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ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

544 

Wood Plc for 

National Grid 

Introduction 

and How to 

Comment 

National Grid has no comments to make in response to this 

consultation. 
Noted. 

754 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Introduction 

and How to 

Comment 

Requires that a dedicated web site or link be established so that all 

comments and reports be publicly available within 24 hrs of receipt. 

Consultees should be able to see the contributions from all 

consultation contributors. 

Comments are noted however, there is no 

requirement to publish comments during 

the consultation period.  A summary of 

comments will be published in a 

Statement of Consultation alongside the 

Preferred Options.  

3130 

Herefordshire 

Council 

Introduction 

and How to 

Comment 

Thank you for providing the opportunity to comment on the SWDP 

Review Issues and Options Consultation.  We have reviewed the 

documents with interest and have no comments to make at this 

stage.   

We are satisfied that the Issues and Options document does not raise 

any cross boundary issues and that the South Worcestershire Councils 

have engaged constructively with Herefordshire Council in relation to 

Duty to Cooperate requirements and an emerging Statement of 

Common Ground.       

Noted. 

3538 

Mr 

Phillip 

Aldridge 

Introduction 

and How to 

Comment 

General comment: This online consultation document is not easily 

accessible, nor user friendly, and I suspect many will find its scale quite 

daunting. The timing of the consultation, close to the busy Christmas 

period, and the short timescale available between the exhibitions and 

the closing date, seem designed to restrict the level of response. I 

can’t help but feel that the whole exercise is merely window dressing 

and a case of going through the motions. 

Noted.  The consultation was available in 

both hard copy and electronically and a 

summary document was produced.  The 

consultation took place over a six week 

period with exhibitions running 

throughout that timeframe.  

699 Tibberton Parish Evidence Yes Noted. 
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Council Base 

500 

Charlton Parish 

Council 

Evidence 

Base 

With the plan being driven by a significant increase in population all 

infrastructure issues must be considered prior to any development 

sites being chosen, particularly major trunk roads including A44 and 

A46, all local access roads, schools, health services specifically GP 

practices and hospitals, provision for care of the elderly.  

Given the number of flood risk areas within the plan boundary it 

essential that the opportunity is taken to build on existing flood 

prevention and defence by extending the Natural Flood Management 

proposals.  

Noted these issues are all considered in 

the plan making process. 

513 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

Evidence 

Base 

Raises concern about the transport modelling process and whether it 

includes vehicular traffic assessments and current traffic hotspots.  It is 

too late to do traffic assessments once sites are allocated.  Need to 

ensure development sites are located in consideration of their impact 

on traffic, noise, and air pollution. 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.    

582 

West Midlands 

HARP Planning 

Consortium 

Evidence 

Base 

As set out in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2018) at 

paragraph 31. The review or preparation of land use policies "should 

be underpinned by relevant an up-to-date evidence" The evidence 

should be adequate and proportionate, focused tightly on supporting 

and justifying the policies concerned, whist taking into account 

relevant market signals. We welcome the new SHMA (Part 2) which 

should reflect the new tenure types and be completed as a priority to 

ensure that the Council’s policy position properly reflects local need 

and maximises delivery. 

Noted. 

599 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 

Evidence 

Base 

We note the list of technical studies and we are pleased to see the 

Green Infrastructure Strategy referred to. However, we believe that 

Noted.  The SHELAA work will include 

consultation with environmental and 
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there may be a need to update other elements of the underpinning 

environmental evidence base. For example, any strategic site 

allocations will need to consider environmental implications, which 

will also need to be balanced against the implications associated with 

alternative sites. This will almost certainly necessitate a series of 

biodiversity audits prior to site allocation. 

biodiversity specialists to take these issues 

into account. 

757 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Evidence 

Base 

SWDPR 3.14 and 3.15 

Clause 14 in the NPPF is said to provide a degree of protection for 

Neighbourhood plans. We would argue that this also applies to the 

higher-level policy of SWDP. 

The Parish of Lower Broadheath is called upon by the SWDP, to host 

the major expansion of wider Worcester by accommodating 

Worcester west at Temple Laugherne for 2150 houses. Any further 

expansion to the west of Worcester must be considered a ‘significant 

adverse influence’ upon the Parish of Lower Broadheath and should be 

considered as ‘unsustainable’. 

Comments are noted however, this is a 

review of the SWDP and it plans for a 

longer timeframe, therefore it needs to 

support additional growth and therefore 

the strategy within the current SWDP will 

need to be reviewed. 

755 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Evidence 

Base 

We consider it necessary that the Medical support facilities 

assessment be made available to sustain the health of the additional 

households. This report should form part of the evidence base for this 

plan. This plan is required to be sustainable. Supporting evidence is 

provided for Housing need assessment, Employment assessments etc. 

Medical assessments should follow. 

The issue of healthcare provision will be 

addressed within the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan which will be updated to 

inform the plan review. 

2576 Historic England 
Evidence 

Base 

Historic England welcomes the confirmation that the evidence base for 

the Plan will include a Historic Environment Topic Paper. In relation to 

any proposed site allocations we recommend that the methodology 

set out in Historic Environment Advice Note 3: The Historic 

Noted.  This document will be considered 

in preparing the Historic Environment 

Topic Paper. 
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Environment and Site Allocations in Local Plans is applied to any site 

assessment work: https://historicengland.org.uk/images-

books/publications/historic-environment-and-site-allocations-in-local-

plans/ . 

2127 

Hallam Land 

Management 

Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

We note the list of technical studies proposed to be prepared in 

support of the SWDPR and particularly support the preparation of the 

Village Facilities and Rural Transport Audit and Settlement Hierarchy 

Topic Paper to ensure that appropriate and up to date evidence exists 

to demonstrate whether the settlement hierarchy identified within the 

SWDP remains sound. 

Noted. 

3378 

Bayton Parish 

Council 

Evidence 

Base 

Raises concern over the impact of new development on healthcare 

and suggests that sustainability plans from health, social care and 

education must be published alongside housing development 

proposals.  

The population is aging and therefore new homes for the elderly need 

to be built to free up family housing and allow residents to stay in their 

communities.  

Noted.  Education, social care and 

healthcare providers are consulted on 

plans for new development and are 

engaged with preparing the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan which sets out the 

infrastructure required to support the 

delivery of the plan.  

The SHMA will identify the types of homes 

that need to be built and this. 

2505 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Evidence 

Base 

Needs to be further information on the scope of these studies, for 

example the Infrastructure Delivery Plan should needs to include an 

objective assessment of infrastructure to meet current demand and 

identify solutions where there are capacity issues before considering 

future development.   

Additional studies are necessary: 

The studies will be published as they are 

prepared and there will be a further 

opportunity for comment at Preferred 

Options. 

AONB studies have been commissioned 

for the Malvern Hills and Cotswolds 
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• Landscape Sensitivity and capacity Study -  to assess the 

sensitivity of the landscape to change, particularly important 

in North Claines which adjoins Worcester City. 

• Strategic Gaps Study - important in the context of Fernhill 

Heath. 

• Local Biodiversity Assets Study - to identify sites of biodiversity 

interest -could include a call for sites for people to provide 

evidence and support candidate sites.  Should include the local 

nature conservation sites identified in the North Claines 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

• Renewable Energy and Micro-generation Study - call for sites 

to see where renewable energy is broadly acceptable.  

AONBs.  

The SHELAA will consider the biodiversity 

value of sites. 

No sites have been submitted for 

consideration for renewable energy. 

3417 

Fisher German 

LLP 

Evidence 

Base 

It is considered that the ‘Evidence Base’ set out in the SWDPR, 

regarding technical studies is appropriate and proportionate.  
Noted. 

2262 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Evidence 

Base 

1. Will the Transportation Study include commuting patterns? 

This should be used to inform other policies (See also Option 

1). 

2. There should be a particular document covering bio-diversity. 

WCC have already prepared BAP. 

Yes.  The transport modelling will include 

current commuting patterns and those 

anticipated as a result of new 

development.  

Biodiversity will be considered through 

the SHELAA. 

2343 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Evidence 

Base 

There is no mention of any ecological evidence in the list. For example 

the Worcestershire County Council maps all the statutorily designated 

sites as well as local (wildlife) sites. 

Noted.  Local and National wildlife 

designations will be considered through 

the SHELAA. 

3172 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 
Yes, I believe that this is a comprehensive list of evidence based 

Noted.  Each document will be made 

publicly available as it is finalised.  
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documents. 

Their availability for public inspection and comment will be necessary 

to ensure that the evidence underpinning the SWDPR is robust. 

3340 

Pensax Parish 

Council 

Evidence 

Base 

Raises concern over the current performance of Worcester Royal 

Hospital and the impact that further development and population 

growth will have on this and suggests that sustainability plans for 

health care, social care and education should be published alongside 

housing proposals.  

Also raises concern about the impact of congestion on the time it 

takes ambulances to reach Worcester Royal Hospital from 

Menithwood. 

Noted.  Education, social care and 

healthcare providers are consulted on 

plans for new development and are 

engaged with preparing the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan which sets out the 

infrastructure required to support the 

delivery of the plan.  

1733 

The Coal 

Authority 

Evidence 

Base 

For clarity we would expect any potential sites being considered for 

allocation to be assessed again the downloadable data we provide in 

order that any potential risks posed by past coal mining activity can be 

identified. 

Noted.  This tool will be used in the 

preparation of the Preferred Options. 

2913 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

Evidence 

Base 

We agree these documents will be needed to inform the preferred 

options consultation process and overall plan. We consider EDNA 

could benefit from a further review regarding the expansion of sites 

which could be carried out in association with SHEELA. 

Noted.  The EDNA stage 2 report will 

consider this. 

2622 

Pershore Town 

Council 

Evidence 

Base 

Provided the Historic Environment Topic Paper includes Conservation 

Areas then no further reports necessary. 

Noted.  The Historic Environment Topic 

Paper will include Conservation Areas. 

2875 

Malvern 

Community 

Forest 

Evidence 

Base 

The Technical Study of the Green Infrastructure Strategy should 

include research and development of GI strategy requirements for 

development on Employment Land, in line with section 11 above 

about additions to SWDP 5. 

The Green Infrastructure Strategy will 

include consideration of employment land 

development.  
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950 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Evidence 

Base 

The Green Infrastructure Strategy should be extended to include a 

plan showing the existing Green Infrastructure Network, so that any 

new proposals can be judged against their ability to extend and link to 

the network. Isolated areas of green spaces, especially in the urban 

areas, need to be linked together for the benefit of the users including 

the wildlife, functionally and visually. An assessment needs to be 

carried out of the role of existing public buildings and identifying the 

need for new buildings that will enhance the role of the town within 

the area as a whole. This is particularly important for Evesham. 

The Green Infrastructure Strategy will be 

updated and new development will be 

required to provide GI and link to the 

network. 

1071 

Lindridge Parish 

Council 

Evidence 

Base 

We do not believe that the evidence base gives sufficient recognition 

to the existence of redundant commercial/industrial sites in rural 

communities such as in Eardiston. These are brown field sites with the 

potential for commercial reuse or housing development, neither of 

which are being given sufficient priority.  

Further additional comments relating to village facilities and 

sustainability also submitted as a separate email. 

The Strategic Housing Land Availability 

Assessment will consider all land 

submitted as available and there is still an 

emphasis on maximising the use of 

brownfield land.  However, the plan can 

only allocate land for development where 

it is made available by the land owner.  

1157 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Evidence 

Base 
Yes. Noted. 

1786 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Evidence 

Base 

Needs to be further information on the scope of these studies, for 

example the Infrastructure Delivery Plan should needs to include an 

objective assessment of infrastructure to meet current demand and 

identify solutions where there are capacity issues before considering 

future development.   

Additional studies are necessary: 

• Landscape Sensitivity and capacity Study -  to assess the 

The studies will be published as they are 

prepared and there will be a further 

opportunity for comment at Preferred 

Options. 

AONB studies have been commissioned 

for the Malvern Hills and Cotswolds 

AONBs.  
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sensitivity of the landscape to change, particularly important 

in Malvern Hills AONB. 

• Strategic Gaps Study - looking at the characteristics, role and 

attributes of existing strategic gaps and potential for 

additional areas. Also a need to provide a buffer between 

Malvern and Madresfield, Guarlford, and Malvern Wells to 

protect the character. 

• Local Biodiversity Assets Study - to identify sites of biodiversity 

interest -could include a call for sites for people to provide 

evidence and support candidate sites.  

The SHELAA will consider the biodiversity 

value of sites. 

1282 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

It is noted that a second stage SHMA is due to be published in 2019, 

and that the published SHMA Stage 1 is based on the 2014 sub 

national population projections, rather than the recently published 

analysis of the 2016 sub national population projections, released in 

September 2018. 

The second stage of the SHMA will need to address the changes in the 

population projections and changes in the methodology for converting 

these to household projections. Therefore, following on from this 

work, the South Worcestershire Councils will need to re-assess their 

housing requirement, applying the standard methodology, 

accordingly. 

The SHMA was prepared before the 2018 

data release was available and the current 

Government guidance is to use the 

September 2016 data release. 

The housing requirement will be reviewed 

as the plan preparation progresses and as 

Government issue new data. 

1791 Lone Star Land 
Evidence 

Base 

List should include a review of the significant gaps.  Planning approvals 

have led to the boundaries being drawn around new development and 

this results in a gap that contributes very little between some 

settlements eg, Leigh Sinton.  Land that makes no contribution should 

not be included under the designation, it should be open countryside 

Noted.  The significant gaps will be 

reviewed as part of the SWDP review.  
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or allocated for development.  

A review of the strategic gaps should be undertaken before Green Belt 

land is released in order to be compliant with NPPF.  

1381 

Abberley Parish 

Council 

Evidence 

Base 

We are happy with the technical studies but in the portrait of South 

Worcestershire we feel that the Abberley and Suckley Hills should also 

be referenced. 

Comments are noted however the spatial 

portrait is an overview of the strategic 

features of South Worcestershire.  

4369 Parliament 
Evidence 

Base 

Some villages in West Worcestershire have had to absorb 

disproportionate levels of development owing to the village 

categorisation policy. Many smaller villages are precluded from 

accepting smaller housing development and the very small 

communities would welcome the chance to be allowed to approve a 

handful of single homes each year to allow their villages to thrive. I 

feel a relaxation of this policy is important to allow the smaller villages 

to grow and welcome new, younger residents into their communities. 

Noted.  The Village Facilities and Rural 

Transport Study is being updated to 

support the SWDP Review.  This may 

change the classification of some 

villages.  The development strategy is also 

under review.  Settlements that wish to 

see growth to meet an identified local 

need can prepare a Neighbourhood Plan 

to facilitate this.  

4305 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Evidence 

Base 

EDUCATION DEPT RESPONSE: 

WCC will seek to ensure the development industry funds school places 

arising from new housing development. Given the current national 

review of the CIL legalisation WCC will welcome the opportunity to 

discuss the approach to securing education contributions particularly 

on sites of 100 or more dwellings will be funded in the future. 

Sets out detailed requirements of the education provision required to 

support new development.  

Comments are noted.  The County 

Council's education department will be 

engaged in the preparation of the 

Infrastructure delivery Plan as well as at 

each stage of the plan making 

process.  The information provided will be 

helpful in preparing the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan.  

4310 Worcestershire Evidence Sustainability Team - the key issues identified do not include Climate Noted.  Climate change is an important 
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County Council 

(Planning) 

Base Change.  Climate Change has the potential for significant impacts on 

our environment and communities and a key issue will be responding 

to the challenge of a changing climate. Climate change adaptation 

and mitigation are central to the NPPF and the Climate Change Act 

2008 sets legally binding targets for the UK to reduce carbon emissions 

by 80% by 2050.  It is important that new buildings remain fit for 

purpose as the climate changes. 

issue which the SWDP review will address 

as required by the NPPF. 

4311 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Evidence 

Base 

GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE DEPT RESPONSE: 

The list of technical studies does not, at this stage, include the HRA 

mentioned at 3.20 & 3.21. Timely production of this document will 

enable appropriate assessment and, where necessary, positive 

influence over policy wording to ensure the integrity of the 

Natura2000 network is secured. 

In addition, and in line with NPPF (2018) paragraphs 170 and 171, an 

ecological appraisal of any land being proposed for allocation should 

be undertaken to ensure impact on biodiversity and environmental 

value is appropriately minimised and opportunities for net gain and 

ecological connectivity at a landscape scale can be identified early in 

the development process. 

Noted.  The HRA will form part of the 

evidence base and will be prepared in 

accordance with regulatory requirements 

and national guidance. 

The need for ecological assessments of 

sites is noted and will form part of the 

plan SWDP Review process. 

  

4338 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Evidence 

Base 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

Refers to NPPF requirements in relation to health. Suggests SWDP 

review should reference and seek to address the priorities of the 

Worcestershire Joint Health and Well-Being Strategy 2016-2021 and 

that the evidence base should include the Joint Strategic Needs 

Noted.  The information provided and the 

sources referenced will be used in the 

preparation of the SWDP Review.  

The comments relating to hot food 

takeaway and HIA policy will be 

considered as part of the Health and Well 
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Assessment.    

Suggests a number of health and well being topics that the SWDP 

Review should address. 

Suggests that a hot food takeaway policy should be included within 

the SWDP review to build on the reference in the Planning for Health 

SPD.  Also suggests that HIA requirements should be incorporated 

within the SWDP review.    

Being policy within the SWDP Review. 

4339 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Evidence 

Base 

Public Health: Add to the evidence base the relevant Worcestershire 

Joint Strategic Needs Assessment (JSNA) documents and annual 

summary. The JSNA is the evidence base identifying the health needs 

of Worcestershire residents and will ensure the plan addresses the 

health needs of future communities via the location, design and 

structure to prevent ill health. 

Key Issues facing South Worcestershire: The key issue in relation to 

health should be extended to refer to the creation of a built 

environment that supports an increase in the population achieving a 

healthy weight. 

Noted.  The list sets out those studies 

which have been specifically 

commissioned to inform the SWDP 

Review.  The JSNA will provide important 

information to support the Health and 

Well Being policy, a policy which will help 

to ensure we create a built environment 

that supports healthy lifestyles.    

3801 

Malvern Hills 

AONB 

Partnership 

Evidence 

Base 

Strongly supportive of technical studies looking at AONBs.  

Malvern Hills AONB unit supports the call from the Cotswolds AONB 

for an additional study specific to the AONBs. Study should explore 

matters such as the duty of regard, 'great weight' and the 

use/implementation of the AONB management plans and associated 

guidance in implementing the SWDP.  Such a study would help the 

SWCs to exercise their statutory duty to have regard to the purpose of 

Noted and agree, the SWCs have 

commissioned such technical studies for 

the Malvern Hills and Cotswolds AONBs.  
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AONB designation under Section 85 of the Countryside and Rights of 

Way (CROW) Act 2000. 

4184 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

The 2018 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out that 

housing policies should be underpinned by relevant and up to date 

evidence which supports and justifies the policies concerned (para 31). 

