered or extended the community aspect ofthe asset should not be reduced.

Where the Asset is thought to be at risk or may become so, the asset will be nominated for inclusion in the Warwick District Council list of
Assets of Community Value.
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TABLE 17 COMMUNITY ASSETS & ASSETS OF COMMUNITY VALUE YET TO BE REFFERED TO WARWICK DISTRICT COUNCIL

Buildings Recreation Horticulture Rural Amenities Green Spaces

Community Assets in the ownership of or under the control of Bishops Tachbrook Parish Council.

Sports & Social Club The Meadow playing fields

lncluding children's playground

Floodlit Porous Pitch, BMX track

Allotments (by the

Meadow)

Storage sheds near club

The 'Village Green'

Local green spaces

1gs03,04,05,06,07,08

Assets of Community Value in the ownership of other public bodies

BT C of E Primary School

Croft Surgery
Harbury Lane Playing Fields (WDC)

Oakley Wood (WDC)

Europa Way Wood
(wcc)

Assets of Community Value in other ownerships
Wychwood Close shops Land west of Seven Acre Close Allotments off Oakley

Wood Road

Wiggerland Wood

Leopard Public House Land east of Leopard Hiehdown Hill
Half moon pla ntation
The Tach Brook & its
ban ks

Grove Plantation
Castle Park
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POLICY BTLACV2: THE PROVISION OF NEW LOCAL ASSETS OF COMMUNITY VALUE

When planning permission is granted for development in Bishop's Tachbrook, a Parish Council assessment of the effect of the development

on the community and its assets will be made to either extend or provide new local assets of community value, in accordance with
priorities identified in the Neighbourhood Plan or as otherwise determined by the Parish Council. Appropriate use will be made of the

Community lnfrastructure Levy, other planning agr€ements or planning conditions to provide new local assets of community value.

POLICY BTLWBl: SPORT, RECREATION AND COMMUNITY PROVISION

Enlargement of the village population, as distinct from the whole parish, currently does not meet the District Council Open Space standard.

Development in Bishop's Tachbrook will require more open space as set out in 10,8.19. to provide improved sports facilities and the

upgrading of existing facilities, in line with priorities identified in 10.8.1d of this Neighbourhood Plan subject to the financial viability of any

provision, as determined bythe Parish Council. Appropriate usewill bemadeof the Community lnfrastructure Levy, other planning

agreements or planning conditions, in order to deliver improved and new sporting, recreational and community facilities

PO LICY BTLWB2: ALLOTMENT PROVISION

Allotment provision in the parish will be to the national standard of 20 allotments per 1000 population. The population for new

developments will be calculated on the basis of 1 person per bedroom built, except for 1 bedroom properties which will be at the rate of
1,5 persons per dwelling. For this purpose, rooms described as office or similar will be taken as a bedroom.

On strategic development sites outside the village, allotments will be provided on the development and arrangements for their

management and ownership will need to be agreed at detail application stage. On the stratetic development site in the village, the

allotment provision of 17 plots may be located around the village.
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POLICY BTLWB3: PEDESTRIAN ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE

Public Rights of Way and their settings will be protected from development including all access points to them. Opportunities will be taken

to develop, improve and extend the footpath network, including some bridlepaths, within Bishop's Tachbrook Neighbourhood Area in order

to provide better pedestrian access to the countryside and will be expected to be included in any development proposals on or adjacent to
a development site either through the granting of planning permissions for development or through other proposals which enhance or

increase the footpath network.

POLICY BTT1: IMPROVING TRANSPORT PRoVlSloN

Development will only be permitted that makes provision to

t ) improve public transport, particularly bus services, in Bishop's Tachbrook, including from Warwick and Gaydon

2) improve the frequency of bus services including at evenings and weekends

3) provide additional cycle routes through the village to connect the new developments to Leamington safely

4) provides for additional safety measures in and around the parish to reduce the risk to pedestrians due to the greater impact of

traffic on the roads through the parish

5) have regard for the effect of transport works on the character and nature of the conservation area where roads pass through them

such provision to be objectively assessed by the Highway Authority in conjunction with the Parish Council when new development is

proposed or when transportation schemes are produced which affect the Neighbourhood Area.

PoLICY BTT2: IMPROVING ROAD SAFETY

Developers will be required to provide transport assessments to show the measures that will be required to improve accessibility and

safety for all modes of transport wherever it may impact both inside the Neighbourhood area and beyond. The costs of improvements

identified by that assessment and by the County Council Highways Assessment to improve road safety in the Neighbourhood Area will be

met by the new development and completed before the first house in the development is occupied.
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Neighbourhood Plan

Update 14th May 2015
The Neighbourhood Plan Group comprises members of the Parish Councils of Baginton, Bubbenhall

Stoneleigh and Ashow.