Housing needs for different groups should be assessed to justify any 

policies on the size, type and tenure of housing including the need for 

affordable housing (paras 60 - 62). If the Councils propose to introduce 

any optional higher technical standards for housing then such policy 

requirements should be fully justified by supporting evidence in 

accordance with the National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG). The 

cumulative burden of policy requirements should be set so that most 

sites are deliverable without further viability assessment negotiations 

(para 57). It is important that the Councils understand and test the 

influence of all inputs on viability as this determines if land is released 

for development. 

Noted.  The SHMA stage 2 will inform the 

policy requirements and the viability 

assessment will test the cumulative 

impact of any policy requirements on the 

viability of development.    

1905 

West Country 

Developments 

Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 
Yes Noted. 

1926 

FCC 

Environment 

Evidence 

Base 

Raises concern that affordable housing is not sufficiently considered 

and suggests an Affordable Housing Study should be prepared. 

Suggests that it's not clear whether tourism strategies will be used to 

inform the SWDP Review.  

The SHMA stage 2 report will consider the 

need for affordable housing as well as 

market housing.  

Tourism strategies will be used to inform 

the SWDP Review.  

2006 

Upton-upon-

Severn Civic 

Evidence 

Base 
Agreed. Noted 
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Society 

2017 

Wyre Forest 

District Council 

Evidence 

Base 

Wyre Forest District Council supports the Green Belt review as part of 

the plan making process. Protecting Green Belt land in order to 

prevent urban sprawl by keeping land permanently open is retained 

within the revised National Planning Policy Framework. The council 

notes that the Green Belt Parcels bordering Wyre Forest District 

(Parcels NW1-4, & NW6) are classified as having contribution or 

significant contribution to the Green Belt. It is also noted that 

Hartlebury Trading Estate is recommended to be inset within the 

Green Belt. This is located near the district boundary and is a 

significant employer to Wyre Forest residents. 

Noted.  

2136 

Platform 

Housing Group 

Evidence 

Base 

We consider that the list of surveys and evidence base reports are 

appropriate, however we consider some additional material should be 

included. 

In order to establish the housing need for the SWDPR we believe that 

a review of existing allocations taken from the SWDP (2016) and their 

(actual) delivery/lead-in times should be prepared to ensure that 

future assumptions about delivery are based on commercial reality. 

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations.  

2116 

Greenlight 

Developments 

Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

Supports the preparation of a number of evidence base studies, 

particularly the SHELAA and Development Boundaries Review. 
Noted. 

2124 Sport England 
Evidence 

Base 

Notes the Open Space Assessment.  Information from this should 

inform where new facilities are needed and plans should seek to 

accommodate that need. 

Concerned that the Playing Pitch Strategy doesn't cover the period 

Noted.  The open space assessment will 

inform the SWDP Review.  Given the 

requirement to review Local Plans on a 5 

yearly cycle there is not currently 

considered to be a need to review the 
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beyond 2030 and therefore Sport England consider an update is 

necessary.    

The Wychavon Built Facilities Study covers the period to 2030, 

Malvern Hills District to 2024 and there is no current study for 

Worcester.  These studies should be updated to cover the period to 

2041 across the Plan area.  

Suggests studies should be refreshed every 3-5 years and provides 

reasons.  Recommends 'Planning for Sport - Forward Planning Guide 

(2013) for further information.  

Playing Pitch Strategy or Built facilities 

Audits. 

2165 IM Land 
Evidence 

Base 

Considers that the SWDP Review should provide a comprehensive 

assessment of current allocations and their deliverability.  

Any housing mix requirements should be fully justified and evidenced 

in line with the NPPF and an assessment of the impact on viability 

should be undertaken.  

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations as well as a full 

viability assessment.  

2192 IM Land 
Evidence 

Base 

Considers that the SWDP Review should provide a comprehensive 

assessment of current allocations and their deliverability.  

Any housing mix requirements should be fully justified and evidenced 

in line with the NPPF and an assessment of the impact on viability 

should be undertaken.  

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations as well as a full 

viability assessment.  

2235 Natural England 
Evidence 

Base 

Natural England is pleased to note that a Green Infrastructure strategy 

will be prepared as part of the evidence base for the local plan review. 

We suggest that this could also include ecological network mapping. 

We also suggest that it is ensured that the landscape character 

assessment for Worcestershire is up to date and landscape sensitivity 

Noted.  Natural England will be engaged 

throughout the preparation of the green 

Infrastructure Strategy.  Landscape 

sensitivity will be considered in the 

SHELAA site assessments.  
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assessments are considered where appropriate. We would be pleased 

to offer further advice on these matters. 

Habitat Regulations Assessment – we are pleased to note (paragraph 

3.20) that a HRA will be prepared for the Local Plan Review.  

2398 

Wallace Land 

Investments 

Evidence 

Base 

Agree that the Council's supporting evidence should be reviewed and 

update and this should be set in the context of the NPPF and NPPG. 

Noted.  The evidence base updates will 

have full regard to the requirements of 

the NPPF and NPPG. 

2642 Broadway Trust 
Evidence 

Base 
Add Tourism and Carbon Reduction strategies. Noted. 

2748 Greystoke Land 
Evidence 

Base 

Refers to the revised NPPF definition of deliverable and suggests that 

sites which are currently allocated are tested against that.  Supports 

the need to allocate new sites for housing development. 

Noted.  The existing allocations which 

have not yet been delivered will be 

assessed against the current requirements 

of the NPPF to ensure that hey remain 

deliverable. 

2749 Greystoke Land 
Evidence 

Base 

An Issues and Options Sustainability Appraisal (SA) prepared by Lepus 

Consulting has been published as part of the SWDPR Issues and 

Options consultation. 

It’s noted in para 3.7.1 of the SA states that in terms of the scoring 

matrix Option B is the most sustainable option for housing growth. 

This finding of the SA is contested by our client and a dispersed option 

for growth in accordance with Option A is preferred which distributes 

future growth up to 2041 across existing settlements in accordance 

with a spatial strategy informed by a settlement hierarchy approach. 

Option B resulted in the overall most 

sustainable score, considering social, 

economic and environmental effects. The 

identification of Option B as the best 

performing option does not mean that 

other options, including Option A, would 

not be able to provide an increased supply 

of housing or greater diversity of housing. 

This representation is solely focusing on 

‘housing’ impacts on the Options.  The 

performance of the Housing SA Objective 

can be reviewed and expanded if 
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Para 3.7.8 of the SA states ‘’Option A would help the SWDPR to deliver 

development of a quantity that satisfies the local housing OAN. 

Directing new houses across the whole of South Worcs would provide 

an opportunity for an increased supply of housing to be delivered in 

the early years of the Plan as well as an opportunity to diversify the 

housing market in different locations across the Plan area. This option 

would be expected to have a positive impact on the housing 

objective.’’ Option A scores a minor positive impact on the economy 

and employment objective (para 3.7.13), however in a rural area such 

as South Worcs, not all jobs are found in the urban areas, indeed the 

rural economy of the SWDPR, especially in Wychavon area relies on 

considerable labour resources to support the indigenous horticultural 

industry. 

necessary.  

Comments on access to employment 

opportunities are noted and will be 

considered in the next iteration of the SA 

report. 

2756 Greystoke Land 
Evidence 

Base 

The preparation of the documents listed in 3.12 is supported but 

‘’Landscape Characterisation and Visual Sensitivity Analysis’’ should 

also be included. 

Noted.  Landscape will be addressed 

through the SHELAA site assessments. 

2775 Taylor Wimpey 
Evidence 

Base 

List of documents is appropriate at this time.  

SHMA - raises concern that SHMA is based on 2016 sub national 

population projections, following the publication of the 2016 

household projections this would result in fewer than 300,000 homes 

being built nationally.  Refers to the recent Government consultation 

on changing the standard methodology and states that the SHMA 

should take account of changes.   

Green Belt Review - welcomes the Green Belt review but suggests that 

site S2 should be regarded as making only a limited contribution to the 

preservation of the setting and character of Droitwich.  Suggests that 

the Pulley Farm land promoted by TW is separately assessed through 

The SMA uses the Government's Standard 

Methodology to calculate housing need 

and the input used is the 204 based 

household projections which is in line with 

the most recent Government advice.  The 

SHMA will use the most up to date 

guidance and information available and 

the housing number will be kept under 

review throughout the plan making 

process. 

 Regarding the Green Belt Study any 

removal of Green Belt land needs to be 
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Part 2 of the study. fully justified. The extent of the 

justification is dependent on whether the 

land performs a limited or significant 

contribution to Green Belt purposes. 

The Part 2 Green Belt Study looks at the 

implications of removing various  Call for 

Sites submissions from the Green Belt. 

That evidence will be considered 

alongside other technical evidence in 

order to inform the Preferred Options 

allocations. 

FRED TO ADD GB COMMENT 

2807 Jessup Ltd 
Evidence 

Base 

Suggests list is appropriate but should also include a review of existing 

allocations and lead in times for development.  

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations.  

2839 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Evidence 

Base 

Suggests list is appropriate but should also include a review of existing 

allocations and lead in times for development.  Suggests authorities 

should publish details of how many affordable homes have been lost 

through the right to buy process and that this should be published 

annually through the AMR. 

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations.  We do not intend 

to publish details of the number of 

affordable homes lost through right to 

buy. 

2844 

Trustees Of The 

Spetchley Estate 

Evidence 

Base 

The SHMA, EDNA and Green Belt Study are referenced as supporting 

the Issues and Options consultation.  These documents should also be 

referenced as supporting the preferred options consultation.  

Noted.  All of these documents, and 

subsequent updates) will also support the 

Preferred Options and subsequent stages 

of the SWDP Review. 

3025 

Millstrand 

Properties Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

The Plan through the evidence base needs to be informed by a wide 

range of documents and should be broad and far reaching. 

Noted however, the evidence base 

documents set out will draw on how these 
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Background documentation should include all Ministry of H & LG 

housing publications, and Ministerial Statements. It should include e.g. 

the independent review of build out rates by Sir Oliver Letwin, and 

recent housing publications by the Country Landowners Association 

(“CLA”). The draft/consultation process should be flexible and take 

account of emerging/new evidence as it becomes available. 

impact the SWCs where appropriate.  

3049 

Spitfire Bespoke 

Homes 

Evidence 

Base 

Spitfire concur with the comments made by the HBF in respect of 

technical studies for the SWDP. 

It should be noted that Spitfire have a range of land interests within 

the SWDP area and have recently made comments to the 

Development Boundary Review Methodology Consultation in October 

2018 which forms part of the evidence base for the SWDP. Spitfire 

have queried the Council’s proposed methodology in terms of their 

approach towards amending development boundaries and the site 

size selection process which should be aligned to the guidance 

provided in the NPPF. 

Noted.  These comments will be 

addressed in response to representations 

made on the Development Boundary 

Review Methodology.  

3100 

Kemerton 

Conservation 

Trust 

Evidence 

Base 

Concerned about there being no reference to biodiversity evidence 

such as Special Wildlife Sites on County Council Maps. Acknowledges 

that it is referred to in the document but suggests it should also be 

included within the Evidence Base. 

Comments on CFS50206 (Strensham) stating that the site extends to 

the boundary of Upham Meadow and Summer Leasow (Twyning) SSI 

and includes part of the River Avon SSSI, two areas which are the last 

remaining stronghold for nesting curlew - a struggling population that 

would not survive development nearby. 

Noted.  Biodiversity evidence will be 

considered in the plan review and will 

inform the site allocations. 

Comments relating to CFS   50206 are 

noted and will be considered in the 

SHELAA.  

3351 Rooftop Housing Evidence Considers that the list of evidence base studies is comprehensive, Noted.  The SHMA stage 1 uses the 
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Association Base however the SHMA stage 1 report uses the 2014 sub national 

population projections rather than the 2016 data set.  

Stage 2 of the SHMA will need to address changes that have been 

made to the way that housing need is calculated since SWDP was 

adopted, including the standard methodology.   

standard methodology and the 2014 

based household projections, this is in line 

with Government advice which states that 

the 2014 based projections should still be 

used as the 2016 dataset does not deliver 

sufficient housing nationally to meet the 

Government's 300,000 homes per year 

target.  The housing need figure will be 

kept under review in response to new 

data releases and changes tot he standard 

methodology. 

3813 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Evidence 

Base 

We consider that the list of surveys and evidence base reports are 

appropriate, however we consider some additional material should be 

included. 

In order to establish the housing need for the SWDPR we believe that 

a review of existing allocations taken from the SWDP (2016) and their 

(actual) delivery/lead-in times should be prepared to ensure that 

future assumptions about delivery are based on commercial reality. 

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations. 

3520 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Evidence 

Base 

Our client, Rooftop Housing Association, welcomes the opportunity to 

comment at this early stage in the South Worcestershire Development 

Plan Review process on the Sustainability Appraisal of the Issues and 

Options Consultation document. 

The comments highlight several instances where scoring a 

combination of options should be undertaken and this would ensure 

that “reasonable alternatives” have been appraised in line with the 

SEA Directive and the ‘Environmental Assessment of Plans and 

The assessment of variations within 

options can be endless. Any attempt to 

assess all variations of combinations (e.g. 

A and B, A and C, A, B and C etc.) requires 

careful consideration with the client team. 

It may prove to be unreasonable. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 20



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Programmes Regulations 2004’. 

It is recognised that the SA is an iterative process and therefore there 

will be opportunity for the Council re-visit both the SA scorings and the 

appraisal itself, and the above comments are intended to be of 

assistance in this regard. 

3138 

University of 

Worcester 

Evidence 

Base 

The University supports the range of technical evidence to be 

prepared prior to the publication of the Preferred Options document 

in 2019. The University notes, of course, that the SWDPR Preferred 

Option must be informed by the completion of the EDNA, the SHELAA 

and all other evidence base documents listed at paragraph 3.13 of the 

Consultation. Moreover, the Preferred Option will be informed by an 

updated version of the arc4 ‘Housing Need in South Worcestershire’ 

report, once any changes to the Standard Method of calculating Local 

Housing Need have been confirmed. 

Noted. 

3152 

Barratt 

Development 

Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

Suggests that it is helpful that the SWDP Review and Cheltenham, 

Tewkesbury and Gloucester Joint Core Strategy are being reviewed on 

similar timescales, however, it suggests there should be more 

reference to joint-working in the SWDP review, particularly around the 

site at Mitton. 

Noted.  The SWCs are preparing a 

Statement of Common Ground to fulfil the 

Duty to Cooperate and further details of 

this will be included in the Preferred 

Options Paper. 

3153 

Bromsgrove & 

Redditch 

Councils 

Evidence 

Base 

Support proposals for second stage SHMA. 

It is important that the Green Belt review is consistent with the 

approach in Bromsgrove District.  

Wish to be kept updated on transport modelling as there are potential 

impacts on Bromsgrove's network if there is increased community out 

of South Worcestershire to the North. 

Noted.  Neighbouring authorities including 

Bromsgrove have been consulted on the 

Green Belt review 

methodology.  Bromsgrove DC will be 

consulted as transport modelling work is 

undertaken. 
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3227 

Gleeson 

Strategic Land 

Limited 

Evidence 

Base 

Refers to the NPPF requirements for Local Plan evidence base. 

Satisfied that the list of documents is sufficient providing they are 

comprehensively prepared and fully available.  

Noted. 

3273 

Shakespeare 

Line Promotion 

Group 

Evidence 

Base 

SLPG believe it is important for local authorities to undertake an 

assessment of the transport implications in developing or reviewing 

their Local Plan. As a minimum, the transport evidence supporting the 

Development Plan should identify the opportunities for encouraging a 

shift to more sustainable transport usage and should include future 

transport infrastructure requirements within infrastructure spending 

plans, linked to financial contributions from new development as well 

as other funding sources. 

Noted.  The transport modelling work will 

include consideration of all modes of 

transport. 

3310 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Evidence 

Base 

We agree that these documents will be needed to inform the 

preferred options consultation process and indeed the overall Plan 

when adopted. 

Noted. 

3985 

Richborough 

Estates 

Evidence 

Base 

Considers that the SWDP Review should provide a comprehensive 

assessment of current allocations and their deliverability.  

Any housing mix requirements should be fully justified and evidenced 

in line with the NPPF and an assessment of the impact on viability 

should be undertaken.  

Welcome technical studies on AONBs to facilitate the potential 

allocation of small-scale limited development in a sustainable location 

with effect on landscape moderated to an acceptable degree. 

Noted.  The deliverability of existing 

allocations will be fully considered as part 

of the review. 

The SWDP Review will be subject to a full 

viability assessment. 

4143 

Richborough 

Estates 

Evidence 

Base 

Suggests list is appropriate but should also include a review of existing 

allocations and lead in times for development.  Suggests authorities 

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations.  We do not intend 
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should publish details of how many affordable homes have been lost 

through the right to buy process and that this should be published 

annually through the AMR. 

to publish details of the number of 

affordable homes lost through right to 

buy. 

3370 

Richborough 

Estates 

Evidence 

Base 

Richborough supports the range of technical evidence to be prepared 

prior to the publication of the Preferred Options document in 2019. 

Richborough notes, of course, that the SWDPR Preferred Option must 

be informed by the completion of the EDNA, the SHELAA, the 

Settlement Hierarchy Topic Paper and all other evidence base 

documents listed at paragraph 3.13 of the Consultation. Moreover, the 

Preferred Option will be informed by an updated version of the arc4 

‘Housing Need in South Worcestershire’ report, once any changes to 

the Standard Method of calculating Local Housing Need have been 

confirmed. 

Noted.  The housing need calculation will 

be updated to reflect the publication of 

new input data and any changes in the 

standard methodology. 

3479 

Droitwich Rugby 

Club 

Evidence 

Base 

Refers to the Green Belt Study and suggests that site CFS0002 should 

be removed from the Green Belt to allow the delivery of housing.  The 

site is a small parcel of land bounded by the railway line, existing 

housing, a road and land with buildings and is not characterised by its 

openness.  The site boundary means it can not grow any further away 

from the existing urban edge of Droitwich.  Refers to NPPF guidance 

on the Green Belt. 

Comments are noted.  The stage 2 Green 

Belt Study will provide evidence as to the 

impact of removing parcels of land from 

the Green Belt and this will inform the 

Preferred Options.  

3515 Maximus 
Evidence 

Base 

A number of assessments are listed which will need to be undertaken 

in order to inform the Preferred Options document, which is 

scheduled to be published for consultation in November 2019. 

We consider that the Economic Development Needs Assessment 

(EDNA) Part 2 should be added to the list as this will be an important 

consideration in the selection of employment sites for allocation in the 

SWDP. 

Noted.  The EDNA part 2 will inform the 

Preferred Options. 
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3576 

North Oak 

Homes 

Evidence 

Base 

We consider that the list of surveys and evidence base reports are 

appropriate, however we consider some additional material should be 

included. 

In order to establish the housing need for the SWDPR we believe that 

a review of existing allocations taken from the SWDP (2016) and their 

(actual) delivery/lead-in times should be prepared to ensure that 

future assumptions about delivery are based on commercial reality. 

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations.  

3615 

Miller Homes 

Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

Raises concern that there is no mention of updating evidence relating 

to the Significant Gaps and that this is an omission from the evidence 

base.  refers to the NPPF requirement for policies to be underpinned 

by up to date evidence.  Assumes that the emerging plan will include a 

policy approach involving the designation of land around Malvern 

being located within the Significant Gaps and if this is the case these 

policies should be underpinned by up to date evidence.    

Noted.  The evidence base will be updated 

in relation to the strategic gaps. 

3634 

BFP 

Developments 

LLP 

Evidence 

Base 

In a broad sense Summix Limited supports the list of technical 

documents that the SWDPR seeks to utilise. 
Noted. 

3643 St Philips Ltd 
Evidence 

Base 

St Philips supports the range of technical evidence to be considered as 

part of the Preferred Options document in November 2019, which 

assesses the three core strands of sustainable development; social, 

economic and environmental. It should however be acknowledged 

that, whilst not listed, the Green Belt Study (October 2018) 

undertaken to inform the SWDPR, should also be included to ensure 

applications adopt a plan led approach. 

Noted.  The Green Belt Study will inform 

the Plan review. 

3669 Bovis Homes 
Evidence 

Base 

The suggested document list is comprehensive and broadly covers the 

key topics we would expect to see addressed. It is our understanding 

Noted.  The second stage of the Green 

Belt study will form part of the evidence 
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that there will be a second part to the Green Belt Study and this 

should be included on the list of evidence base studies. 

base. 

3674 Bovis Homes 
Evidence 

Base 

The suggested document list is comprehensive and broadly covers the 

key topics we would expect to see addressed. It is our understanding 

that there will be a second part to the Green Belt Study and this 

should be included on the list of evidence base studies. 

Comments are noted. 

3714 

Gladman 

Developments 

Evidence 

Base 

List is a useful starting point however if the Council pursue a policy on 

optional technical standards this needs to be in line with the guidance 

and justification and take account of the requirements in the NPPG.  It 

will need to be viability tested along with all other policies to ensure it 

does not impact on delivery.      

Noted that a Green belt study is being undertaken, whilst Gladman do 

not object to removing land from the Green belt this should be a last 

resort and Gladman consider there are sites which do not lie within 

the green belt which could accommodate development, two such sites 

have been submitted by Gladman.   

Noted.  The SWDP review will be subject 

to viability testing.  

Comments relating to Green Belt release 

are noted.  

3756 

S Guy and Sons 

Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

The Country Land and Business Association (which represents the 

landowners, farmers and rural businesses) reported on 19th 

November 2018 that the methods used by planning policy-makers as 

part of the Local Plan process are "based on criteria more akin to how 

previous generations lived and used services" meaning that villages 

that could be suitable for development were being overlooked. 

We consider that it is vitally important to undertake a re-classification 

of development boundaries given the CLBA which sought to clarify the 

criteria for village selection, particularly given today's technology and 

requirements in villages. 

Noted.  The village facilities and Rural 

Transport Study will ensure that village 

classifications remain up-to-date.  The 

Settlement Boundary Review will look at 

the appropriateness of current settlement 

boundaries.  

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 25



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

3794 

The Crown 

Estate 

Evidence 

Base 

The Crown Estate concur with the list of evidence base documents set 

out in the SWDPR I&O document. 

The Retail Needs Assessment (RNA) is an important evidence base 

document, the scope of which must include a market based analysis of 

the most effective policy direction alongside quantitative need. The 

RNA should include: 

• An understanding of the current and potential market role of 

the key centres in the retail hierarchy, based on up to date 

shopping patterns. 

• A health check of the key centres, including Worcester City 

Centre. 

• An analysis of the key constraints and opportunities in the key 

centres, taking into account the vision and objectives for 

Worcester City Centre in the emerging masterplan document. 

Understanding the underlying capacity, current and future role in the 

retail market, opportunities and challenges in that market, changes in 

occupier space requirements and emerging policy aspirations for the 

city centre will be vital. Each element will be essential an effective 

evidence base capable of informing sound policies in the SWDPR. 

Subject to this outcome of the above analysis required in the SWDPR 

evidence base, the Council should consider whether or not Worcester 

City Centre should be the subject of a separate SWDPR policy. Such an 

approach better reflect the unique role and function of the city centre 

in the South Worcestershire retail hierarchy. It may be more effective 

in ensuring a flexible policy framework most likely to deliver the 

regeneration required by the emerging masterplan. 

Noted. The retail study address the issues 

raised within this response.  
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3796 

The Crown 

Estate 

Evidence 

Base 

The evidence base, consultation with key stakeholders and a genuine 

understanding of market conditions is vital to an effective evidence 

base for the SWDPR. It should inform some key decisions by the 

Council on the future direction of retail and town centres policies in 

the document. The Crown Estate would welcome further discussion 

with the Council on these primary matters in relation to retail and 

town centre policies in the SWDPR during the plan making process. 

Noted.  The evidence base will inform the 

policy approach. 

3806 

Christ Church, 

Oxford 

Evidence 

Base 

Christ Church recognises the need to provide a robust evidence base in 

support of the plan’s preparation. A robust evidence base is required 

in demonstrating how the SWDPR can meet the relevant tests for 

soundness at Examination, and it is accepted that the list provided as 

part of this Issues & Options consultation includes a number of 

relevant studies. This list should not, however, be viewed as 

exhaustive. 

On behalf of Christ Church, Savills may wish to respond to the contents 

of any such evidence base as appropriate during the preparation of 

the SWDPR. 

Noted.  The list is not considered to be 

exhaustive.  All evidence base studies will 

be published as they are complete and 

there will be an opportunity to comment 

on these at Preferred Options and 

Publication stages.  

3853 

Warwickshire 

College 

Evidence 

Base 

Agree that the documents will be needed to inform the Preferred 

Options consultation, and indeed the overall Plan when adopted. The 

Councils should keep under review the need for any additional 

evidence throughout the process in order to ensure that the SWDPR is 

underpinned by a robust evidence base. 

Noted.  The evidence base list is not 

exhaustive and will be updated as 

appropriate during the Plan review 

process. 

3989 Madresfield 
Evidence 

Base 

We agree that these documents will be needed to inform the 

preferred options consultation process and indeed the overall Plan 

when adopted. 

Noted. 

3950 ehB Reeves Evidence Considers that the SWDP Review should provide a comprehensive Noted.  The deliverability of existing 
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Base assessment of current allocations and their deliverability.  

Any housing mix requirements should be fully justified and evidenced 

in line with the NPPF and an assessment of the impact on viability 

should be undertaken.  

Welcome technical studies on AONBs to facilitate the potential 

allocation of small-scale limited development in a sustainable location 

with effect on landscape moderated to an acceptable degree. 

allocations will be fully considered as part 

of the review. 

The SWDP Review will be subject to a full 

viability assessment. 

4021 

Platform 

Housing Group 

Evidence 

Base 

We consider that the list of surveys and evidence base reports are 

appropriate, however we consider some additional material should be 

included. 

In order to establish the housing need for the SWDPR we believe that 

a review of existing allocations taken from the SWDP (2016) and their 

(actual) delivery/lead-in times should be prepared to ensure that 

future assumptions about delivery are based on commercial reality. 

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations. 

4067 Newland Homes 
Evidence 

Base 

Suggests list is appropriate but should also include a review of existing 

allocations and lead in times for development.  Suggests authorities 

should publish details of how many affordable homes have been lost 

through the right to buy process and that this should be published 

annually through the AMR. 

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations.  We do not intend 

to publish details of the number of 

affordable homes lost through right to 

buy. 

4128 

Wychbold 

Developments 

Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

Welcome a review of affordable housing needs the in South 

Worcestershire, in light of the NPPF’s revised definition of Affordable 

Housing, which has increased the definition of tenures considered as 

‘Affordable Housing’ (Annex 2 of NPPF). 

The review of affordable housing need evidence should guide the mix 

Comments are noted.  An updated SHMA 

is being prepared and this will assess the 

need for affordable housing in south 

Worcestershire.  
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of affordable housing. The South Worcestershire authorities should 

seek to maximise the delivery of affordable housing where available, 

in sustainable locations. 

The review of the SWDP provides the opportunity for the South 

Worcestershire authorities to capitalise on affordable housing 

schemes. This will provide the opportunity to not only provide a much 

need source of affordable housing, but also allocate these 

developments in sustainable locations adjacent existing settlements. 

Chequers Lane, Wychbold will enable South Worcestershire to deliver 

much needed affordable housing, with the site being promoted on the 

basis of being 100% affordable homes. 

4116 

Wychbold 

Developments 

Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

In a broad sense supports the list of technical documents that the 

SWDPR seeks to utilise. 
Noted. 

4093 

Wychbold 

Developments 

Ltd 

Evidence 

Base 

Suggests that additional work is required before the plan is submitted, 

to form robust assessments of housing and employment 

needs.  Additional work needs to explore housing need, base housing 

and employment strategies on population projections and fully 

examine the capacity of the City and towns as well as review the 

Green Belt boundaries.  

Consultation is silent on the cross boundary issue of housing growth 

arising from the Birmingham conurbation. Suggests northern parts of 

Wychavon are in the Birmingham Housing Market Area and the SWDP 

review could reasonably make provision for unmet needs arising from 

the conurbation.     

Noted.  The second stage SHMA and EDNA 

reports will address the concerns 

outlined.  There is a second stage Green 

Belt study underway as well as the 

SHELAA which will address the issues of 

identifying capacity within the City and 

the towns.  

Work is on-going under the Duty to 

Cooperate and a draft Statement of 

Common Ground will be published with 

the Preferred Options document.  
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Suggests the figure of 14,000 homes will rise between now and 

submission and the plan needs to be flexible enough to address these 

alterations without significant changes in the strategy.  Promotes the 

development of a site at Chequers Lane, Wychbold. 

The housing number will be kept under 

review as new data is published and 

changes to the standard methodology are 

published.  

4104 Piper Homes 
Evidence 

Base 

Suggests list is appropriate but should also include a review of existing 

allocations and lead in times for development.  Suggests authorities 

should publish details of how many affordable homes have been lost 

through the right to buy process and that this should be published 

annually through the AMR. 

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations.  We do not intend 

to publish details of the number of 

affordable homes lost through right to 

buy. 

4248 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 

Evidence 

Base 

Considers that the list of studies is comprehensive.   

Notes that a second stage SHMA is due to be published in 2019, and 

that the published SHMA Stage 1 is based on the 2014 sub national 

population projections, rather than the recently published analysis of 

the 2016 sub national population projections, released in September 

2018.  It is also important to note that since the adoption of the SWDP 

the Government has introduced several measures designed to assist in 

significantly increasing the supply of new housing, including a 

standardised methodology to calculate housing need. Thus, as the 

SWDPR Issues and Options Consultation document acknowledges, the 

second stage of the SHMA will need to address the changes in the 

population projections and changes in the methodology for converting 

these to household projections. Therefore, following on from this 

work, the South Worcestershire Councils will need to re-assess their 

housing requirement, applying the standard methodology, 

accordingly. 

Sustainability Appraisal: The Gallagher Estates welcomes the 

opportunity to comment at this early stage in the South 

The Stage 1 SHMA follows the most recent 

Government advice to continue to use the 

2014 based household projections rather 

than the 2016 based projections which 

were released in September 2018.  The 

Local Housing need figure will be kept 

under review during the plan preparation 

process.  The SHMA uses the 

Government's Standard methodology for 

Calculating Housing Need.  

The assessment of variations within 

options can be endless. Any attempt to 

assess all variations of combinations (e.g. 

A and B, A and C, A, B and C etc.) requires 

careful consideration with the client team. 

It may prove to be unreasonable. 
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Worcestershire Development Plan Review process on the 

Sustainability Appraisal of the Issues and Options Consultation 

document. 

Suggests that the scoring should also look at assessing a combination 

of options to ensure that: "reasonable alternatives" have been 

appraised in line with the SEA Directive and the ‘Environmental 

Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004’.  It is 

recognised that the SA is an iterative process and therefore there will 

be opportunity for the Council re-visit both the SA scorings and the 

appraisal itself, and the above comments are intended to be of 

assistance in this regard. We therefore reserve the right to comment 

further on future SA documents. 

4270 

Exeter College, 

Oxford 

Evidence 

Base 

No specific comment is provided on the housing requirement currently 

proposed as part of the I&O consultation. That said, it is considered 

that any strategic policies should be necessarily informed by a local 

housing need assessment conducted in line with the standard 

methodology for calculating housing need. Whilst the SWDPR sets out 

housing need for 13,998 new dwellings, this should be viewed only as 

a minimum requirement and not as a cap on delivery during the plan 

period. Paragraph 59 of the NPPF is clear that to support the 

Government’s objective of significantly boosting the supply of homes, 

it is important that a sufficient amount and variety of land can come 

forward where it is needed, without unnecessary delay. To ensure its 

success, the plan should allow sufficient flexibility to take account of 

future government changes in policy or housing delivery targets.  

Noted.  The Plan is supported by a 

SHMA.  The Local Housing Need 

calculation is based on the Government's 

Standard Methodology for calculating 

housing need and will be kept up to date 

throughout the plan-making process. 

4313 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Evidence 

Base 

Suggests more analysis is needed of AONB and questions why some 

sites were ruled out and then ruled in in the preparation of 

SWDP.  Suggests a number of areas that the AONB studies should 

Comments are noted.  The AONB studies 

will address look at the sensitivities of 

each of the AONB areas and will assess 
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Division) address. 

Suggests that outside the AONB consideration should be given to the 

housing need in each village, particularly affordable housing.    

Suggests that mapping of rural facilities is needed and that the 

removal of bus services should be taken into account. 

Modelling of the transport impact of major development is needed 

especially in Evesham. 

An assessment of the number of people working from home and the 

number of start- up businesses would give an idea to the employment 

needs of small business. 

An assessment of potential small rural craft needs would be valuable 

An assessment of redundant rural buildings could be helpful. 

the capacity for development. 

Housing need will be addressed through 

the Strategic Housing Market Assessment 

but this will not go into the detail of the 

exact requirements for each village - this 

type of evidence base would be more 

appropriate for Neighbourhood Plans.  

The VFRTS has been updated and includes 

a comprehensive analysis of the services 

and facilities in each village including bus 

services.  

Transport modelling will be undertaken 

for all development sites. 

The Economic Development Needs 

Assessment will give some consideration 

to working patterns such as home working 

and rural businesses. 

4390 

Environment 

Agency 

Evidence 

Base 

Refers to on going work on SFRA and Water Cycle Study and provides 

advice relating to this.  Generally EA are supportive of the 

approach.  Draws attention to recently published Climate Change 

Allowances an the fact that these may change in early 2019. 

Support SA objectives 1,2,3,5 and 6. 

Comments are noted and support and 

guidance is welcomed.  The EA will 

continue to be engaged in the SFRA and 

Water Cycle Study and the sources of 

information provided will be helpful in 

preparing the SWDP review.   The findings 

will be useful for the SA. No further 

comments on the SA. 
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4404 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Evidence 

Base 

Bloor Homes agree that the list of technical studies is appropriate to 

inform the SWDPR. 

SHMA Part 1 - it is noted that the latest household 2016 household 

projections are not addressed in the first stage Strategic Housing 

Market Assessment as they were not released until September 2018 

and that the report acknowledges that due to changes in methodology 

the new 2018 household projections are likely to be lower than the 

previous data set and that these and other changes will need to be 

addressed through the second stage of the SHMA. Boyer's Economic 

Development Team have carried out its own analysis based on the 

2016 Household Projections and found there will be little impact. 

EDNA Part 1 - Noted it is due to be updated in 2019 and will provide 

policy recommendations to support the Plan Review. 

GBS Part 1 - Strategic Assessment of Green Belt Purposes it should be 

noted that none of the land which Bloor is promoting is within a Green 

Belt and it is unlikely that any land needs to be released from the 

Green Belt to accommodate housing needs up to 2041. 

Noted.  The SHMA uses the 2014 data 

because Government guidance is to 

continue to use this data rather than the 

2016 data.  The Local Housing Need 

calculation will be updated top reflect new 

data and any changes to the 

Government's standard methodology.    

4431 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Evidence 

Base 

Suggests a valued landscape assessment is needed to identify 

landscapes that should be protected under NPPF para 170-1.  

Suggests that protection should be afforded to: 

• Land around the foot of Bredon Hill. The boundaries of the 

Cotswolds AONB are tightly drawn near the foot of the hill, so 

that there is currently no protection for the setting of the Hill; 

and for that matter the Cotswold scarp.  The area to be 

Comments are noted.  The AONB studies 

look at the environs of the AONB as well 

as the designated land itself.  Only Natural 

England can undertake a review of an 

AONB boundary, this can not be done 

through a Local Plan.  

The NPPF states that: ''New Green Belts 

should only be established in exceptional 
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protected should perhaps be land within a mile or two of the 

AONB boundary.  We note that the Cotswold AONB 

Management Plan refers not only to planning in the AONB, but 

also in its setting.  That kind of provision should be included in 

SWDP. 

• Abberley Hills and the Teme valley above Knightwick. We 

would suggest that the eastern boundary of this Landscape 

Protected Area should be B4197 from Berrow Green (south of 

Martley) to Great Witley, then A451 to near Dick Brook Bridge 

and turning north to meet the district boundary.  We have not 

reached definite conclusions on other boundaries, but 

Eastham might be a suitable upstream boundary on the 

river.  We would at least want to include Ankerdine Hill and 

the wooded slopes west of the Teme and the hillslopes above 

them. 

Also proposing the area as an extension to the Malvern Hills AONB.  

New Green Belt 

Suggests that failure to restrict future development along the A449 

could result in Malvern and Worcester coalescing and that there 

should be Green Belt (excluding Powick) along this corridor.  This is 

considered to be more important between Powick and Malvern as the 

area between Worcester and Powick is mostly floodplain.  

Also suggests new Green Belt in Whittington, Spetchley, and Tibberton 

and thereabouts covering the area between the M5 and the railway 

line.  Crookbarrow Hill and Middle Battenahll farm might usefuly be 

included. 

circumstances, for example when planning 

for larger scale development such as new 

settlements or major urban extensions.'' 

Should the SWDP Review include a new 

settlement or new settlements, 

consideration will need to given as to 

whether it is appropriate to designate new 

Green Belt related to any new settlement 

or settlements.  However, in accordance 

with the NPPF there is no current 

intention to designate additional Green 

Belt in any other circumstances. 
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4511 St Philips Ltd 
Evidence 

Base 

St Philips supports the range of technical evidence to be considered as 

part of the Preferred Options document in November 2019, which 

assesses the three core strands of sustainable development; social, 

economic and environmental. It should however be acknowledged 

that, whilst not listed, the Green Belt Study (October 2018) 

undertaken to inform the SWDPR, should also be included to ensure 

applications adopt a plan led approach. 

Noted.  The Green Belt study is a key part 

of the evidence base and it is detailed at 

paragraphs 3.7-3.11 of the Issues and 

Options Paper.  

25 Prosser 
Evidence 

Base 

The list of technical studies to support the SWDPR is appropriate and 

sufficient. 
Noted. 

90 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Evidence 

Base 

Transport Modelling evidence should properly include walking and 

cycling. 

Comments are noted.  The transport 

models include assumptions about 

numbers of people walking and cycling. 

128 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Evidence 

Base 

Assessment of potential sites for renewable energy generation, to 

include Deep geothermal, River energy and 'solar farm' sources. 

Evidence available in Worcs CC Heat Networks project report and 

HMG's River Energy studies. 