An initial scoping meeting was held on 5'h May with Kirkwells attended by Louise Kirkup and Claire

Parker. The meeting was also attended by Joanne Shattock, Wendy Harris and Steve Haynes from

Bubbenhall, Walter Bush from Baginton, Richard Hancox and David Wintle from Stoneleigh.

Apologies were received from Chris Goodwin from Baginton and Robin fryer fromAshow.

Locality funding is now available again up to f8,000 and we can bid for 6 months expenditure and

we can bid up to 4 times. An expression of interest is required followed by registration and an

application. lt was agreed that an initial application would be made identifying Pat Maddison as the

_ principal point of contact on behalf ofthe three parishes. David Wintle would be identified as the

i'ritial contacI for any queries.

Designation was discussed and this should be pursued immediately following the elections and

finalisation of the boundary review.

lssues identified by the first questionnaire were numerous but predomlnantly related to Traffic, HS2

and Gateway. Housing would also need to be addressed as would Middlemarch, Stoneleigh Park.

The plan needs to be evidence based and as such surveys would be required. A housing needs

survey for each village should be pursued and Sarah Brooke-Taylor from Warwickshire Rural

Community Council had made contact to offer such. This is to be followed up.

Traffic surveys have been undertaken from time to time and information about these should be

sought from the County Council.

Village Design Statements were also recommended and it was considered that Robin Fryer might be

approached to prepare these for each settlement.

- To Do List

. Draft Vision and Objectives

. lssues and Options

o Draft Project Plan - program for 6 months

o National and Local Policy Assessment

The next meeting will be held on Wednesday l.7th June.

Update 19th.lune 2015
A grant funding application has been made to Locality. The result of that application is expected

within the next few days.

Local meetings have happened in Baginton, Bubbenhall and Stoneleigh of the steering group and

information shared at a joint meeting this week.
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Possible Housing Needs Surveys have been investigated through Warwickshire Rural Community

Council and a model housing needs survey form provided by them. lt is for the Parish Councils to
decide if they wish to pursue such a survey.

A draft Vision and Objectives statement is being prepared in the light ofthe responses to the first
questionnaire and evidence collected to date.

Village Design Statements are being considered to promote sympathetic and sustainable

development within the villages wherever they may occur.

A project planner has also been included with the grant application (including a programme for the

next 6 months).

We hope to be able to appoint Kirkwells shortly to begin the other aspects as set out in their
proposals.

- Update 7tf' Ju y 2015

Funding of f6,000 has now been secured. Kirkwells can now be forma lly appointed.

Key Neighbourhood Plan Visions and Objectives need to be sent to Kirkwells by the end of this week.

A new rural housing officer has been appointed at WRCC who will cover the Warwick District Council

area. That is Fiona Henderson. The group will liaise with Fiona and arrange for the Housing Needs

Survey to be underta ken.

Meanwhile, we have also been contacted by Sheldon Bosely, acting for Stoneleigh Abbey Trust,

wishing to be involved. No formal contact has yet been made nor have any discussions taken place.

This would appear to be a similar approach as that made by Courts (Warwickshire) Ltd.

A very useful update has been published in the recent Stoneleigh Magazine advising on progress and

the likelihood of the Housing Needs Survey appearing shortly.
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Local Plan Group

Update to Parish Councils 14'i'May 2015

The Local Plan group comprises the three Rule 5 parties to the Public lnquiry held into Gateway last
year. That is The Community Group, CPRE and members of Bertie MacKay's group.

The Community Group (via Bubbenhall Council) have written twice to lan Kemp, the program officer,
regarding the lnitial Hearings but were declined a part in those. lt was made clear that the lnitial
Hearings would deal solely with the Duty to Co-operate, Housing Numbers and Housing Land Supply.

Matters relating to Green Belt and Employment Land are to be dealt with at a later date.

Robin Fryer did attend on day, item 1, and has reported back to the group. CPRE have also attended
items 2 and 3.

.- The Local Plan group will continue to monitor progress ofthe Local Plan and prepare and gather

evidence in preparation for our written statements for the next stage of the Examination in Public,

as and when that takes place.

The lnspector has indicated that he will write to Warwick District Council with his findings in

approximately 2 weeks'time and we understand that may be a long letter.

The next meeting ofthe Local Plan group will be on Tuesday 26th May 2015.

U pdate 9th June 2015

The Parish Council will be aware of the letter from the Inspector to Warwick District Council in the

light of the initial hearings. The lnspector appears to be recommending that WDC withdraw the

Local Plan in the light of what he sees as shortfalls in housing provision.