Local renewable energy (potential) availability should influence the 

siting and scale of all types of development. NPPF2 facilitates and 

places additional emphasis on renewable energy. 

Noted.  Opportunities for renewable 

energy will be addresses in the SWDP 

review including stand alone renewable 

energy and on site renewable energy 

generation. 

165 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Evidence 

Base 

Yes, the list of technical studies is appropriate and sufficient to inform 

the SWDPR. 
Noted. 

200 

Mr 

Andrew 

Robinson 

Evidence 

Base 

The Strategic Housing Market Assessment predates the Brexit vote. 

Surely leaving the EU (and ending free movement for EU citizens) will 

result in a significant reduction in demand for housing from EU 

The Strategic Housing Market Assessment 

to inform the Issues and Options was a 

stage 1 study and a stage 2 study will be 
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citizens? A study into this would appear to be necessary, to ensure the 

basic assumptions behind the SWDP are sound. 

prepared to support the preparation of 

the Preferred Options document.  Housing 

need is calculated using the Government's 

standard methodology, the inputs to 

which are the Government's household 

projections (which include assumptions 

around migration) and affordability data.  

211 

Mrs 

JS 

Rothero 

Evidence 

Base 

The Evidence base seems to cover everything, perhaps the 

infrastructure could be given in more detail so we all know exactly 

what the level of infrastructure will be for each new development 

Noted.  The evidence base will become 

more detailed as the plan preparation 

progresses and will include a detailed 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan setting out the 

infrastructure that will be required to 

support the development within the 

plan.   

226 

Sandy 

Peach 

Evidence 

Base 

No 

• SHMA - plan should provide sites for self-build housing. 

• Village Hierarchy - VFRTS is not a decision making document 

and contains flaws in its analysis. 

• Glossary definition of VVRTS is incorrect 

• Open Countryside - Wychavon's development boundaries are 

out of date. 

• Self build register should be part of the evidence base 

• SHMA report identifies a shortfall in affordable housing - not 

included in summary 

• SA scoping paper is required to meet the requirements of 

NPPF 

  

The stage 2 SHMA report will consider the 

demand for self build and this will inform 

the preferred options paper, therefore, 

the self build register is being considered 

as part of the evidence base. 

The VFRTS is being updated as part of the 

Local Plan Review and will inform the 

Preferred Options.  The definition in the 

glossary is continued to be correct.  

The issues of affordable housing was 

considered in the Issues and Options 

paper and the current policy will be 
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updated as part of the plan review. 

An SA Scoping Paper was made available 

for consultation in Spring 2018 and a 

Sustainability Appraisal report was 

published alongside the Issues and 

Options consultation.  

285 

Linda and John 

Pugh 

Evidence 

Base 

Plan needs to define target population and where people, where 

people are coming from and where they will work.  Needs to look at 

transport links, particularly river crossings which have long delivery 

programmes and the provision of hospital care, doctors surgeries and 

schools.  transport strategy needs to concentrate on delivering a viable 

public transport system and look for realistic ways to fund it, e.g, 

workplace parking levy.  Cites recent reports, the Steer report and 

Transport for New Homes which highlight the poor transport links to 

many new homes which are only accessible by private car.  Should 

avoid becoming a dormitory for the West Midlands at all costs and 

discourage long distance motorway commuting. 

The housing numbers are established 

using the Government's standard 

methodology for housing need.  The 

Employment Development Needs 

Assessment identifies how much 

employment land is required.  Transport 

modelling and accessibility by means 

other than the private car will be given full 

consideration in the plan review. 

297 

Mr 

Andy 

Lyon 

Evidence 

Base 

SA report para 3.28.2 - states that electric vehicles do not emit PM10 

but they do emit PM10 and PM2.5 from tyre and brake usage and are 

only less polluting if the electricity is generated from renewable 

sources.  Need to design development to encourage active travel and 

include public transport.  It is dangerous to assume electric vehicles 

will fix pollution problems.  

Comments are noted and will be 

considered in the next iteration of the SA 

report.  The plan review will help to 

deliver infrastructure for active travel and 

public transport.  

298 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Evidence 

Base 

It's a good list - I would like to add an excellent document entitled 

Transport for New Homes which can be 

found at http://www.transportfornewhomes.org.uk/wp-

content/uploads/2018/07/transport-for-new-homes-summary-

Noted however, the list is of studies which 

are specifically undertaken o inform the 

plan preparation whilst the documents 

referred to in the response are more 
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web.pdf  general reports, however, the issue of 

transport and the accessibility of new 

development by non car modes is an 

important consideration in the plan 

review.  

353 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Evidence 

Base 
Yes I believe they are adequate. Noted. 

1447 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Evidence 

Base 

No.  Environment Impact Assessment is required to adequately 

protect the countryside for all to enjoy in the future. 

This is addressed through the 

Sustainability Appraisal process which 

includes Strategic Environmental 

Assessment.  

406 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Evidence 

Base 

The list should include consideration of the effect of any new 

developments on the natural aspect of any AONBs within the area. 

Noted.  Studies are being undertaken to 

consider the impact on both the Malvern 

Hills AONB and the Cotswolds AONB.  

444 

Mrs 

Jill 

Crawley 

Evidence 

Base 

I can't see where there is an assessment of the health service capacity: 

GP surgery; hospital; NHS dentists; physios etc. 

Health service coverage studies are needed as specifically around 

Upton-on-Severn, patients currently often need to wait weeks to see a 

GP, get a blood test etc. Additional housing without more health care 

provision will intensify this problem. 

These matters will be addressed through 

the Infrastructure Delivery Plan which will 

set out the infrastructure provision 

required to support the plan.  

468 

Mr 

Stephen 

Lomax 

Evidence 

Base 

We believe that the list of technical studies is appropriate and should 

be sufficient to inform the SWDPR. In particular, the Development 

Boundaries Review will be a key document to inform the SWDPR 

because, in our view, many of the existing settlement boundaries 

could be extended to allow further housing or employment growth. 

Noted. 
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The development boundary for Upton Snodsbury could certainly be 

extended to the north-west to encompass our client’s land to the 

north of the A422. 

646 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Evidence 

Base 
I agree with the list of technical studies. Noted. 

560 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Evidence 

Base 

I'm concerned about “transport modelling” and if it extends to 

vehicular traffic assessments?  This needs to be based on current 

traffic problem areas (such as main routes into Worcester, including 

Bath Road, London Road, & A4440 Whittington & Crookbarrow Way), 

where it can be very congested during the morning and evening "rush 

hours" otherwise informed decisions about potentially new housing 

and commercial units will not be realistic, with any studies needing to 

be done BEFORE any sites are allocated for development and not left 

to the developer to undertake. Worcester is an old city with old 

infrastructure / roads, and we already suffers terribly from traffic 

congestion and any potential sites MUST take into account their 

impact on air pollution, traffic noise, and of course traffic congestion.  

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.    

567 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Evidence 

Base 

This list does not clearly explain the meaning of the term Transport 

modelling. There needs to be assurance that this will include 

assessment of traffic hotspots and the issues Worcester has at main 

arteries including London Rd, Bath Rd, Powick, Bromyard Rd etc. New 

housing and commercial building placement requires access for 

vehicles and Worcester city is already in a dire situation as more of us 

need to use cars to get to work and take children to school.  

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.    

2414 

Mr 

Dean 

Evidence 

Base 
No comment Noted. 
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Clarke 

2713 

Craig 

Muncaster 

Evidence 

Base 

I am amazed that whilst transport modelling is listed that there is no 

vehicular traffic assessment being undertaken. This area is already a 

traffic hotspot, especially since the addition of a vast number of new 

homes near County Hall and the old DEFRA site, as well as the 

Waitrose supermarket. I have lived in the area for a number of years, 

it now takes me 10 minutes to get off my drive each morning and my 

drive to the motorway has increased 10 fold due to the increased 

traffic in the area. I welcome a detailed study of this before any 

additional housing is even considered in the area let alone included in 

any strategic plan. 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.  

648 

John 

Pilgrim 

Evidence 

Base 

List of studies is comprehensive in scope however it does not include a 

schools and education topic paper however the IDP does pick up on 

provision of schools places.  It would be helpful if the IDP signposted 

details provided within the IDP around school infrastructure.  The IDP 

should set out how pupil yield takes account of SEN provision and the 

DfE recommends the approach taken by London Borough of Ealing.   

Comments are noted.  The IDP will be 

updated to inform the Plan Review.  

1878 

Martin and 

Nicky 

Parry 

Evidence 

Base 

Will a transport assessment be undertaken before allocating for 

development? It is essential that this happens, the London Road is 

already greatly congested, it would be illogical and irresponsible to 

undertake one post allocation. 

Yes.  Site allocations will be informed by 

transport modelling. 

1339 

Daniel 

Harding 

Evidence 

Base 

The current main routes into and out of Worcester (namely Bath Road 

and London Road( are already at a standstill during rush hour due to 

the volume of traffic. With little means to widen these roads and with 

Worcester City already experiencing unacceptably high levels of 

pollution, I cannot possibly see how building additional residential or 

commercial properties will do anything other than make this problem 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public 

transport.  Allocations will be informed by 
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even worse. 

Transport modelling is listed but it does not appear as though 

vehicular traffic assessments will be undertaken so the impact of these 

additional properties will not be considered which is beyond ridiculous 

and actually quite dangerous. 

transport modelling. 

1154 

Daniel 

Harding 

Evidence 

Base 

There are currently significant traffic issues around the Middle 

Battenhall Farm (MBF) area with seemingly permanently traffic 

queues at most times of day on both London Road and Bath Road. 

I can see that “Transport Modelling” is included on the list but I don't 

see how the impact of this development can be considered when 

there are already traffic problems and little chance of improving 

these? 

Pollution and Air Quality is Worcester is already high so potentially 

increasing the footprint and traffic flow seems a ridiculous idea. 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.   

1370 

Mark 

Smith 

Evidence 

Base 

It is essential to map current traffic hotspots such as arterial routes 

into Worcester eg London Road, Bath Road in order for the influence 

of the sites for proposed developments on traffic problems to be 

understood. 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public 

transport.  Allocations will be informed by 

transport modelling. 

2027 

Emily 

Shaw 

Evidence 

Base 

Will “transport modelling” include a vehicular traffic assessments, 

essential to mapping current traffic hotspots. The absence of this will 

prevent an informed decision and potentially make existing problems 

far worse. It will be too late after site allocation and this issue should 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 
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not be overlooked due to the serious nature of existing traffic 

problems. 

network as well as on public 

transport.   Allocations will be informed by 

transport modelling.  

2922 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Evidence 

Base 

Worcester is currently undergoing a review concerning the volume of 

traffic both entering and exiting the City via its trunk roads. This is to 

discover the requirements of the roads to cater for not only the 

volume of traffic as well but also addressing the congestion and 

pollution.  This work has yet to be completed and as far as is known, 

no cut off date has yet been set.  Therefore while transport modelling 

is one of the listed items for consideration, no real comment can be 

made until such time as the work is completed. In turn this may not fit 

with the time constraints on this review. 

The Worcester Transport Strategy will 

inform the SWDP Review.  

1049 

Neil 

Hickling 

Evidence 

Base 

Very important in my view need detailed assessments on traffic flows 

with regard to existing pinch points. 

This will be addressed through the 

transport modelling work. 

1087 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Evidence 

Base 
Yes, the list is appropriate and sufficient. Noted 

1083 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Evidence 

Base 
Yes I agree that the list is appropriate and sufficient. Noted. 

898 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Evidence 

Base 
Blank entry Blank entry 

1093 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Evidence 

Base 
Blank response Blank response 
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1410 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Evidence 

Base 

In principle, I agree that the above list of technical studies is 

appropriate and sufficient to inform the SWDPR so long as one or 

more of the studies examines how future housing provision correlates 

to opportunities for employment and travel thereto (it is unclear from 

some of the study titles as to what they will cover).   

The SHMA and EDNA will inform each 

other to ensure housing and employment 

growth figures are aligned. 

1127 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Evidence 

Base 

I agree that the list of technical studies is appropriate and sufficient to 

inform the SWDPR 
Noted. 

1136 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Evidence 

Base 
I agree the list of technical studies is appropriate to inform the SWDPR Noted. 

1152 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Evidence 

Base 
Blank Response Blank Response 

1153 

Jim 

Norris 

Evidence 

Base 

The system of village classification is out of date and does not meet 

the reality of what each settlement contains today. An urgent revision 

is essential to the credibility of an updated SWDP. 

There is still no automatic presumption in favour of development in 

Cities, towns and Class 1 villages where services are plentiful, 

employment is more likely and brownfield sites are still plentiful. Offer 

a developer an agreed discount on the S106 contribution to cover the 

costs of decontamination and restitution of those sites. 

The VFRTS is being updated and village 

classifications reviewed where necessary. 

S106 contributions are subject to viability 

assessment. 

3696 

J 

Devonshire 

Evidence 

Base 

The Green Belts we have today were largely established in the 20th 

Century, but their purpose remains valid. Without Green Belt, 

Worcester would probably join with Droitwich which in turn could 

have met outward growth from the Longbridge area of Birmingham. 

Noted.  
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Open countryside is a long way from many residents, depriving them 

to some extent of the recognised benefits to mental health or visiting 

the countryside.   

1641 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Evidence 

Base 

It is unclear whether transport modelling will include an assessment of 

current traffic factors and the likely impact of development. Traffic 

conditions in existing hotspots such as Spetchley Road, London Road 

and Bath Road will be exacerbated if further housing or other 

development occurs on Middle Battenhall Farm and adjacent sites. 

Travel-to-work time will increase for those who work in the centre and 

other parts of Worcester. Pollution will increase at a time when 

councils are increasingly charged by central government with reducing 

the level of harmful traffic pollutants. These factors would adversely 

affect a number of schools in the area. Transport assessments need to 

be completed before SWDP allocations of land for development, not 

after. 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.    

1563 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Evidence 

Base 

“transport modelling” is listed but this doesn't seem to extend to 

vehicular traffic assessments?  The evidence base is essential to map 

the current traffic hotspots (such as main arterial routes into 

Worcester, e.g. London Road, Bath Road).  To make an informed 

decision on where best to place new housing and commercial units 

you must understanding the extent of the existing traffic problems in 

each area, otherwise development will make bad situations worse.  If 

sites are allocated for development as part of the SWDP and traffic 

assessments are then required by the subsequent developer, this is far 

too late!  Traffic problems are a serious issue and need to be 

considered at Plan Forming / Review stage to ensure development 

sites are located in consideration of their impact upon traffic, noise 

and air pollution. 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.    
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1618 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Evidence 

Base 

Better “transport modelling” of vehicular traffic is needed to properly 

understand existing traffic problems before decisions can be made 

about where best to allocate new housing development.  If sites are 

allocated for development as part of the SWDP and traffic 

assessments are then required by the subsequent developer, this is far 

too late!  Traffic problems need to be considered at Plan Forming / 

Review stage to ensure development sites are located in consideration 

of their impact upon traffic, noise and air pollution. 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.  

1700 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Evidence 

Base 

I note the inclusion of Transport Modelling and I assume that this will 

include vehicular traffic assessments which I consider to be absolutely 

essential given the current state of traffic congestion in Worcester and 

in particular on the main arterial highways into the city (Bath Road, 

London Road, Hallow Road etc). If sites are first allocated in the SWDP 

and then specific vehicular studies are required thereafter from the 

proposed developer, then it will be a case of the cart before the horse. 

Decisions on where to place housing and commercial developments 

are best made with the widest possible understanding the existing 

traffic problems. Given the recent decision to designate the entire city 

of Worcester as an Air Quality Management Area, then I would have 

thought this was a significant issue warranting attention prior to any 

site allocation. The amount of standing traffic that now occurs on 

arterial routes into the city in peak hours (never mind the city centre 

itself) also contributes to the deterioration in air quality. This is further 

compounded in the south east section of the city by the close 

proximity of the M5 and the newly dualled southern link road. 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.    

1889 

Mrs 

Teresa 

Nockton 

Evidence 

Base 

Raises concern about the impact of development of Middle Battenhall 

farm on the traffic levels on London Road.  Current congestion levels 

make it difficult for blue light ambulances.  Pollution and air quality in 

the City are poor, there is a secondary school, a primary schools and 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 
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playgroups nearby which results in children walking along London 

Road and further development will reduce air quality. 

network as well as on public transport.  

1890 

Mrs 

Teresa 

Nockton 

Evidence 

Base 

Raises concern about the impact of development of Middle Battenhall 

farm on the traffic levels on London Road.  Current congestion levels 

make it difficult for blue light ambulances.  Pollution and air quality in 

the City are poor, there is a secondary school, a primary schools and 

playgroups nearby which results in children walking along London 

Road and further development will reduce air quality. 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.  

1899 Kler Group Ltd 
Evidence 

Base 

Whilst the list of technical studies intended to inform the SWDPR is 

wide-ranging, it does not appear that there is an assessment being 

undertaken in relation to landscape capacity. Nor is there an 

assessment dealing with the AONB which covers a significant 

proportion of South Worcestershire. 

These studies are necessary in order for the Preferred Options to be 

prepared. 

It is recommended that the methodology for these, and the other 

technical studies, is made available for comment to ensure that the 

approach that is being taken is appropriate and proportionate. 

Noted.  Studies have been commissioned 

in respect of both the Malvern Hills and 

Cotswolds AONBs and landscape will be 

considered as part of the SHELAA process.  

2067 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Evidence 

Base 

Requests that SWCs confirm that Sustainability Appraisal reports will 

be published at each stage of the plan making process.  

Suggests a strategic gap/landscape study should be undertaken and 

that the strategic gap between Malvern and Leigh Sinton should be 

reassessed.  Suggests that Malvern, as the only main town within 

Malvern Hills District, should be the main focus for development.  

The SWCs have appointed consultants to 

undertake SA work and there will be 

reports published at each stage of the 

Plan Review.  

Landscape will be considered within the 

SHELAA and AONB studies have been 

commissioned for both The Malvern Hills 
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AONB and the Cotswolds AONB.  

2224 

Barratt 

Developments 

Ltd et al 

Evidence 

Base 

Notes the evidence base technical studies however this lacks any 

clarity on how the SWDP review will address strategic cross boundary 

matters, particularly meeting an unmet need for housing from 

neighbouring authorities, especially the Tewkesbury area.  

Noted.  The SWCs are working with 

neighbouring authorities to identify 

strategic cross boundary issues and 

prepare a Statement of Common Ground 

to fulfil the Duty to Cooperate.  

2710 

Mr 

Peter 

Burgess 

Evidence 

Base 

Traffic problems are potentially serious for example on London Road 

as well as accessing the M5 and the already congested routes to City 

Centre. Although “transport modelling” is listed, can you please clarify 

whether a full traffic impact assessments will be undertaken? I feel 

this is essential. Please advise whether all parties will have access to 

an appropriate, transparent transport model. Or will objectors have to 

hire their own transport consultants? 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public 

transport.   Transport modelling 

information will be published but the 

model itself will not be made available.  

2766 

Mr 

Denis 

Bennett 

Evidence 

Base 

Agree with majority but consider “Transport modelling” should include 

traffic assessments before any development, as Worcester City has 

difficult traffic hotspots. 

Transport modelling will be undertaken to 

inform the site allocations within the 

SWDP review. 

2978 

Keith 

Bridgewater 

Evidence 

Base 

In order to make an informed decision on where to build residential 

housing and commercial units it is essential that the evidence base 

used is not flawed or biased. 

Traffic assessments should be carried out well before sites are 

allocated for development. London Road and Bath Road are main 

arterial roads into the city; they are already heavily congested, 

sometimes at a standstill many times during the day. Already the 

recent development of Weogoran Park has made traffic congestion, 

air pollution, and traffic noise worse. Emergency service vehicles are 

The transport modelling does include 

vehicular traffic and takes account of the 

current situation.  It considers the likely 

impact of development on the highway 

network as well as on public transport.    
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often hindered in responding. 

3147 

Mr 

William 

Davis 

Evidence 

Base 

In light of the key matters set out in the Consultation Document and 

above it is considered necessary to: 

• Keep the housing need evidence base for Housing Market Area 

up-to-date throughout the plan making process; 

• Consider the wider opportunities for strategic and local 

growth to facilitate the required sustainable development; 

• Review the Housing Land Availability Assessment in that light 

to ensure that development opportunities are not 

inappropriately dismissed or unduly restricted; 

• Provide an evidenced assessment of the deliverability and 

anticipated rate of delivery of the key existing and proposed 

development schemes that are required to address the 

identified housing need to ensure that there is a sufficiently 

large and flexible housing land supply; 

• Develop a robust Infrastructure Delivery Plan that co-

ordinates, facilitates and supports the delivery of the required 

development and supporting infrastructure; and 

• Undertake a cumulative viability assessment of the Local Plan 

proposals and requirements. 

Noted. 

The housing need figure will be kept under 

review and updated to reflect new data or 

changes to the standard methodology. 

The SHELAA is currently being reviewed.  

The SWDP Review will include a review of 

all current allocations to ensure they 

remain deliverable. 

The Plan Review will be supported by an 

updated IDP and viability assessment. 

3399 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Evidence 

Base 

Considers that the list of evidence base studies is comprehensive, 

however the SHMA stage 1 report uses the 2014 sub national 

population projections rather than the 2016 data set.  

Stage 2 of the SHMA will need to address changes that have been 

made to the way that housing need is calculated since SWDP was 

Noted.  The SHMA stage 1 uses the 

standard methodology and the 2014 

based household projections, this is in line 

with Government advice which states that 

the 2014 based projections should still be 

used as the 2016 dataset does not deliver 

sufficient housing nationally to meet the 
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adopted, including the standard methodology.   Government's 300,000 homes per year 

target.  The housing need figure will be 

kept under review in response to new 

data releases and changes tot he standard 

methodology. 

3523 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Evidence 

Base 

Our clients, Johnson Brothers, welcome the opportunity to comment 

at this early stage in the South Worcestershire Development Plan 

Review process on the Sustainability Appraisal of the Issues and 

Options Consultation document. 

The comments highlight several instances where scoring a 

combination of options should be undertaken and this would ensure 

that “reasonable alternatives” have been appraised in line with the 

SEA Directive and the ‘Environmental Assessment of Plans and 

Programmes Regulations 2004’. 

It is recognised that the SA is an iterative process and therefore there 

will be opportunity for the Council re-visit both the SA scorings and the 

appraisal itself, and the above comments are intended to be of 

assistance in this regard. 

The assessment of variations within 

options can be endless. Any attempt to 

assess all variations of combinations (e.g. 

A and B, A and C, A, B and C etc.) requires 

careful consideration with the client team. 

It may prove to be unreasonable. 

3651 Summix Ltd 
Evidence 

Base 

In a broad sense Summix Limited supports the list of technical 

documents that the SWDPR seeks to utilise. As mentioned previously 

in these representations in relation to land around Worcester City it is 

considered vital that the Green Belt Review is robust; urban capacity is 

tested robustly and the housing needs are assessed using the most 

credible population evidence available. 

Noted.  The Green Belt Review will 

provide a robust assessment of all land 

within the designation.  The SHMA will use 

the most up-to-date data and 

Government guidance and the housing 

need calculation will be updated as new 

data is made available and to respond to 

changes in the standard methodology.  
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3744 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Evidence 

Base 

We consider that the list of surveys and evidence base reports are 

appropriate, however we consider some additional material should be 

included. 

In order to establish the housing need for the SWDPR we believe that 

a review of existing allocations taken from the SWDP (2016) and their 

(actual) delivery/lead-in times should be prepared to ensure that 

future assumptions about delivery are based on commercial reality. 

Noted.  The review will include a review of 

all current allocations. 

3883 

Society of 

Merchant 

Venturers 

Evidence 

Base 

The SMV has no specific comments on the list of documents as it is 

likely that the appropriateness of these will emerge during the 

preparation of the SWDPR.  

Noted. 

4059 

Mr 

John 

Mills 

Evidence 

Base 

Recommends that there should be a study to address the two AONBs 

within the plan area and the study should: identify how the 'duty of 

regard' has been carried out; assess housing need arising within the 

AONBs; identify if allocations would constitute major 

development;  identify how weight has been given to conserving the 

landscape and scenic beauty of the AONBs and identify how AONB 

management plans and associated guidance have been taken into 

account.  The response sets out how each of these elements should be 

approached. 

Studies have been commissioned for each 

of the AONBs and these studies will look 

at the sensitivity to, and capacity for 

development. The findings will be useful 

for the SA. No further comments on the 

SA. 

4205 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Evidence 

Base 

Suggests that the scoring should also look at assessing a combination 

of options to ensure that: "reasonable alternatives" have been 

appraised in line with the SEA Directive and the ‘Environmental 

Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004’. It is 

recognised that the SA is an iterative process and therefore there will 

be opportunity for the Council re-visit both the SA scorings and the 

appraisal itself, and the above comments are intended to be of 

assistance in this regard. We therefore reserve the right to comment 

The Stage 1 SHMA follows the most recent 

Government advice to continue to use the 

2014 based household projections rather 

than the 2016 based projections which 

were released in September 2018.  The 

Local Housing need figure will be kept 

under review during the plan preparation 

process.  The SHMA uses the 
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further on future SA documents. Government's Standard methodology for 

Calculating Housing Need.  

The assessment of variations within 

options can be endless. Any attempt to 

assess all variations of combinations (e.g. 

A and B, A and C, A, B and C etc.) requires 

careful consideration with the client team. 

It may prove to be unreasonable. 

3311 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Vision 

Vision is aspirational, involvement of public and private sector will be 

needed to fulfil these aspirations. The role of landowners and private 

sector in delivering economic development should be referred to. 

Agree that accessible and affordable housing should be widely 

available, and in order to meet this, a varied supply of sites needs to 

be identified. 

Comments are noted and it is recognised 

that the public sector can not deliver the 

vision alone.  The plan will be site specific 

at the Preferred Options stage. 

3991 

Richborough 

Estates 
Vision 

Broadly agree with current vision, but greater emphasis should be 

placed on delivering growth within existing communities with good 

transport connections and established infrastructure – also that the 

housing numbers set out by the standardised methodology are a 

minimum. 

Comments are noted however it is 

considered that the vision already makes 

adequate reference to the need for a mix 

of housing.  It is already recognised that 

the standard methodology  is a minimum 

requirement and the Issues and Options 

paper asks whether it is necessary to go 

above the standard methodology 

number.  The Strategic Housing Market 

Assessment also tests the number against 

other factors than influence housing need. 

3371 Richborough Vision The current version remains appropriate, though reference needs to Comments are noted.  it is not considered 
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Estates be made in delivering flexibility and diversity in site size and location. necessary to refer to site specific elements 

within the vision although the need to 

allocate a range of sites for development 

is acknowledged.  

3617 

Miller Homes 

Ltd 
Vision 

It is agreed that the Vision set out in the adopted SWDP is appropriate 

as it relates to Malvern being a main town and a foci for growth and 

development in the emerging Plan. This is an important strand in the 

adopted Plan and should be rolled forward as part of the emerging 

Plan. 

Comments are noted. 

3629 

BFP 

Developments 

LLP 

Vision 

Agree broadly with the current Vision, and suggests a new settlement 

and a less strategic dispersal strategy would be most suitable to 

achieve its objectives. 

Comments are noted.  The development 

strategy and site allocations will be 

presented for consultation in the 

Preferred Options. 

3703 

BFP 

Developments 

LLP 

Vision 

Agree broadly with the current Vision, and suggests a new settlement 

and a less strategic dispersal strategy would be most suitable to 

achieve its objectives. 

Comments are noted.  The development 

strategy and site allocations will be 

presented for consultation in the 

Preferred Options. 

3644 St Philips Ltd Vision 
A greater variety of site size and location needs to be identified, 

avoiding the over reliance on urban intensification. 

Comments are noted.  The SWDP review 

Preferred Options will set out the draft 

development strategy and site allocations. 

It is acknowledged that a range of sites 

need to be allocated. 

3671 Bovis Homes Vision 

Bovis Homes is supportive of the Vision, though it observes the current 

housing crisis due to the lack of new homes being built. The Vision 

should reflect this and make a commitment in taking steps to solve it. 

Comments are noted.  it is considered that 

this is addressed at paragraph 6.6 of the 

vision. 

3807 Christ Church, Vision Supports the vision and does not consider that any amendments are Support is welcomed. 
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Oxford required to it at this stage. 

3849 

Rooftop Housing 

Group 
Vision Broadly supportive Support is welcomed. 

3854 

Warwickshire 

College 
Vision 

Broadly in agreement. Suggests an amendment to paragraph 6.2 with 

reference to involving the private sector in housing and economic 

development. Key to delivering growth, is ensuring sufficient 

deliverable sites for the latter period of the plan 6-10 & 11-15 years. 

Comments are noted.  Whilst it is 

acknowledged that the public sector can 

not deliver the vision alone it is not 

considered necessary to include an explicit 

reference to the role of other sectors in 

the vision.  The need to identify sufficient 

sites beyond the first 5 years of the Plan 

period is recognised and this will be 

addressed at Preferred Options. 

3990 Madresfield Vision 

Paragraph 6.2 would benefit from reference to involving the private 

sector and landowners in housing and economic development. 

Farm diversification and the economic re-use of existing buildings 

should be promoted. This and rural greenfield sites could help 

accommodate the thriving tourist market with appropriate facilities. 

Key to delivering growth, is ensuring sufficient deliverable sites for the 

latter period of the plan 6-10 & 11-15 years, with reference in 

delivering flexibility and diversity in site size and location. 

Comments are noted and it is recognised 

that the public sector can not deliver the 

vision alone.  The plan will be site specific 

at the Preferred Options stage. 

It is acknowledged that the plan will need 

to provide sites beyond the first 5 years of 

the plan period, this will be addressed at 

Preferred Options stage where draft site 

allocations will be set out. 

3951 ehB Reeves Vision 

Broadly agree with current vision, but greater emphasis should be 

placed on delivering growth within existing communities with good 

transport connections and established infrastructure – also that the 

housing numbers set out by the standardised methodology are a 

minimum. 

Comments are noted.  Transport and 

infrastructure are both significant 

considerations within the plan review 

however it is felt that they are already 

referred to in the vision.  It is 
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acknowledged that the standard 

methodology numbers a re a minimum 

however, it is considered that his is too 

much detail for the vision and this is also 

covered in the strategy and housing 

numbers section of the SWDP review. 

4097 

Wychbold 

Developments 

Ltd 

Vision 
Provides significant background information to support the promotion 

of a site.  

Comments are noted.  Representations 

made in response to each question in the 

Issues and Options Paper have been 

summarised and responded to.  The site 

promotion information will be considered 

as part of the SHELAA. 

4110 

Wychbold 

Developments 

Ltd 

Vision 
Provides significant background information to support the promotion 

of a site. 

Comments are noted.  Representations 

made in response to each question in the 

Issues and Options Paper have been 

summarised and responded to.  The site 

promotion information will be considered 

as part of the SHELAA. 

4117 

Wychbold 

Developments 

Ltd 

Vision 

Supportive of the vision and feels that  a comprehensive new 

settlement with a less strategic dispersal strategy id the best way to 

achieve it. 

Support is welcomed. 

4178 

Malvern Civic 

Society 
Vision 

Mixed use developments characterise Malvern by providing a sense of 

locality, centralised services such as Doctors’ surgeries and Retail Parks 

exacerbate car usage, new developments should create new localities. 

Comments are noted.  

4161 

Malvern Civic 

Society 
Vision 

New developments should generally be in existing towns, unless this 

necessitates more car journeys to access amenities, hence mixed use 
Comments are noted.  
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developments are more desirable. 

Minor village additions to deliver local need would be acceptable but 

large scale green belt developments are not acceptable. 

4249 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 
Vision Our client is broadly supportive of the vision as presented. Support is welcomed. 

4262 

Exeter College, 

Oxford 
Vision 

Broad agreement with the SDWP’s vision and objectives particularly 

those relating to delivering housing. Suggests that at this stage all 

proposed sites should be considered and that growth on the edge of 

existing settlements should be considered.  

Comments are noted.  All sites which have 

been submitted through the call for sites 

will be considered in the Strategic Housing 

and Employment Land Availability 

Assessment. 

4318 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Vision 

Vision contains a number of very positive aspirations, particularly 

recognition of the importance of the AONBs and the emphasis given to 

affordable housing and securing and sustain local communities.  

However, it does not adequately address climate change or the 

separate issues of green infrastructure and biodiversity. Considers that 

the vision should specifically promote the creation of coherent and 

resilient ecological networks and the need for development to deliver 

biodiversity net gain.    

Vision does not highlight mobile signal issues within the AONB.  

Outside the AONB the vision for joined up thriving communities is not 

strong enough. 

Comments are noted.  Strengthen 

references to climate change and 

biodiversity within the vision.  

4405 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 
Vision Agree hat the vision is appropriate. However an adequate supply of 

Comments are noted and support is 

welcomed. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 55



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Limited housing land is needed in order to ensure the vision is delivered.  

Important that it is considered the Worcester West urban extension 

will make a positive contribution towards delivering the vision. 

4506 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Vision 

Agree that the vision is appropriate. However an adequate supply of 

housing land is needed in order to ensure the vision is delivered.  

Considers that the land to the South of the Temple Laugherne Fruit 

Processing Factory would will make a positive contribution towards 

delivering the vision. 

Comments are noted and support is 

welcomed. 

4489 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Vision 

Agree that the vision is appropriate. However an adequate supply of 

housing land is needed in order to ensure the vision is delivered.  

Important that it is considered the  land to the North West of 

Worcester will make a positive contribution towards delivering the 

vision. 

Comments are noted and support is 

welcomed. 

4432 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Vision 

Suggests vision should be drafted in future tense. 

6.2 - should reflect on success of vision so far - towns have decreased 

in popularity with visitors because of new development. Existing 

residents have been distressed by new development affecting views of 

the countryside.  Vision needs to realise consequences of its 

ambitions. 

6.3 - fails to identify the possibility of further stations eg Fernhill Heath 

and Rushwick. 

6.3 - Further housing development means that road improvements 

Comments are noted. 

The vision is written as if we are in 2041 

looking back at how we got there. 

Fernhill Heath and Rushwick would only 

be specifically named in the vision if they 

were programmed in for delivery. 

The SWDP review will include a policy on 

Best and Most Versatile Agricultural Land. 
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have not reduced congestion. 

6.4 - should include reference to protecting Best and Most Versatile 

Agricultural Land. 

6.7 - should refer to Areas of Great Landscape Value. 

Areas of Great Landscape Value refers to a 

designation which is no longer used. 

  

4512 St Philips Ltd Vision 
A greater variety of site size and location needs to be identified, 

avoiding the over reliance on urban intensification. 

Comments are noted.  The SWDP review 

Preferred Options will set out the draft 

development strategy and site allocations. 

It is acknowledged that a range of sites 

need to be allocated. 

4534 

Cotswold District 

Council 
Vision 

Supportive of vision and its continued commitment to protect and 

enhance the Cotswold Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty - a shared 

landscape designation. 

Support is noted and welcomed. 

6 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Vision Blank entry Blank entry 

26 Prosser Vision 

The vision may no longer be appropriate if an excessive amount of 

housing is built leading to an overcrowded city which is not desirable 

for any residents. 

Noted. 

30 Prosser Vision 

The vision is not appropriate because south Worcestershire will not 

remain a desirable place to live and work if the city becomes even 

more overcrowded through excessive building. 

Noted. 

31 Prosser Vision 

The vision is not appropriate because south Worcestershire will not 

remain a desirable place to live and work if the city becomes even 

more overcrowded through excessive building. 

Noted 
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91 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Vision 

The SWDPR vision should incorporate walking and cycling; for the 

majority of people these modes of transport are the cheapest, easiest 

and greenest way of getting around locally, or at least they would be if 

the Council properly enabled them through housing in the right place 

linked by the right infrastructure. 

Noted.  Add walking and cycling to the 

vision. 

129 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Vision 

Add to 6.4: 

Growth in the East of the area is enabled by the up-grading of the 

A44+A46 combined-route trunk road as it passes Evesham. 

Reasoning: the current inadequate by-pass is the cause of significant 

congestion around and in the town of Evesham that trunk road 

improvements are a necessary pre-cursor to allocating land for growth 

in this area. 

Noted, however this level of detail is 

something which will be considered within 

the transport policies and the 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan.  

166 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Vision 

Agree with the Vision, however it needs to be bolder with respect to 

public transport. Trains in and out of Worcester from both Malvern 

and Droitwich are already overcrowded, and if the rest of this vision is 

fulfilled there will be a huge increase in the number of people making 

those journeys. It's going to take a much bolder transport vision to 

meet the demand for rail travel across the region. 

Noted, however the vision already refers 

to improvements in rail infrastructure. 

201 

Mr 

Andrew 

Robinson 

Vision 

Section 6.3 omits the completion of Worcester's ring road. This is THE 

single most important issue in Worcester. It has been desperately 

needed for many years. 

I also believe that the provision of sufficient hospital services should 

be included as a section in the vision and objectives. The significant 

increase in demand for hospital services needs to be taken into 

account when considering large housing developments. 

Noted, however, the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan will set out the required 

infrastructure to support delivery of the 

SWDP review. This will include transport 

and healthcare. 
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212 

Mrs 

JS 

Rothero 

Vision 

Please don't allow overbuilding around Droitwich, Evesham and 

Malvern. It would spoil - and is in danger of spoiling -these pleasant 

rural towns. There seems to be plenty of space in Worcestershire. Can 

it not be allocated evenly instead of focusing on just a few centres. 

Noted.  The distribution of growth will 

consider the availability of services and 

facilities within existing settlements as 

well as whether new settlements are 

needed to accommodate the growth 

required. 

227 

Sandy 

Peach 
Vision 

Suggests that the vision should include reference to the full range of 

types and tenures required by the NPPF - young families, older people, 

single households and that the vision statement excludes students, 

people with disabilities, service families, travellers and travelling 

showpeople and people wishing to build their own homes.      

Noted.  This level of detail is not 

appropriate for the vision.  The vision 

already refers to 'a range of housing types 

and tenures', the policies within the plan 

will fully consider the requirements of the 

NPPF and NPPG.  