It would appear that WDC are seeking the Local Plan to be called in by the Secretary of State for
determination by him and the continuation of the examination in public.

Whatever the outcome it is likely to represent a further, potentially significant, delay to the process.

This may be either beneficial or detrimental to the parishes and certainly provides only further
uncertainty. lt may allow the Neighbourhood Plan to become further advanced before adoption of
the Local Plan. lt may equally provide more time for WDC to strengthen their retrospective evidence

base for including the removal of the Gateway site from Green Belt. lt may also lead to increased

pressure on the Green Belt to make way for additional housing allocations.

Update Trh.July 2015
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Warwick District council received a letter from the lnspector on 6th June 2015 as reported at the last

meeting. lt has transpired that WDC wrote to the Secretary ofState, Greg Clark, the same day

requesting the 5oS call in the Local Plan. The actual letter only came to light on 2"d July 2015.

ln view ofthe content ofthe WDC letter, a letter was sent by Bubbenhall Parish Council on the 3'd

July 2015 on behalfofThe Community Group/The three Parish Councils. This requested an

equitable opportunity to put forward our reasoned objections to the proposed policies in relation to

Green Belt and Gateway.

Both Ietters are provided for circulation. We await a response from the Secretary of state'
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Leader of the Council

Cllr Andrew Mobbs

PO Box 2175, Warwick District Council, Riverside House
Milverton Hill, Royal Leamington Spa, CV32 5QE

direct line: 01926 456000
switchboard: 01926 410410

fax: 01926 456448
ertarf jameel, malik@warwickdc.gov. uk

web.' www.warwickdc. gov.uk

Sent electronically to :

The Secretary of State. Mr
Greg Clark

gregclarkmp@ parliament. uk;
qreq.clark@communities.qsi.qov.
uk

our ref:AM lgsh
your ref:

6th June 2015

Dear Secretary of State

Warwick District Local Plan - f nspector's Letter

lvlay I first of all congratulate you on your appointment as Secretary of State for
Communities and Local Government.

Sadly, my first cause to write to you as Leader of Warwick District council is in
connection with the very recent announcement of the lnspector's letter on part 1 of the
Examination in Publlc of our draft Local Plan. The letter and an officer briefing note are
attached for information, The gist of my concern can, howeveT, be set out br,efly as
follows: -

Warwick District Council has embraced the Government's policy of promoting a plan-
led planning system, which puts power in the hands of local people. It has identified
land for just under 13,000 new homes. This level of housing exceeds our District's
needs and provides over 100 dwellings per annum towards Coventry City's needs.
Many of these homes have already been granted planning permission. That represents
a 200lo increase in the number of households livlng in the district over the next 15
years. We have found land for a large sub-regional employment site (the "Gateway"),
which will generate between 7500 and 10,000 new jobs in high technology industry.
Your predecessor insisted that this site should come forward through the local plan
process, We understand that; we just want to get on and deliver it. The Plan also
enables the expansion of Warwick University. It is positive, ambitious and reflects a

firm commitment to the Government's growth agenda. All told, we believe the Plan will
generate capital investment in the District oF between t3 to L4 billion over its life time.
We have done this even though we are constrained by Green Belt, which covers 800/0

of our District, and by world quality heritage assets, such as warvvick Castle and its
park. We want to deliver a dynamic economy and a good quality of life for our
residents. I will confess that it has been a struggle politically to achieve this

(!recycle t'\ lruvesrons'-_\/ rN PEOPLE
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we have got on with the job, and had looked forward to a positive and constructive
response from our inspector.

We have been bitterly disappointed by the Inspector's response. In a nutshell, he has
provisionally decided that we should go back to the drawing board and spend the next
two years resolving Coventry's housing problems and its impact on the wider sub-
region. In the meantime, it is dijficult to see how anyone in Coventry and Warwickshire
wlll be able to progress a local plan.

He has also suggested we do not have a five year housing land supply. To that we say
three things. First, we can show you several examples of inspectors who have recently
drawn the same conclusion but recommended that plans be adopted because they
recognise that is a better solution than having no plan at all; houses and infrastructure
get delivered where local people have decided they should be provided, and
infrastructure is properly coordinated. That does not happen without a Local Plan; we
are left with wasteful and chaotic planning by appeal. Second, if we need more land, I
give you my word that we will find it and I have already asked my officers to start work
on exploring options to address the Inspector's concerns about our proposed supply as
a result of his findings with regard to the windfalls allowance. Third, surely it is better
to proceed with a plan that provides land for 13,000 homes now and make up any
shortfall arlsing outside the District by way of an early Teview as we have already
pro posed to do?