293 

Angus 

McCulloch 
Vision 

Raises concern about how the need for affordable homes will be 

addressed particularly in Malvern.  

Raises concern about whether provision will be made for healthcare 

facilities and highways infrastructure to support new development. 

Noted.  The Infrastructure delivery Plan 

will set out the infrastructure required to 

support the delivery of the SWDP 

Review.  This will be prepared in 

consultation with infrastructure providers. 

299 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Vision 

Addition to 6.3, or possibly new paragraph: 

Improvements to infrastructure for walking and cycling 

have resulted in a major modal shift (30%?) from cars to active travel 

for journeys of less than two miles. This has achieved a pronounced 

impact on health and wellbeing, reduced congestion and pollution, 

and more vibrant communities. 

Addition to Paragraph 6.6, or maybe additional paragraph: 

80% of existing housing stock has been retrofitted with energy-saving 

Noted.  Include walking and cycling within 

the vision.  

The SWDP Review will update the current 

renewable energy requirements in new 

development but the Plan can not force 

changes to the existing building stock, 

neither can it require carbon neutral 

development ahead of any national 

implementation thorough building 

regulations.  
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insulation and heating to Passivhaus standard, and all new housing is 

built to carbon neutral standard. This has contributed towards South 

Worcestershire meeting the UK government commitment to reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions by at least 80% by 2050, relative to 1990 

levels.  

354 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Vision 

Vision - comments concerning job opportunities, investment and 

business under para 6.2 are grossly excessive and exaggerated. Some 

aspects are correct to a lesser degree but should not give a false 

impression of need. 

Para 6.3 - infrastructure improvements have been appallingly 

inefficient and ineffective. 

Para 6.4 inaccurate in terms of small businesses and broadband 

provision. 

Noted. 

1448 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Vision Yes Noted. 

407 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Vision Yes, continue with this vision Noted. 

449 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Vision Blank entry Blank entry. 

469 

Mr 

Stephen 

Lomax 

Vision 
We believe it is appropriate to continue with the vision set out in the 

adopted SWDP. 
Noted. 
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653 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Vision 

To protect the rural landscape should remain important in order to 

maintain tourism which benefits most of the South Worcestershire 

area.  The agricultural land should be protected to provide work for 

farmers and to be able to be used for food.  Building of houses should 

not be at the expense of the countryside.  Houses and dwellings 

should be established within the towns and Worcester in order to help 

them thrive as shopping habits change. 

Noted.  The vision already includes a 

statement relating to the landscape and 

tourism and the important role of farming 

and horticulture in the economy.  Agree 

with the need to accommodate 

development within the towns where 

possible.   

535 

Mrs 

Zoe 

Stokes 

Vision 

Perhaps the addition of retaining more green spaces should be 

included in the vision above, especially for the city area. If wanting to 

keep a highly desirable place to live, people buy in Worcester because 

of the green spaces and rural accessibility. This adds immeasurably to 

peoples health and well being. 

Noted.  The vision already refers to 

investment in green infrastructure and its 

link to healthy lifestyles and improved 

biodiversity. 

554 

Ms 

Karen 

Gregor 

Vision Blank entry Blank entry. 

563 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Vision 

More protection of our green spaces should be given a higher priority 

and VALUED more, especially when considering sites, & protecting of 

Worcester's, UNIQUE historical heritage and "green lungs" which 

makes Worcester such a special place to live and work in and helps 

differentiates it from some of the other cities and towns around the 

Midlands that have effectively lost or thrown away their own 

"identity" by the development mistakes since the 1970's. Protection of 

our green spaces especially those with connections to the cultural and 

historical heritage, should be given maximum levels of protection.  If 

these areas aren’t given the necessary protection, we will lose them 

FOR EVER to the detriment of everyone.  Key historical sites should be 

further protected with additional importance placed on their 

surroundings and settings to ensure the assets are not devalued 

Noted.  The vision refers to investment in 

green infrastructure, protecting sensitive 

landscapes protecting the historic cores of 

the towns and villages.  
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through inappropriate developments being too close. 

568 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Vision 

Point 5,3 and 5.6 mention the importance of our landscape being of 

high quality and the value of green belt.  However I feel there is still 

not enough mention of the need to have strong protection of our 

green spaces and there needs to be stronger recognition of the value 

of these areas, to provide close contact with green areas within local 

walking distance from peoples' houses, to enable us to have a closer 

connection with our cultural and historic heritage.  

Noted.  The detailed policy requirements 

will be addressed through the specific 

policies.  The open space audit will 

consider the quality, quantity and 

accessibility of open space facilities and 

this will inform the policies and site 

allocations within the SWDP Review. 

2415 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Vision 

Comment points out East-West transport limitations relating to the 

River Severn. There needs to be a shift towards high level, 

technological qualifications as opposed to qualifications leading to the 

service sector. 

Noted. 

2714 

Craig 

Muncaster 
Vision 

There is a need to protect green spaces, as well as areas with historical 

and cultural significance. Wildlife and tree protection should also be 

ensured and carbon sequestration needs to be considered. 

Noted.  The Plan includes policies to 

protect green spaces however it must 

allocate sufficient land to meet growth 

needs in order to ensure that a plan-led 

approach is maintained and we are not at 

risk from speculative planning 

applications.  

2806 

Mr 

Stephen 

Hyde 

Vision 

More emphasis should be placed on the sustainability of 

developments, particularly relating to the future of the Green Belt and 

village sustainability. 

Rural communities need more affordable housing to reverse localised 

trends of aging populations and encourage younger people to 

stay/return. 

Noted.  A Sustainability Appraisal is being 

undertaken to inform the Plan 

Review.  The SHMA will identify the types 

of housing that are required and the rural 

exception site policy makes provision for 

affordable housing to come forward in 

rural areas.  Worcestershire County 

Council will provide information on the 
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Schools in Villages are put under strain by current policies, the review 

should reflect this. 

capacity of schools and the developer 

contributions required towards education 

provision from new development.  

1879 

Martin and 

Nicky 

Parry 

Vision 

It is essential that the few remaining green spaces are protected. Once 

gone they are gone forever. Worcester planners have failed in the past 

to protect the city’s heritage and lived to regret it. The City has , to the 

planners shame, lost many of its Tudor historical sites. 

Noted. 

1338 

Daniel 

Harding 
Vision 

There seems to be a fascination with concreting every bit of green 

space within Worcester City Centre. Building houses on one of the few 

remaining green areas of Worcester will remove the quiet enjoyment 

that many families / joggers / dog walkers regularly take from these 

areas and destroy significant historical and cultural heritage.  We 

should ensure that the last remaining green spaces that make 

Worcester such a pleasant area to live and work and preserved at all 

costs. 

Noted.  The vision refers to investment in 

green infrastructure, protecting sensitive 

landscapes protecting the historic cores of 

the towns and villages.  

1160 

Daniel 

Harding 
Vision 

Building houses on one of the few remaining green areas of Worcester 

will remove the quiet enjoyment that many families / joggers / dog 

walkers regularly take from these areas and destroy significant 

historical and cultural heritage. 

We should ensure that the last remaining green spaces that make 

Worcester such a pleasant area to live and work and preserved at all 

costs. 

Noted. 

1167 

Daniel 

Harding 
Vision 

There seems to be a fascination with concreting every bit of green 

space within Worcester City Centre. Building houses on one of the few 

remaining green areas of Worcester will remove the quiet enjoyment 

that many families / joggers / dog walkers regularly take from these 

Noted. 
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areas and destroy significant historical and cultural heritage. 

We should ensure that last remaining green spaces that make 

Worcester such a pleasant area to live and work and preserved at all 

costs. 

1371 

Mark 

Smith 
Vision 

Protection of our green space should be a higher priority within the 

SWDP. Currently housing need takes precedence over valued green 

spaces and the SWDP should aim to prioritise protection of the 

cultural, historical and green assets of the character of Worcester. Key 

historical sites should be afforded further protection to ensure the 

assets are not devalued by inappropriate development too close to 

them. 

Noted, the plan includes policies to 

protect green space and the historic 

environment.  

2028 

Emily 

Shaw 
Vision 

Green space protection is shamefully under-prioritised within the 

SWDP which should aim to prioritise protection of the character of 

Worcester, its cultural, historical and green assets. Large swathes of 

medieval heritage were lost forever in the 1970’s - Don’t make the 

same mistakes again! 

Noted.  The vision includes reference to 

protecting the landscape and heritage 

assets.  

2923 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Vision 

Worcester space is limited, hence the tie in with Wychavon and 

Malvern Hills District Councils. What little land in the City is available is 

often ‘highlighted’ for development for housing.  As the City, in 

comparison to others is small, the ‘green areas’ that are left should 

receive greater consideration of retention, in order that those living 

within the City and close by should not have to travel far to reap the 

obvious rewards. 

Comments are noted.  

1050 

Neil 

Hickling 
Vision 

The fullest attention should be given to preservation and promotion of 

green spaces, especially where there are historical and biodiversity 

factors.  (c.f. the 1970s decimation). 

Noted.  
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642 

Mr 

Mike 

Oakley 

Vision 

The vision set out in the adopted SWDP is appropriate but it is 

essential the Councils accept the starting point is not necessarily as 

positive as the above wording would indicate.  

Noted.  The vision is the aspiration for the 

Plan period. 

886 

Dr 

Rachel 

Matthews 

Vision 

I don't agree that South Worcestershire is a 'highly desirable' place in 

which to live and work.  Evesham town in particular is long-past its 

glory days and is now a low-rent High Street dominated by cut-price 

shops and takeaways. Revitalizing this historic town shouldn't be hard 

but there needs to be a vision which is aspirational and based on a 

realistic assessment of what it is now. In particular there needs to be a 

limit on the predominance of fast food outlets and which reintroduces 

a mixed economy of residential and high quality food and shopping 

outlets. That vision is not the one put forward by Evesham Town 

Council which suggested that the town needed more places for family 

dining like KFC with either no thought, or  no knowledge, of the public 

health implications of this statement. Waitrose is a start - but the irony 

is that its newest neighbours are (another!) fish and chip shop and a 

chicken shop. This is not a question of snobbery, but a question of 

vision and civic pride in those things which Evesham should stand for. 

It is a beautiful setting with a reputation for producing the best food in 

the world; you wouldn't guess that from standing in the High 

Street. Why not, for instance, reopen the market hall as a food hall 

every morning? It is this kind of thing which will improve both the 

economic outlook of the town and the status it has as a desirable 

place to live. 

Noted, however, the vision is aspirational 

rather than a portrait of the current 

situation.  The SWDP Review will include a 

policy on health and well-being and also a 

review of the retail policies to respond to 

the changing role of High Streets. 

896 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Vision 

Paragraph 6.3 – greater emphasis should be placed on bus, walking 

and cycling infrastructure. 

Paragraph 6.6 – emphasis should be shifted from ‘housing’ to 

safe/secure homes, with affordable and secure tenancy when 

Noted.  Increase the emphasis on 

sustainable transport options. 

It is considered that rented 

accommodation is covered through 
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referring to rented properties. 

Paragraph 6.7 – affordable and accessible housing should address 

homeless people and how they will secure affordable/long-term 

permanent homes. 

reference to a range of tenures and that 

whilst the plan will help to provide a 

supply of housing. 

1084 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Vision The vision is appropriate, no changes necessary. Noted. 

899 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Vision Blank entry Blank entry 

1411 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Vision 

This vision sounds wonderful in theory, however it does not always 

translate into practice. We are seeing new housing developments 

without the necessary infrastructure to accommodate the increased 

volume of residents, e.g. Kempsey has new housing but no additional 

GP facilities resulting in overspill to other surgeries. It is appropriate to 

continue with the current vision so long as planning decisions reflect 

that vision! 

Noted. 

1331 

Mr 

Malcolm 

Pink 

Vision 

The problem is one of affordability across the SWDP area and 

particularly in Wychavon District and most residents do not have 

access to a ‘range of housing types’. The problem is that most first 

time buyers can only just manage a 5% deposit and rely on the new-

build schemes like help to buy, if they can find a new house to buy 

that is. 

The rental market is also similarly excluding many families A recent 

publication from Rooftop Housing indicted that private rents were on 

Noted.  The vision refers to 'affordable 

and accessible housing' being widely 

available.  The policies within the SWDP 

review will provide the detailed 

requirements for different types and 

tenures of housing.  The overall amount of 

housing required will be driven by the 

output of the Government's Standard 

Methodology.  
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the increase, with average rents according to Rooftop now exceeding 

£750 per month. 

Key reason for the imbalance is a  restricted housing supply against 

high demand for homes in South Worcestershire. 

The ‘Vision’ statement should be changed to represent the reality of 

the housing market and that South Worcestershire has a problem 

with affordability both in house prices and rental. 

The Vision should be to increase housing supply, which will allow 

demand to return to balance over the Plan period. 

1137 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Vision I agree with the vision set out in the SWDP. Noted. 

1320 

Mr 

Ian 

Rodenhurst 

Vision 

Raises concerns about the affordability of homes across 

Worcestershire both to buy and to rent and states that most residents 

do not have access to a choice of housing.   Provides statistical 

evidence to support this position.  Suggests that this is a result of 

demanding exceeding supply across south Worcestershire.    

The ‘Vision’ statement should be changed to represent the reality of 

the housing market and that South Worcestershire has a problem with 

affordability both in house prices and rental. 

The Vision should be to increase housing supply, which will allow 

demand to return to balance over the Plan period. 

Comments are noted.  The vision sets out 

where we aspire to be at the end of the 

plan period.  The evidence base identifies 

the problems referred to in the response 

and the policies in the plan will help to 

alleviate them and achieve the vision set 

out.  

1327 Mr Vision The problem is one of affordability in Wychavon District and most Noted.  The vision refers to 'affordable 
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Jeremy 

Saunders 

residents do not have access to a ‘range of housing types’. 

The problem is that most first time buyers can only just manage a 5% 

deposit and rely on the new-build schemes like help to buy. 

The rental market is also similarly excluding many families A recent 

publication from Rooftop Housing indicted that private rents were on 

the increase, with average rents according to Rooftop now exceeding 

£750 per month. 

Key reason for the imbalance is a  restricted housing supply against 

high demand for homes in South Worcestershire. 

The ‘Vision’ statement should be changed to represent the reality of 

the housing market and that South Worcestershire has a problem 

with affordability both in house prices and rental. 

The Vision should be to increase housing supply, which will allow 

demand to return to balance over the Plan period. 

and accessible housing' being widely 

available.  The policies within the SWDP 

review will provide the detailed 

requirements for different types and 

tenures of housing.  The overall amount of 

housing required will be driven by the 

output of the Government's Standard 

Methodology.  

1319 Davis Vision 

Developments are harming the areas character, here is a lack of 

infrastructure and congestion is a problem. Tourism contributes 11% 

to local income, though one attraction ‘Blossom trail’, may soon be 

gone. 

More emphasis needs to be given to allow local villagers to have a say 

in the future of their environment. 6.4) Broadband speed is insufficient 

for agricultural businesses. 

More small properties are required, and more needs to be done to 

Noted.  Transport modelling will be 

undertaken to identify the required 

transport infrastructure.  The 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan will set out all 

of the infrastructure required to support 

the plan.  The SHMA will consider the 

need for different sizes and types of 

housing.  The SWDP review will also 

consider whether planning policy changes 

are required to protect and enhance the 
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protect and enhance the quality of High Streets (such as Evesham). High Streets, this will be supported by a 

retail study.  

1991 

Mr 

Malcolm 

Downes 

Vision 

If the SWDP is to 2041, would suggest a vision is required which will 

allow the area to take advantage of new and unforeseen technological 

trends and update the corresponding policies i.e. impact of 5G (6G?) 

on rural communities and home working. 

Noted.  The telecommunications section 

will provide the planning framework for 

new technologies.  Whilst the plan is to 

2041, it will be reviewed every 5 years in 

line with Government requirements and 

therefore the vision will be updated to 

reflect technological changes and their 

impacts.  

4271 

Mr 

Paul 

Brown 

Vision 

The Vision is overly focused on the past/present and needs to have a 

stronger focus towards the future. Particularly regarding the latest 

scientific findings relating to Climate Change. 

Comments are noted however the vision 

is written as if looking back from 2041, it 

describes the place South Worcestershire 

is aspiring to be by then and looks back at 

how it got there.  Include reference to 

climate change within the vision. 

3537 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Vision 

Comment states that Vision 6.2 should say 2030 not 2041. SWDP 

should better reflect the requirements for single occupancy 

bungalows/flats. 

Comments are noted. paragraph 6.2 refers 

to 2041 as this is the end of the SWDP 

review plan period. The vision already 

refers to a range of housing types and 

tenures, referring to specific housing types 

is considered to be too prescriptive for the 

vision.  

1642 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Vision 

Welcomes comments in 6.7 relating to biodiversity and South 

Worcestershire’s attractive environment – this, and areas of 

cultural/historical significance should be preserved. Small/manicured 

green areas in new developments do not provide adequate 

Noted.  All new development will be 

required to continue o provide multi 

functional green infrastructure which does 

not include private garden land.  
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biodiversity and this is particularly relevant with recent declines to 

Skylark populations.  Highest level of protection should be afforded to 

areas of high biodiversity and cultural and historical significance.  

1566 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Vision 

There must be stronger protection of our green spaces within the 

SWDP because currently this priority is too low – housing need takes 

precedence over valued green spaces.  The SWDP should prioritise 

protection of the character of Worcester, its cultural, historical and 

green assets.  Protection of our green spaces (both formal and 

informal green spaces), especially those that typify the local character 

of the area, with connections to the cultural and historical heritage, 

should be given maximum levels of protection within the SWDP.  If 

these areas aren’t prioritised, we will lose them forever.  Key historical 

sites should be further protected with additional importance placed 

on their surroundings and settings to ensure the assets are not 

devalued through inappropriate development too close in proximity. 

Noted.  The vision already includes 

reference to protecting greenspace and 

the historic environment.  

1619 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Vision 

The SWDPR must include stronger protection of our green spaces, 

both formal and informal, especially those that demonstrate the 

character of Worcester, its cultural, historical and green assets.  Key 

historical sites should be further protected with additional importance 

placed on their surroundings and settings to ensure the assets are not 

devalued through inappropriate development too close in proximity. 

Noted.  The vision already includes 

reference to protecting greenspace and 

the historic environment.  

1702 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Vision 

The SWDP should give a high priority to the protection of the 

character of Worcester including its cultural, historical and green 

assets.  Currently housing takes precedence over valued green spaces 

within the SWDP. My view is that the protection of both formal and 

informal green spaces that are highly valued by local communities and 

which typify the local cultural and historical heritage of an area should 

be given the utmost levels of protection within the SWDP. Failure to 

Noted.  The vision already includes 

reference to protecting greenspace and 

the historic environment.  
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do this will risk losing such areas through development, forever 

robbing localities of their historical continuity and undermining public 

support for the work of SWDP. Key historical sites should be identified 

early in the review process and protection extended to both the sites 

and their settings such that inappropriate development does not 

diminish and devalue these assets. 

3541 

Mr 

Phillip 

Aldridge 

Vision 

Response: Yes but an additional bullet point might commit to future 

food sustainability (particularly relevant post-Brexit) and retaining and 

protecting, wherever possible, high grade agriculture land, such as 

that within my own parish of Ripple. 

Comments are noted.  The SWDP Review 

will include a policy on Best and Most 

Versatile Agricultural Land.  

1891 

Mrs 

Teresa 

Nockton 

Vision 

A great deal of information has been shared during 2018 as to the 

serious, significant and immediate risk of climate chaos.  It is therefore 

of paramount importance that any vision regarding development 

considers in detail all of the Sustainable Development Goals set out by 

the U.N.  and is based on a sound understanding of climate impacts – 

with a view to only considering development where a positive impact 

can be demonstrated to be made. 

One of the core targets of Goal 11 of the SDG’s is to “strengthen 

efforts to protect and safeguard the world’s cultural and natural 

heritage”.  Middle Battenhall Farm is home to a 900 year old 

Scheduled Monument which surely fits within the parameters of this 

goal and therefore should eliminate it from consideration as a 

potential site for development?  

Further, Middle Battenhall Farm has been described as “the finest 

green lung in South Worcester” and this also makes it incredibly 

surprising that is even being considered for further housing 

development.  The development itself would create additional C02 

Comments are noted.  The SHELAA 

process allows any landowner to put their 

site forward to be considered for 

development.  All of the sites submitted 

will undergo a comprehensive appraisal in 

accordance with the published 

methodology.  Inclusion of sites within the 

SHELAA does not meant that they are 

suitable for development.  The Preferred 

Options paper will set out the Council's 

preferred sites for allocation and this will 

be subject to a further six week 

consultation period.  
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emissions; surely the “green lung” of South Worcester would be better 

placed and present a greater sustainable option as a site for absorbing 

carbon from the atmosphere? 

1900 Kler Group Ltd Vision 

The vision was considered appropriate when the SWDP was adopted 

in 2016. Given that this is a review to the SWDP, there does not seem 

any reason to depart substantially from that vision. 

However, it is appropriate to have regard to the wording at paragraph 

6.7 and remove reference to protecting and instead adopt an 

approach which seeks to manage change in areas such as the AONB as 

sensitive landscapes and environments. 

Noted.  

2068 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Vision 

The vision set out in the consultation document is supported and 

considered to provide an appropriate basis for the preparation of the 

SWDPR. 

Noted. 

2252 

Kenneth Gordon 

Kingston 
Vision 

Vision should reflect the need for infrastructure developments, 

without such, achieving sustainable development is impossible. Rural 

development has often been characterised by large, high value, 

houses. This should be changed to better cater for people with low 

social mobility, with more social housing and access to public 

transport services.  

Comments are noted however it is 

considered that the vision already includes 

reference to infrastructure and a range of 

housing options. 

2573 

Land 

Partnerships 

Developments 

Ltd 

Vision 

Comment stresses the importance of delivering the full housing 

requirement, with an adequate mix of property types/size/price 

including affordable housing. If a new settlement/large urban 

extension is to be selected, it should reflect the need for diverse 

housing types and variety of sites should be identified to ensure 

prompt delivery. 

Comments are noted.  The Plan will 

provide policies and allocations to deliver 

the full housing requirement. 

2711 Mr Vision Comment questions what city Worcester wants to become in 10 years Comments are noted.  However it is not 
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Peter 

Burgess 

time. Questions how Worcester’s heritage will be protected and what 

transport mode split/pollution benchmarks are being aimed for. It also 

questions the impact of housing plans at a local and County scale. 

considered appropriate for the vision to 

align Worcester with other 

cities.    Worcester City's heritage will be 

protected through statutory designations 

such as Listed Buildings and Conservation 

Areas as well as the Historic Environment 

Record. There are no targets for transport 

modal split.  Housing plans will take 

account of air quality.   

2767 

Mr 

Denis 

Bennett 

Vision 

Changes to the above should include more emphasis on protecting the 

culture, green assets and culture of the city. If such areas and not 

identified then they will be lost. 

Comments are note, however the vision 

already refers to the importance of a high 

quality natural and built environment and 

the heritage cores of the city, towns and 

villages. 

2952 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Vision 

The SWDP should be made more realistic, with a sharper focus 

towards responding to climate change and reducing the areas carbon 

footprint. Green space should be prioritised over housing 

development, since it is the cultural/historic and green assets of the 

city that makes Worcester unique and part of the reason people live 

here. 

Comments are noted.  

2953 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Vision 

In my view, the vision seems somewhat trite and ‘all things to all 

people’ – more rhetorical that realistic – I think it needs a more 

meaningful and sharper focus and personally I would like to see a 

much stronger underpinning and integrating emphasis on responding 

to climate change through the pursuit of a reduced carbon footprint 

for the area. 

Comments are noted. Include a stronger 

emphasis on climate change within the 

vision.   

2980 Keith Vision The protection of green spaces should be a SWDP number 1 priority Comments are noted, however, the SWDP 
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Bridgewater and should take precedence over housing development. After all the 

cultural, historical and green assets typical of the character of 

Worcester is why people choose to live here. Furthermore key 

historical sites should have added protection, and not be devalued by 

building too close to them or to their surroundings. These are our 

children’s heritage. 

review must meet the local housing need 

of south Worcestershire calculated using 

the Government's standard 

methodology.  it is recognised that the 

City's administrative boundary is tightly 

constrained and the joint plan allows for 

Worcester City's housing need to be met 

beyond the administrative 

boundary.  Agree that there needs to be a 

balance between the delivery of the 

required development and the protection 

of green space and heritage. 

3281 

Mr 

Robin 

Bramley 

Vision 

At a high level, the summarised vision sounds appealing. However the 

challenge is ensuring that rural Worcestershire does not lose its 

character through inappropriate and incongruous development. 

Comments are noted. 

3398 

Johnson 

Brothers 
Vision Broadly supportive Noted. 

3701 Summix Ltd Vision 
Supportive of the Vision. New settlement and appropriately situated 

SUE would add choice and disperse growth. 

Comments are noted.  The development 

strategy and site allocations will be 

presented for consultation in the 

Preferred Options. 

4060 

Mr 

John 

Mills 

Vision 

Cotswolds Conservation Board does not consider it appropriate to 

continue with this vision. Welcomes comments towards the Cotswolds 

and Malvern Hills AONBs, but state that there is inadequate reference 

to climate change mitigation, whilst distinguishing between green 

infrastructure and biodiversity. Net gains in biodiversity should be 

planned for. 

Comments are noted.  Include a 

reference to climate change within the 

vision and include greater reference to 

biodiversity. 
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4181 

Mrs 

Jackie 

Jones 

Vision 

The greenbelt around Fernhill Heath should be protected to prevent it 

becoming adjoined to Droitwich and Worcester. Land within the city 

should be prioritised; doing so would protect wildlife and fauna in 

greenbelt areas. 

Comments are noted. 

4207 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Vision Broadly supportive of the vision as presented. Support is welcomed. 

4206 

Mr 

Richard 

Salmon 

Vision 

SWDP should reflect the needs of the population, with smaller and 

affordable properties close to the city centre on brownfield sites. The 

417 empty homes in Worcester and 918 unoccupied but unfurnished 

should be used. 

Traffic pressures have been underestimated, whilst primary and 

secondary schools are bursting with the demand. Infrastructure should 

be improved. 

Comments are noted.  it is usual for 

authorities to have a level of empty 

homes associated with natural turnover in 

the housing market - the SHMA will 

consider whether there a re any specific 

issues that need addressing in relation to 

empty homes over and above the on-

going programme to bring long-term 

empty homes back into occupation. 

The County Council's transport 

department and Highways England are 

statutory consultees in the plan making 

process and are fully engaged, all sites will 

be tested suing transport modelling to 

ensure they are suitable and identify any 

necessary mitigation measures. 

The County Council's education 

department is also fully engaged in the 

plan making process and will identify the 

developer contributions necessary to 
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deliver new school places to support 

development. 

3952 ehB Reeves Objectives 

We agree with the objectives set out in the adopted SWDP. However, 

it should be made clear that a spatial distribution of housing should be 

sought to provide for the need within the entire area to give maximum 

choice and benefit to all those living within there, and those want to in 

the future. SWDP should aim to ensure housing is placed throughout 

the district, including within the AONB to allow for the required 

growth. 

Comments are noted and it is considered 

that the Preferred Options will address 

these issues by setting out the draft 

strategy and site allocations to deliver the 

vision and objectives. 

4022 

Platform 

Housing Group 
Objectives 

The proposed objectives are considered acceptable, subject to 

inclusion of adding an additional objective to retain qualified 

graduates through a commitment to delivering smaller/starter homes 

and apartments in appropriate locations within new development 

proposals. 

Comments are noted however it is 

considered that objective 6 covers this by 

referring to meeting the full range of 

housing needs.  

4068 Newland Homes Objectives 

The proposed objectives are considered acceptable, subject to 

inclusion of adding an additional objective to retain qualified 

graduates through a commitment to delivering smaller/starter homes 

and apartments in appropriate locations within new development 

proposals. 

Comments are noted however it is 

considered that objective 6 covers this by 

referring to meeting the full range of 

housing needs.  

4118 

Wychbold 

Developments 

Ltd 

Objectives 

Considers the objectives are largely still appropriate, but submits that 

this section could be made sound by having an additional point 

specifically addressing the need for viability and deliverability to form 

a major consideration. Such an inclusion would accord with the 

emphasis on both factors included in the 2018 Framework. 

Also reiterate the importance of objective 7 which is to “ maximise 

opportunities to deliver affordable housing”. Chequers Lane, 

Comments are noted. The issues of 

viability and deliverability will be 

addressed within the SWDP Review.  Draft 

site allocations will be set out at Preferred 

Options stage. 
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Wychbold provides the opportunity to deliver much needed affordable 

housing through a 100% affordable housing scheme, and in doing so 

assists in the achievement of an important objective of the Plan. 

4105 Piper Homes Objectives 

The proposed objectives are considered acceptable, subject to 

inclusion of adding an additional objective to retain qualified 

graduates through a commitment to delivering smaller/starter homes 

and apartments in appropriate locations within new development 

proposals. 

Comments are noted however it is 

considered that objective 6 covers this by 

referring to meeting the full range of 

housing needs.  

4250 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 
Objectives 

It is considered that the objectives of the adopted SWDP remain 

relevant and are therefore supported. 

Comments are noted and support is 

welcomed.  

4320 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Objectives 

Inside the AONB and its Setting 

No, the existing SWDP objectives are not totally appropriate in terms 

of the two AONBs. A number of very positive aspirations are helpful 

particularly objective 10.  However, given that the NPPF gives AONBs 

‘the highest status of protection’ in relation to landscape, AONBs 

should be specifically mentioned as a priority in this objective. 

Objective 11 identifies a number of measures to address climate 

change mitigation. However the objectives do not adequately or 

explicitly address climate change adaptation. 

Objective 14 addresses biodiversity. However, the objectives should 

explicitly address the need to create coherent and resilient ecological 

networks. 

Comments re noted.  Amend objective 10 

to include a specific reference to AONBs. 

Amend objective 11 to refer to climate 

change adaptation.  

Amend objective 14 to refer to 

biodiversity net-gain. 

4406 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 
Objectives 

Bloor Homes considers that the existing SWDP objectives are still 

appropriate. 

Comments are noted and support is 

welcomed. 
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Limited 

4433 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Objectives 

Objective 4: Insert “Everywhere, brownfield development has been 

prioritised over greenfield development”. Brownfield first was part of 

the manifestos of all political parties at the last General Election. 

Objective 6: The inclusion of “extra care” tends to skew the objective, 

so as to imply that all old people need to be in sheltered 

accommodation, when this is in fact mainly needed by those in their 

extreme old age, often people in their last few years of life. Instead 

focus the objective on being “suitable for people of every age and 

condition of life, including single people, families with children, the 

disabled, and the elderly”. We would not want to suggest that every 

house must be suitable for every person, as this is clearly not a viable 

option. If the term “extra care” is used, it should be defined. 

Objective 9: The present wording is vague. The objective needs to be 

much more precise. Furthermore the existing SWDP and the present 

proposals in the consultation documents do not seem to fulfil this 

objective, as they fail to distinguish which policies are strategic (to 

which Neighbourhood Plans must conform), and which are non-

strategic (from which they may depart). 

Objective 14: Specify “Best and most versatile agricultural land”. A 

clever planning consultant might argue that the objective refers only 

to grade 1 land. 

16-17-19 The use of the character “/” might be taken to mean “or”, 

when both are appropriate: substitute “and”.  

Comments are noted,  the reference to 

brownfield applies across the SWDP 

area.  Extra care is only one type of need, 

the objective refers to a wide range of 

needs.  

Objective 9 is not considered to be 

vague.  The SWDCs have published a list of 

those policies that are considered to be 

strategic for the purposes of 

neighbourhood planning and the SWD 

Review will be clear on which of its 

policies are strategic. 

No change considered necessary to 

objective 14.  

Amend objectives 16, 17 and 19 as 

suggested. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 78



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

4535 

Cotswold District 

Council 
Objectives 

CDC welcomes opportunities to better integrate and connect our 

respective Green Infrastructure networks as part of the Plan's 'A 

Better Environment for Today and Tomorrow' objectives. 

Comments are noted and support is 

welcomed. 

27 Prosser Objectives 

Not all objectives are appropriate. 

To deliver sufficient new homes needed by local communities - this 

does not apply to Worcester city as it is already overcrowded. 

To ensure that the scale and type of new development does not 

compromise landscape character or south Worcestershire's built 

heritage - many of the suggested sites in Battenhall and Diglis will be 

compromised. 

Comments are noted however, the SWDP 

review needs to meet the local housing 

need identified across the plan 

area.  Consideration will be given to 

landscape character and heritage as part 

of the assessment of each of the sites 

submitted through the call for sites. 

32 Prosser Objectives 

The existing SWDP Objectives need to be reviewed to prevent South 

Worcestershire's landscape and built heritage from being 

compromised. 

Noted. 

167 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Objectives Support the existing SWDP Objectives. Support is welcomed. 

168 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Objectives 

Support the existing SWDP Objectives, however under Objective 6 add 

that development should also help to prevent isolation, especially in 

the form of loneliness. 

Noted however the amendment is 

considered to be too detailed for over 

arching objectives. 

199 

Mr 

Chad 

Philips 

Objectives 

Suggests development should not be located south of the river in 

Worcester because all of the employment is north as well as access to 

Birmingham, Oxford, London. 

More emphasis should be placed on health and well being. 

Comments are noted.  Health and well 

being is addressed in the SWDP review.  
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202 

Mr 

Andrew 

Robinson 

Objectives 

Objective 8 prohibits the development of a new town using the 

'garden city' model. If there is no good reason to prohibit this, then 

objective 8 should be removed. 

Objective 14 inexplicably refers to 'geodiversity'. Unless the SWDP 

includes the construction of volcanos, conversion of fields into deserts 

or the importation of glaciers, this word is pointless and should be 

removed. 

Objective 19 should either be clarified or removed, as it's currently 

incomprehensible. 

Comments are noted - it is not considered 

that objective 8 prevents the 

development of a new town/garden 

village as this would provide accessible 

services within the development. 

Objective 14 seeks to protect the area's 

geodiversity and make it more accessible. 

Re-consider the wording of objective 19 to 

make it clearer. 

213 

Mrs 

JS 

Rothero 

Objectives 

Mostly your vision is OK but the worry now is that Worcester City 

Centre dying; perhaps emphasis needs to be put on revitalising our 

lovely old county town 

Noted.  The SWDP Review will include 

updated town centre policies. 

228 
Sandy 

Peach 
Objectives 

States that SWDP objectives are not effective or mindful of the 

equalities act, it needs reference to students, people with disabilities, 

travellers, and those who wish to build their own homes. 

Comments are noted however objective 6 

refers to meeting the full range of housing 

needs and this would include all of the 

groups referred to in the representation.    

235 
A J 

Williams 
Objectives 

Agrees with Vision and Objective: "To protect the Green Infrastructure 

Network and take every opportunity to increase its coverage and 

quality” – further, all designated Green Spaces should be protected 

and removed from call for sites. Including Hayslan Fields – comment 

cites its benefits for community well being and its planning history. 

Comments are noted.  Any land can be put 

forward through the call for sites, the sites 

are then assessed using the published 

SHELAA methodology.  

248 

Mrs 

Judith 

Harrison 

Objectives 

Designated green spaces should be protected to make sure that 

communities have access to them, and therefore should be removed 

from the call for sites. 

Comments are noted.  Any land can be put 

forward through the call for sites, the sites 

are then assessed using the published 

SHELAA methodology. 
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284 
Linda and John 

Pugh 
Objectives 

Raises concern that applications were approved by the Planning 

Inspectorate over and above the Plan figure.  

Suggests that it will be some time yet before goods vehicles in 

particular are electrically operated. Continued pollution puts pressure 

on medical services.  Suggests ensuring that all vehicles are at least 

Euro 5 complaint. 

Comments are noted.  It is important that 

the SWDP review is progressed to ensure 

that we maintain an up to date 

development plan and a 5 year housing 

land supply.  

There is a national target to move to 

electric vehicles by 2040. 

300 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Objectives 

Paragraph 11 is a good objective, though the current SWDP does not 

achieve it. Need to specify how greenhouse gas emissions will be 

reduced. 

Additional paragraph in 'Improving Health and Wellbeing: ensuring 

that people are able and encouraged to take active travel for short 

journeys. 

Comments are noted.  Active travel wil be 

encouraged through the SWDP Review 

policies. 

355 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Objectives 

Yes I agree with the objectives – although in practise I do not believe 

that Worcestershire County Council are capable of achieving them 

generally. 

Support is welcomed. 

1449 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Objectives Yes Noted. 

408 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Objectives Yes, these are still appropriate. Noted. 

432 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

Objectives 

Recognise that the Malvern area is now dependent upon tourism to 

thrive (major industries like Quinetiq having moved out of the area). 

To recognise this and not compromise it by allowing the housing need 

Comments are noted. 
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to sprawl beyond existing boundaries and diminish the appeal of the 

area to visitors. 

450 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Objectives Blank entry Blank entry 

470 

Mr 

Stephen 

Lomax 

Objectives 

We feel that the existing objectives within the adopted SWDP are 

appropriate, but that consideration should be given to the following 

potential new objective, which could be included under the ‘Stronger 

Communities’ sub-heading: 

Ensure that sufficient new housing is delivered in South 

Worcestershire’s rural settlements so that the vitality of these 

communities can be sustained and, where possible, enhanced. 

Comments are noted.  Consider including 

a reference to rural communities in the 

housing objectives. 

647 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Objectives Yes I think these objectives are still appropriate.  Noted and support is welcome. 

536 

Mrs 

Zoe 

Stokes 

Objectives 

The city of Worcester is suffering from already highly congested roads 

at peak times. To add significantly more dwellings will impact again on 

a struggling road system. Not to mention the stress on existing 

healthcare and schooling. 

Comments are noted.  The SWDP Review 

will be supported by transport modelling 

and an Infrastructure Delivery Plan which 

identifies the infrastructure needed to 

support the delivery of the plan. 