If. however, if the inspector's approach is allowed to prevail five specific adverse
consequences will result: -

a) Delay in delivering Local Plan Housing Sites:

Any Local Plan housing sites in the green belt cannot be brought forward until
the Plan is adopted. Withdrawal of the Plan will therefore hold up the delivery oF

all housing sites within the green belt including at Kenilworth, and Lillington.
This undermines the Council's ambitions to boost housing supply in line with the
NPPF but will also mean that the community benefits that these developments
are intended to bring will be delayed.

b) consequences for the sub-regional employment site:

As the proposed sub-regional employment site (The Gateway) is currently within
the green belt, this cannot be progressed until the Plan is adopted. This is likely
to have implications for the supply of readily available large-scale employment
land within the sub-region. Such delay will clearly hinder the recovery of the
local economy slowing the growth of businesses and jobs and undermine the
Sub Regional Strategic Economic Plan. We have active occupier interest in part
of this site which could yield thousands of jobs now but which could be lost with
this announcement. A decision by the investor is due next week!

(lrecycle INVESTORS
IN PEOPLE,,w" l.\
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c) Applications for development on unwanted sites:

Whilst we do not have a Local Pan in place there is a risk that applications for
development on non-green belt sites which fall outside our spatial strategy will
receive planning permission through appeals. This is particularly the case when
we do not have a 5 year supply of housing land, something which can best be
remedied in a controlled way through the adoption of the Local Plan. This may
have particular implications for the Asps appeal (900 houses) and the
forthcoming Gallows Hill appeal south of Warwick (400 houses).

d) Outdated Plan Policies:

The pollcies in the emerging Local Plan (for instance those coverinq retail,
economy/ flooding, healthy communities, housing etc.) cannot be given weight
in the event that the Plan is withdrawn. This would mean that decisions on a
whole range of planning applications would have to be based on policies in the
extant Local Plan that are long in the tooth or on national policy,

e) Infrastructure Delivery:

The deiivery and funding of Infrastructure will be more difficult to achieve for two
reasons, Firstly we will be at risk from applications on unallocated land for which
infrastructure requirements have not been fully assessed nor planned for, making
it harder to identiry and justify developer contributions. Secondly, a delay to the
Local Plan adoption will also delay our ability to adopt a Community
lnfrastructure Levy Scheme. This will increase the risk that we will not be able to
justify Section 106 contributions for all infrastructure requirements due to
"pooling restrictions".

In the circumstances, we hope you will agree that it simply is not an option to
withdraw the Plan.

We have a more positive suggestion to make; we would invite you to consider calling-
in the Plan and completing the Examination ln Public. As part of this, we would ask you
to review the Inspector's provisional conclusions and would invite you (subject to any
main modifications that may be required) to find the Plan sound, including the
incorporation of an early review policy to provide a clear way of addressing unmet need
a rising outside the D;strict.

(lrecycle rw"r /"-\ rruvrstons
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This suggestion would provide an opportunity to demonstrate the Government's
commitment to helping Councils that take plan-making seriously, to get them adopted.
It would enable us to bring forward development that is badly needed and would
support local choice which is rightly such an important part of the Government's
localism agenda. To that end, we would welcome an early meeting with you to discuss
this and other options for taking the Plan forward. In the interim, we trust that the
examination process may be held in abeyance

Yours sincerely,

Leader Warwick District Council

Andrew. mobbs@wa rwickdc.qov. uk

Mobile No: A7863 725999

cc: Jeremy Wright MP. and Chris White MP

(lrecycle ,,;# f-\ txvesrons
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BUBBENHALL PARISH COUNCIL

Parish Clerk: Jane Fleming
Telephone: 02476301849
Email: bubbenhallpclerk@gmail.com

3 Waggoners Close
Bubbenhall
CV8 3JE

3rd ju ly 2015
Sent electron ica lly to:

The Secretary of State, Mr Greg Clark

ffqcllq ! 1lr]rp@pqr,lieili s-!!q!;
erex.!lnr(@! a !! !r u]]rirqt

Dear Secretary of 5tate,
Warwick District Local Plan

We have just seen Warwick District Council's letter to you dated 6'h lune asking you to call in

the examination of their proposed Local Plan. We write to you because we consider that
WDC's letter is seriously misleading in some respects.

We, and other interested parties objecting to aspects of WDC'S proposed plan, were

excluded from participation in the initial hearings of the examination because these were

dedicated to issues of housing and the Duty to Cooperate. Our main issues concern

employment land and the Green Belt. Despite this very restricted initial examination,
WDC'S letter places great weight on employment aspects and invites you to judge the plan

to be sound. We consider that such an approach would be seriously flawed.

WDC's letter equates the proposed 'sub-regional employment site'to the'Gateway'
planning applications. As part of The Community Group, which encompasses Baginton,

Bubbenhalland Stoneleigh parishes, we participated in the lnquiry which led to rejection of
the Gateway applications by your predecessor earlier this year (Decision Letter dated 12 '
February 2015, reference APP/U4 610|V /1312202736 & APP /r372s/V /I3/22027381. WDC

claims that "your predecessor insisted that this site should come forward through the local

plan process". We consider that WDC'S claim grossly distorts the facts in the Decision Letter
(e.g. paragraphs 13-17 and 25). Major employment development on this site would cause

substantial harm to the Green Belt (e.9. its openness) and there is no compelling economlc
case for a development of the scale proposed. There are no 'very special circumstances' or
exceptional circumstances that make this site unique and would justify u ndermin ing the
intended permanence of the Green Belt,

We consider that the employment and Green Belt policies proposed in Warwick District's
local plan must be examined rigorously; we judge them to be unsound and even less
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sustainable than the Gateway proposal already rejected. Whichever approach you decide to
take in response to WDC'S request, we trust that we will have an equitable opportunity to
put forward our Teasoned objections to the proposed policies.

Yours sincerely,

1 ,",,' j j
lt :1, :,.,ij.-*", * _ _-'

Jane Fleming
Bubbenhall Parish Clerk
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Disolay rmaoes beovr' | Alwavs dsDlav imaoes lrom Park ands

Dear Pat

Please coLrld you circulate this email concerning HS2 which I have received from Caroline Pickering.

Best wishes

Hazel

Fromr PICKERING, Caroline Irnailtoipickeringc@parliament.uk]
Sent: 08 July 2015 12:34
To: Parklands
Cc: iYartin Smith; Debbie Prince
Subject: RE: HS2 Stoneleigh & Ashow JPC

Dear Hazel,

I apologise for my deiay in comlng back to you fo lowing our email exchange below about maps and a meeting with HS2 Ltd.

Asyouwill know the AP2 documents will be published on Monday, 13th.lrly. Thedo.umentswi includedetailsofthechangesto
the proposed route following the petltion hearings. There wil be new maps includlng new noise maps. As with the HS2 Hybrid

Bill coplesoftheAP2documentswill beplacedlnlocal libraries. However we have also reqLrested copies for the constituency

office so that individuals can make an appointment to corne and look at thern. Presently, the most up to date maps are those that

were available during petltioning, which I believe you have already seen

Following the publicatlon there will be a 6 week petitioning period, which will follow the same process as the HS2 Hybrid Bill and

youwill be able to comrnent on the detal . Further inforrnation on the process will be included in the paperwork but Sara Board

at WCC will be able to advise on that also.

ln terms of Stoneleigh Park, I am told that negotiations are ongoing so the maps released on Monday will not differ hugely to the

existing maps online. Tothatend and untilthe negotiations with Stoneleigh Park are concluded and rnitiSation agreed HS2 Ltd

don't have any more information and don't feel that a meeting to discuss noise would be very useful to you at thls stage as detail

is changing.

I questioncd Richard NuttalL about ongoing communication and engagcment wlth the community and he confirmed HS2 Ltd will

continue to engage when more detail isavailable. HS2 Ltd expect the plans for Stoneleigh will be included in AP4, laterthisyear.

I wondered if you had raised your concerns about the wall and noise deflection with Colin Hooper?

Flnally, please do forgive me if 1 am repeating what you a readY know

With kind regards,
Caroline
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From: Parklands @l
Sent: 24lune 2015 19:47
To: PICKERING, caroline
Cc: Jane Mackenzie; Martin Smithj Debbie.Prince@warwickdc.eov.uk
Subject: RE: H52 stoneleigh & Ashow JPc

Dear Caroline

Thank you for requesting maps from H52 Ltd. I presume that they will also send sections and noise calculations to enable us to
prepare our comments.

It migltt be sensible to ask for a provisional date for a meeting with H52's noise expert as this may ensure that the information is

sent as a matter of some urgency.

To date H52 Ltd. have been very reluctant to issue to the local community the same level of detailed information that has been
under discussion with commercial concerns.

Would itbesensibleto requestthe information and a provisional date for a meeting thatwill allowabrief periodof timeforthe
preparatiOn of questions?

Best wishes

Hazel

From: PICKERING, Caroline lmailtorpickerinqc@parliament.uk]
Sent: 24 June 2015 17:03
To: Parklands
Slbject: RE; HS2 - Stoneleiqh & tuhow Jrc

Dear Hazel,

Just to confirm that I have requested the up to date maps from Hs2 Ltd and will let you know if and when we receive them.

Also, I haven't done anything about requesting/organising a meeting with H52 Ltd's noise expert as you haven't asked specifically
and I am assurning you want all of the information to hand before a request goes in?

Perhaps you might confirm that I have understood correctly?

Many thanks,
Caroline

From: Parklands @l
Sent: 17 June 2015 11:37
To: PICKER'NG, Caroline
Cc: N4artin Smith; lane Mackenzie; lgEhie-Plllq(etdq!4g&Etgyuk
Subiect: REr H52 - Stoneleigh & Ashow I PC

Dear Caroline

Thank you for your help concerning Stonelejgh Park and for offerang to assist concerning a meeting with H52 Ltd's noise expert.

When we met the representatives of H52 Ltd in October 2014 we asked for copies of the up to date drawings that had been
prepared for Stoneleigh Park. These drawings were not forthcom ing a nd it is likely that they will now have been amended to
reflect more accurately the proposed wall adjacent to the railwav line as it runs through Stoneleigh Park whjch was agreed as a

corridor deal between HS2 Ltd and Stoneleigh Park Ltd.

Our experience of trying to obtain information from H52 Ltd. leads us to expect that they will procrastinate and if you would ask

on our behalf it will ensure that we will have accurate information and will not enter any meeting at a disadvantage. We would
be most grateful if you could ask for copies of the current plans and sections and noise calculations to enable us to prepare our
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comments more accurately and succinctly when we meet to discuss the latest proposals,

With k'nd regards

Hazel

Dr Hazel Fryer
Stoneleigh and Ashow Joint Parish Council

From: PICKERING, Caroline Imailtoroickerinoc(o]par|Iament.ukl
S€ntr 12 June 2015 12r09
To: Parklands
Cc: Martin Smih; WRIGHT, Jeremy
Subject: HS2 - Stoneleigh & Ashow JPC

Dear Hazel,

Further to my call a short moment ago, as promised I am writing to confirm what he discussed and have copied my email to
Martin.

As you know I contacted Neil Caulfield regarding a petitioner's right to return to the Committee. You are concerned the right to
return afforded to RASE, Granstand Stoneleigh and the Motorsport lndustry as set out in the Committee's report has not been
extended to the local community. You would like the opportunity to return to the Committee to raise your concerns about the
wall, which you believe will deflect (train) noise back onto the village.

Neil Caulfield has suggested that in the first instance the Committee would like the JPC and HS2 Ltd to get together in the
presence of the noise expert so that you can either thra5h out an agreement or present an agreed summary of differences in

writing to the Committee.

lf you would like to go ahead and arrange a meeting with HS2 Ltd's noise expert we would of course be happy to assist if we are
able.

With kind re8ards,
caroline

Caroline Pickering
Senlor Parliamentary Researcher to leremy Wright
Member of Parliament for Kenilworth & Southam

House of Commons, London, SW1A 0AA
Telr 020 7219 2008

UK Parliament Disclaimer: This e-mail is confidential to the jntended recipient. Ifyou have received it in error, please
notif the sendcr and delete it lrom your system. Any unauthorised use, disclosure, or copying is not permitted. This c-
mail has been checked for viruses, but no liabilit_v is accepted for any damage caused by any virus transmitted by this e-
mail.
UK Parliament Disclaimer: This e-mail is confidential to the intended recipient. lfyou have received it in error, please
notiry the sender and delete it from your system. Any unauthorised use, disclosure, or copying is not permitted. This e-
mail has bcen checked lbr viruses, but no liability is accepted for any damage caused by any virus transmitted by this c-
mail
UK Parliament Disclaimer: This e-mail is conlidential to the intcnded recipient. lfyou havc received it in error, plcase
noti! the sender and delete it from your system. Any unauthorised use, disclosure, or copying is not permitted. This e-
mail has been checked for viruses, but no liabilit-v is accepted for any damage caused by any virus transmitted by this e-
mail.
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From: Wlliam Redford <william@redfordw.fsnet.co.uk>

Delivery-Date: Frtday, July 10, 2015 8:25 PM

To: "Maddisonsg"<maddisonsg@bbmax.co.uk>

Subject: Cllr reports \ryDC and \ ,CC.

{1Spam score: '1-3

show headers I downioad source I oriniable view I back to folder I orevious messaoe I next messaqe

Hi Pat,

See below both my report from yesterdays PC meeting and Wallace's.

WCC report.

Cllr Wallace Redford reported;

Free electric blanket test available in October for older Warwickshire residents done by Trading Standards.
contact No 01926 414024.

Scams awareness: Warwickshire Trading Standards have be working with Royal Mail, Barclays Bank, to raise awareness and advise
people on how they can protect themselves against Scam - use the same conlact number.

Undercover inspection of car dealers and service technicians. Trading Standard officers have been examining secondhand cars on
garage forecourts and the standards of car servicing. Officers discovered unroadworthy and dangerous cars where people had paid

hundreds of pounds for services to vehicles that were not canied out propedy. Two vehicles tested were later crushed.

Letter from Stoneleigh Park in which the Lasalle board have approved expenditure lo carry out improvements to their main gale
junction.

Warvvickshire County Council are to improve road signs and marking along the 84113 at the Stoneleigh Park main gate junction.

Regard Cllr Wntle's inquiry on traffic surveys the WCC were unaware of suryey tube across the B4115 and at the mini roundabout.

by Dalehouse Lane.

Reference was also made to an enquiry by Mr l\4ancini on whether their partition had been put ontheWCC website. The only partition

that qo on the website are the ones that are set up on the website. The IT and legal dept are looking to developed software to allow
paper partitions to be included on the website.

WDC Report

-lllr MIs P WDC reported:.

Following the that Cllr enquiries about the and of a litter on the grassed area at the
bottom of Church Cllr report she had indeed spoken WDC, who had Cllr Redford's request been

along to check the pos of the bin, he back that Stoneleigh was on list to have this supplied
and installed in the if would not installed year. This was due to a budget.

There was no WDC lo discuss.

back to folder I orevious megsaoe I next messaqe
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From: Wlliarr Redford <william@redfordw.fsnet.co.uk>

Delivery-Date: Frklay, July 10, 2015 8:25 PM

To: "Maddisonsg"<maddisonsg@bbmax.co.uk>

Subject: ClJr reports V\DC and \,^CC.

$3" Spam score: 1.3

show headels I downioad soLrrce I onnlable view I back lo folder orevious messaqe I next messaqe

Pi Pat.

See below both my report from yesterdays PC meeting and Wallace's.

l\,1ove rnessage to folder

WCC report.

Cllr Redford reported:

Free electric test available in October for older Warwickshire
contact No 01926

done by Trading Standards.

Scams awareness: Standards working with Royal Mail, Barclays Bank, to raise awareness and advise
people on how lhey can protect against - use the same contact number.

Undercover inspection of car dealers
garage forecourts and the standards

and Trading Standard officers have been examining secondhand cars on
of car unroadworthy and dangerous cars where people had paid

hundreds of pounds for services to that were not Two vehicles tested were later crushed.

Letter from Stoneleigh Park in the Lasalle board have apProved cany out improvements to their main gate

are to improve road signs and marking along the B4'1 13 at the Stonel€igh-Rat[ main gate junction.

junction.

Warwickshire

Regard Cllr inquiry on traffic surveys the WCC were unaware of survey tube across the 84115 and at the
by Lane.

was also madetoanenquiry by Mr l\4ancini on whether their partition had been put ontheWCC \r€bsite. The only partition
go on the website are the ones that are set up on the website. The lT and legal dept are looking 1o developed software to allow

paper partitions to be included on the v\€bsite.

WDC Report

- Cllr l\4rs P Redford WDC reported:.

Followinq the PC request that Cllr Redford make enquiries about the supply and installation of a litter bin on the grassed area at the

bottom of Church Lane. Cllr Redford reporl that she had indeed spoken with MrJo Bell, V\DC, who had at Cllr Redford's request been

atong to check the positioning of the bin, he reported back that unfortunately although Stoneleigh was on the list to have this supplied

and instatted inthe requested position, it would not be installed until the end of this year. This was dueto a reduced budget.

There was no other WDC to discuss.

back to folder I orevious messaoe I nexl messaoe repv I reolv al I forward delete l\4ove n'€ssage to folder

maddrsonsq bbmax co.uk // logoul

lasl login 12 Jul2015 05:37pm from 217.42.131.185

O 2015 Nar.esco Ltd // all ri!ht rcserued // lefins & condiljons // prjvacy policy // repo( a bug ia



Frnail

From: "JaneMackenzie"<rdmackenzie@me.com>

To: "Pam Redford" <Pam.Redford@warwickdc.gov.uk>

Date: Jul 10 2015. 05:56 PM

Subject: Re: Crazy Daisy Show full header

Hi Pam

Thank you for following up on HS2, As we said we were pretty unimpressed by the way \ lDC side stepped at the petitioning and
we realv need them (and WCC) to be active in the issue of Stoneleigh Park ( and Crackley Gap and Golf course etc ...though
not on our patch the traffic issues shared). lf they dont then it begs ihe question "why should HS2 take any notice of
represenlation from the Parish if their own District and Council are not lroubled to support them?" We will be going in to look at
lhe AP info next week

Thank you for following up on the noise issues too.

Hazeland Robin's number is 01926 859912

Have emailed Wallace (and Nick) the poster for the Pig Roast earlier today.

Have a jolly holiday

- 
regards Jane

On 10 Jul 2015, at 15:53, Pam Redford <Eall.RcdlQld-@lyallyig-kd!. 4'wrote:

Good Afternoon Jane,

I have lhis afrernoon spoken with Michael Jenkins regarding the three late night events in and around the
Stoneleigh/Ashow area.

It is very much as I said last nighl. Although the wi-fi system that was to be used after midnight on 4th July did
not work, Mr Jenkins said that the noise level was at an acceptable level as agreed - no louder than the early
evening.

Although he did not receive any complaints about this event, it will be for the licensing team to investigate any
infringement ofthe licence. MrJenkins has written to the organiser advising him that following this years event
Environmental Health will be objecting to any similar events he applies for in the future.

Wrth regard to the Bericote Road event, Mr Jenkins and his team are still investigating the issues around this
event. No licence had been applied for. The landowner has not yel responded to a letter written to him from
V\.DC.

The Hen party event, \ADC is not pursuing this, they received no complainls.

I hope this clarifies the position for the time being. lf I learn any more about Bericote Road or Crazy Daisy I will let
you know. At the moment it seems as if any further licence will be scrutinied very closely for a Crazy Daisy
event.

I wonder if you would give me Heather and Robin's telephone number, as I need to contact them on another
issue-

regards
Pam Redford

What's on - www.warwickdc.gov. uk/events
Latest news - www. wa rw ickdc. qov. uk,/news
fhis E-mail, and any attachments, may contain PROTECTED information and is intended solely for the individual
to whom it is addressed. lt may contain sensitive or protectively marked material and should be handled
accordingly. lf this E-mail has been misdirected, please notiJy the author immediately. lf you are not the
intended recipient you must not disclose, distribute, copy, print or rely on any of the information contained in

it or attached, and allcopies must be deleted immediately. Whilst we ta ke reasonable steps to try to identify
any software viruses, any attachments to this E-mail may nevertheless contain viruses which our antFvirus
software has failed to identify. You should therefore carry out your own antivirus checks before opening any

documents. Wa.wickDCwill not accept a ny liability for damage caused by computer viruses ema nating from
any attachment or other document supplied with this e-mail. Any opinions expressed in the E-mail are those of
the individual and not necessarily those of Warwick District Council.
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STONELEIGH AND ASHOW JOINT PARISH COUNCIL

PRECEPT 2015/16

Ring Fenced Monies 2015/16

WDC - Rural Footwav Light

Parish Plan Stoneleigh

Community Plan Ashos,

Clerk's Gratulty

Elections

Gateway

Neighbourhood Plan

Grant speed Gun

Total

Grcnd Total Spend

f723.ss
f1,141.a9

f815.87
f3,600.00
f1,880.00
€1,085.00
f3,000.00
fr,470.oo

Not Spent

f542.66
€1,141.89

f815.87
f3,600.00
f1,880.00
€1,085.00

f3,000.00
8 ,470.00

Spent

€180.89

f180.89

f4,u2.89

31,03.12 31.03.13 3'1.03-t4 31.03-15 30.06.15

€ € E € f €

Salary 5,525 5,s25 5,580 5,637 1,426 5,700

Office lraintenance 1,288 1,288 L28a 1,288 322 1,300

Postage/Telephgne 320 364 346 24 485

fravel Expenses 354 252 275 302 89 300

Equip-Maintenance 630 222 150 259 443 500

Stationery 164 211 130 149 45 200

Publications 62 80

lnsurance 608 444 465 457 446 500

Equipment ),340 400

fraininq Courses 153 7A a0 150

Grants 2,130 2,450 r,476 1,393 L,428 1,500

Special Grant 2,924 3,000

Election Expenses 873 500

Hire of Rooms 151 18s 213 350

Subscriptions 609 383 424 638 269 480

Audit 190 140 15S 155 60 200

Miscellaneous 1,290 10,t26 50 72 t4 50

IT 80

VAT 553 r.69 215 429 95 100

Ringed Fenced Money 2,90a

Total 20,112 23,033 11.29S 14,246 4,662 15.975
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