555 

Ms 

Karen 

Gregor 

Objectives Blank entry Blank entry 

564 
Mr 

Ian 
Objectives 

Worcester’s attraction with tourists by not building over the beautiful 

views towards Malvern, or historical sites. Development decisions 

Comments are noted.  These issues are 

addressed through the objectives. 
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Tindell cannot be undone. 

Worcester’s open landscape, and green belt should be preserved, 

otherwise it risks becoming like bigger settlements where each place 

blends into the next. 

Cycle routes should be preserved, especially those not through 

housing estates. 

569 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Objectives 
There must be priority over point 12, 13 and 14 as these are key points 

to enhance people's good health and wellbeing.  

Comments are noted however the 

objectives must be considered holistically. 

2416 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Objectives 

By and large I would agree that these targets are still appropriate. I am 

very much concerned that our already stretched health provision will 

be increasingly challenged by increased housing as national 

government seems unable or unwilling to make adequate provision for 

this. 

Comments are noted.  The health 

infrastructure providers are consulted on 

the SWDP Review and the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan which sets out the 

infrastructure required to support the 

plan. 

2715 
Craig 

Muncaster 
Objectives Items 12, 13 and 14 should be prioritised. 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

650 
John 

Pilgrim 
Objectives 

It would be helpful if an additional objective were added to the 

Stronger Communities objective that stated, “To ensure that new 

development supports the delivery of new social infrastructure 

provision needs generated (e.g. new school places).” Including an 

objective on social infrastructure will help to ensure that greater 

emphasis is placed on new developments meeting the wider social 

costs created by new developments. 

Comments are noted.  It is considered that 

this point is covered under Objective 19. 
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1880 

Martin and 

Nicky 

Parry 

Objectives Objectives 12, 13 and 14 MUST be prioritised. 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

1161 
Daniel 

Harding 
Objectives 

I believes that objectives 12 – 14 should take priority – this doesn’t 

seem to be the case currently. 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

1170 
Daniel 

Harding 
Objectives 

I believes that objectives 12 – 14 should take priority – this doesn’t 

seem to be the case currently. 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

1372 
Mark 

Smith 
Objectives Items 12, 13 and 14 should be prioritised. 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

2029 
Emily 

Shaw 
Objectives Objectives 12, 13 and 14 should be prioritised. 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

2925 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Objectives 

Those paragraphs that devote themselves to maintaining landscapes 

as they presently sit and concern themselves with protecting such 

localities should always be a top consideration (Paras. 12; 13 & 14) 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

1051 
Neil 

Hickling 
Objectives 

My particular interest is the prioritisation of items 12, 13, and 14 

which are self explanatory. 

Comments are noted however the 

objectives must be considered holistically. 

897 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Objectives 
Item 7. Not just 'affordable housing' to 'affordable homes of good 

quality, including rented. 

Comments are noted.  The term 

affordable housing includes rental 

housing.  Include a reference to quality 

within the objective. 

1082 Mr Objectives Include the objective to "protect existing Green Space within urban Comments are noted.  All of the sites 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 84



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Duncan 

Cameron 

areas, and ensure that all new developments create additional Green 

Space in proportion to the scale and extent of the development. 

Item 12 "To maintain open landscape", this should specifically include 

areas such as Middle Battenhall Farm. 

Item 13 "To protect the Green Infrastructure Network" - this would be 

contradicted if Middle Battenhall Farm were to be put forward for 

development. 

Item 14 "To enhance biodiversity, geodiversity, landscape quality", 

another criterion for ensuring that Middle Battenhall Farm is never 

proposed for development. 

"Improving Health and Well-being" is an essential and high-priority 

objective. 

submitted through the call for sites will be 

assessed using the published Strategic 

Housing and Employment Land Availability  

Assessment methodology.  

1085 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Objectives The existing objectives are appropriate, no changes necessary. Noted. 

900 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Objectives Blank entry Blank entry 

1428 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Objectives 

Existing objectives remain appropriate, but it seems in practise they 

are not being met. Developments in neither Kempsey nor Pershore 

have architectural designs that fit the landscape. 

Also, the aim for healthcare provision and accessibility is not being 

met in new developments, resulting in oversubscribed facilities 

Comments are noted.  

With regard to healthcare, the health 

infrastructure providers are consulted on 

the SWDP Review and the Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan which sets out the 
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elsewhere, significantly impacting neighbouring areas. infrastructure required to support the 

plan. 

1011 
Jean 

Kennedy 
Objectives 

Villages such as Rushwick are already ‘overdeveloped’ and struggle 

with Schooling and road capacity, more emphasis on infrastructure 

requirements need to be sought. 

New housing should be in more sustainable locations with good 

motorway links or by Worcester Parkway Station. 

Comments are noted.  Infrastructure 

providers are consulted on the SWDP 

Review and the Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan which sets out the infrastructure 

required to support the plan. 

1128 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Objectives The existing SWDP objectives are still appropriate. Noted. 

1138 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Objectives Yes objectives still appropriate Noted. 

1250 
John 

Gillham 
Objectives 

Objective 13 is laudable and important. Which applies to Hayslan 

Fields – which should continue to be protected. 

Comments are noted.  Any land can be put 

forward through the call for sites, the sites 

are then assessed using the published 

SHELAA methodology. 

1477 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Objectives 
A better environment for today and tomorrow in particularly 

important to us. 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

4277 

Mr 

Paul 

Brown 

Objectives 

Item 11, Add, “…..proportionate to the magnitude and urgency of the 

climate situation outlined in IPCC report published 8 October 2018 and 

COP24, Katowice, Poland, findings”. The words “the proportion of” 

currently in the item can then be removed. 

Comments are noted however this is 

considered to be too detailed and 

technical for the objectives.  The wording 

at paragraph 7.4 is taken from the NPPF 

and NPPG and therefore amendments 
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“Out of date” should be removed from paragraph 7.4 due to the 

potential interpretations of such, and replace with “due for revision”. 

The rest of the sentence is not necessary; balancing the three aspects 

is not a criterion for “achieving the greatest benefits”. A separate 

statement favouring measures to produce economic, social and 

environmental benefits beyond the achievement of not 

“compromising the ability of future generations to meet their needs” 

would add value to the document’s merit 

aren't considered to be appropriate. 

1643 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Objectives 

Objectives 10, 12, 13, 14 and 16 should be prioritised. It is essential to 

retain green space where there is biological, cultural or historical 

significance. This approach also supports Objective 16, in that open 

green spaces allow opportunities for informal leisure activities, good 

for physical and mental health.  

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

1568 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Objectives Objectives 12, 13 and 14 should be prioritised.  

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

1994 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Objectives 

There should be a specific objectives to maintain and protect 

important views, for example those across Middle Battenhall Farm, 

from the top of Redhill Lane towards Crookbarrow Hill, the Malvern 

Hills and the scheduled ancient monument. 

Comments are noted, consider referring 

to important views within the objectives 

and identifying and protecting these in a 

policy. 

1620 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Objectives Items 12, 13 and 14 should be prioritised. 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 

1703 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Objectives 

My view is that Items 10, 12, 13 & 14 should be prioritised, to maintain 

open landscape and its character, prevent merging of settlements and 

to promote biodiversity. 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives need to be considered 

holistically. 
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1901 Kler Group Ltd Objectives 

Objective 5: delivery of new homes is not only needed to support 

economic growth, but a broader range of issues. 

Objective 8: this approach makes it difficult to meet the housing need 

in locations with a low range of facilities, but a proportionate increase 

in housing relative to that settlement would underpin the vitality and 

viability of such services, including schooling, retail and rural 

employment. This would also limit the potential to pursue an SUE 

which would arguably have limited access to services. 

Objective 10: suggests that number of houses to be delivered will be 

reduced in consideration of landscape character, which is entirely 

inappropriate – approach should be to identify housing need and then 

to plan for that need. 

Objective 12: It is inescapable that green field will be required in order 

to deliver housing growth, and so Objective 12 cannot be met, it 

would be better approached by stating that emerging settlements are 

a key consideration and landscape impact will be minimised wherever 

possible. 

Comments are noted, it is considered that 

the housing objectives are broader than 

just supporting economic 

development. Any amendments 

considered necessary to reflect any 

changes to the development strategy will 

be addressed as part of the Preferred 

Options.  Disagree - the SWCs intend to 

meet the local housing need for the area. 

It is acknowledged that the development 

need cannot be accommodated on 

brownfield sites alone. 

2069 
DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Objectives 

The objectives set out in the consultation document are supported 

and considered to be appropriate.  In particular, it is noted that the 

SWCs aim to deliver sufficient new homes needed by local 

communities and allocate land in locations where there is good access 

to local services. 

Comments are noted and support is 

welcomed. 

2225 

Barratt 

Developments 

Ltd et al 

Objectives 

RPS consider that objective 8 should be updated to reflect the current 

planning context for the area including the demand for development 

at the boundary of its contiguous neighbouring urban areas.  It should 

Comments are noted.  It is considered that 

objective 8 does not preclude sites which 

have access to services and facilities by 
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be updated to allow sustainable development to come forward on the 

boundary of the Plan area in locations that have good access to local 

services and where transport choice is maximised.  This includes land 

at Mitton to meet Tewkesbury's need which is already highlighted in 

the adopted plan as a potential location to meet need arising from 

outside the area.  

virtue of them being related to urban 

areas outside of the SWDP area.  

2574 

Land 

Partnerships 

Developments 

Ltd 

Objectives 

Objective 12 – In order to accommodate the plans growth aspirations 

there will be a requirement to release greenfield sites.  It is therefore 

likely to be the case that some impact upon open landscape and 

should be acknowledged in the Objective.  We suggest that Objective 

12 be replaced by the following words: “New sites will be released for 

development where regard has been had to the implications upon the 

landscape and the implications for the merging of settlements”.  

Comments are noted.  It is acknowledged 

that the development need can not be 

met on brownfield sites alone.  

2768 

Mr 

Denis 

Bennett 

Objectives 

Items 12, 13, and 14 should be emphasised. (12 to maintain open 

landscape) and (13 To protect the green infrastructure network) and 

(14 protect the landscape, water and agriculture land) 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives must be considered holistically. 

2982 
Keith 

Bridgewater 
Objectives Items 12, 13, 14 should be prioritised 

Comments are noted, however the 

objectives should be considered 

holistically. 

3403 
Johnson 

Brothers 
Objectives 

It is considered that the objectives of the adopted SWDP remain 

relevant and are therefore supported. 

Comments are noted and support is 

welcomed. 

3652 Summix Ltd Objectives 

Summix considers the objectives are largely still appropriate, but 

submits that this section could be made sound by having an additional 

point specifically addressing the need for viability and deliverability to 

form a major consideration. Such an inclusion would accord with the 

emphasis on both factors included in the 2018 Framework. 

Comments are noted.  Viability and 

deliverability will be addressed within the 

SWDP Review. 
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3747 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Objectives 

The proposed objectives are considered acceptable, subject to 

inclusion of adding an additional objective to retain qualified 

graduates through a commitment to delivering smaller/starter homes 

and apartments in appropriate locations within new development 

proposals. 

Comments are noted however it is 

considered that objective 6 covers this by 

referring to meeting the full range of 

housing needs.  

3885 

Society of 

Merchant 

Venturers 

Objectives 

The SMV supports the vision and objectives in the SWDP, particularly 

the aim to improve the area’s economic prosperity and create new 

jobs; to deliver sufficient new homes needed to support economic 

growth; and to allocate development in the most sustainable locations 

where transport choice is maximised. 

Comments are noted and support is 

welcomed. 

4061 

Mr 

John 

Mills 

Objectives 

No, the Cotswolds Conservation Board considers that the existing 

SWDP objectives are not appropriate. 

The objectives include a number of very positive aspirations. For 

example, the Board is pleased with the inclusion of objective 10. 

However, given that the NPPF gives AONBs ‘the highest status of 

protection’ in relation to landscape, AONBs should be specifically 

mentioned as a priority in this objective. 

Objective 11 identifies a number of measures to address climate 

change mitigation. However the objectives do not adequately or 

explicitly address climate change adaptation. 

Objective 14 addresses biodiversity. However, the objectives should 

explicitly address the need to create coherent and resilient ecological 

networks. 

Comments re noted.  Amend objective 10 

to include a specific reference to AONBs. 

Amend objective 11 to refer to climate 

change adaptation.  

Amend objective 14 to refer to 

biodiversity net-gain. 

4183 
Mrs 

Jackie 
Objectives 

I would also question the quality of the housing already permitted on 

the green field sites surrounding is  inadequate for the area and out of 

Comments are noted.  There is an 

increasing emphasis on design quality 
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Jones character and the infrastructure is also not capable of withstanding 

ever increasing traffic flow in an agricultural setting.  

nationally. 

4208 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Objectives 
It is considered that the objectives of the adopted SWDP remain 

relevant and are therefore supported. 

Comments are noted and support is 

welcomed. 
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701 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Housing Need 

There is no evidence presented to indicate that the 

housing need should be greater.  It would be helpful if 

the reasoning behind the allocation was more 

transparent. 

Comments are noted.  The calculation uses the 

Government's standard methodology for calculating 

housing need as set out in the National Planning 

Practice Guidance.  Government policy is clear that 

this should be seen as a minimum figure. 

503 

Charlton Parish 

Council 
Housing Need No. Noted. 

516 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

Housing Need 

The new standard methodology calculation of an 

additional housing requirement of 1,232 per annum 

should be considered an absolute maximum. There is no 

credible planning evidence to support a higher number 

and many of the scenarios produce a much lower 

housing requirement. 

Developers and their consultants will see this as an 

opportunity to propose alternative assessment methods 

and attempt to prove higher numbers, as more 

development is in their interest. We strongly believe 

that the approved assessment methodology should be 

applied to this Local Authority and every other, so that 

there is a ‘level playing field' across the whole of the UK. 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy.  Government policy is 

clear that the standard methodology calculation is 

the minimum requirement for new homes.  

539 

Robert Hitchins 

Ltd 
Housing Need 

It would both be prudent and consistent with national 

policy to plan for more than the current anticipated 

minimum growth requirement in the period to 2041. 

Prudent insofar as the housing figure derived from the 

standard methodology will be the subject of change 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 92



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

moving forward and consistent insofar as it is 

Government policy of significantly boosting the supply 

of homes. 

If it later turns out less homes are required than initially 

anticipated then it is easier to adjust downward as the 

plan progresses rather than upward and/or the strategy 

and sites identified would meet needs beyond the 2041 

end date. 

583 

West Midlands 

HARP Planning 

Consortium 

Housing Need 

The rise of house prices across south Worcestershire 

and the ratio of house price to income constitutes the 

supply of affordable housing as the main priority of the 

council. 

Noted. 

629 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 
Housing Need 

Pebworth Parish Council supports the standard 

methodology for calculating housing need. 
Noted. 

761 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Housing Need 

There is no requirement to increase the number of 

houses over that of the latest standard methodology 

calculation. A substantial number of new properties are 

being sold to buyers coming from outside of the south 

Worcestershire area. 

The mix of property sizes should not be chosen just to 

be convenient to developers. A predominance of social 

housing in Lower Broadheath is for single bedroom 

properties, supporting the unmet need required by 

single persons wishing to gain a foothold onto the 

housing ladder. 

Comments in relation to dwelling type are 

noted.  The Strategic Housing Market Assessment 

will provide details of the types of dwellings that are 

needed and this will inform policy. 
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2586 Historic England Housing Need 

In relation to any proposed site allocations we 

recommend that the methodology set out in Historic 

Environment Advice Note 3: The Historic Environment 

and Site Allocations in Local Plans is applied to any site 

assessment work: 

https://historicengland.org.uk/images-

books/publications/historic-environment-and-site-

allocations-in-local-plans/ . 

Noted.  This document will be considered in 

preparing the Historic Environment Topic Paper. 

2128 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 
Housing Need 

Although the SWCs do not feel there is currently any 

evidence to plan for a higher number than the standard 

methodology output, the standard methodology will be 

changed by Government ahead of the SWDP Review 

being submitted for examination.  In view of this and 

new affordability data being published annually the 

figure will need to be reviewed.  

It is highly unlikely that Worcester can meet its growth 

needs within its own administrative boundary.  Within 

the context of the NPPF if this is the case the remaining 

need should be met in Malvern Hills and Wychavon 

districts.  In addition, the there is unmet need within 

the Birmingham Development Plan and further unmet 

need arising in the Black Country.  Given the proximity 

of south Worcestershire to the Birmingham Housing 

market Area, there should at the very least be some 

flexibility to meet this need.  

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  

The SWCs are proactively working with 

neighbouring  authorities under the Duty to 

Cooperate and no other LPA has asked the SWCs to 

meet any of its housing need. 

3045 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Housing Need 

There is no need for the south Worcestershire councils 

to plan for more new dwellings than the standard 

methodology suggests. This is particularly the case with 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. 
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Wychavon which has to provide more houses under the 

new methodology than it would have done under its 

own previous method of assessment. 

2508 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Housing Need 

It is not clear how the South Worcestershire Councils 

will, in calculating Housing Need, take account of the 

annual change in affordability data and the biennial 

change in household projections. These changes could 

have significant implications for the level of need 

identified within designated Neighbourhood Areas and 

the amount of land required to meet the need leading 

to a greater level of land allocations than is needed. 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan. 

3427 

Fisher German 

LLP 
Housing Need 

The standard methodology presents a minimum starting 

point to support the local housing need and it is 

therefore important that housing need is not misjudged 

or indeed undervalued. 

Paragraphs 61 & 62 of the revised NPPF also recognises 

housing needs for differing demographics of type, 

tenure, and affordability; and should take into account 

of 'market signals' as required by the NPPF. 

The SWDPR should provide a spatial development 

strategy which as a minimum, seeks to meet local 

housing needs by seeking agreements with other 

authorities, so that unmet need from neighbouring 

areas is accommodated where it is practical to do so. 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

The SWCs are proactively working with 

neighbouring  authorities under the Duty to 

Cooperate and no other LPA has asked the SWCs to 

meet any of its housing need. 

The SWCs are proactively working with 

neighbouring  authorities under the Duty to 
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Cooperate and no other LPA has asked the SWCs to 

meet any of its housing need. 

2346 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Housing Need 

There is no need for the south Worcestershire councils 

to plan for more new dwellings than the standard 

methodology suggests. This is particularly the case with 

Wychavon which has to provide more houses under the 

new methodology than it would have done under its 

own previous method of assessment. 

Noted. 

3175 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 
Housing Need 

The South Worcestershire Councils should plan for 

more housing than the standard methodology indicates. 

This additional housing need not necessarily be in large 

or medium allocations or even small allocations. 

However, a more positive approach to windfall, infilling, 

conversion of existing buildings and small scale 

developments on the edge of sustainable settlements 

(where there is no conflict with site specific constraints) 

would allow small scale organic growth to villages. 

Such growth is often more acceptable to local 

communities and allows existing services in villages and 

nearby villages to be sustained. Housing growth should 

be based on minimum numbers and not be seen as a 

cap or ceiling. Developments which on their own merits 

prove there is no technical reason why permission 

should not be granted should be given more favourable 

consideration, particularly where there are community 

benefits and enhancements rather than just mitigation. 

Comments are noted.  The calculation uses the 

Government's standard methodology for calculating 

housing need as set out in the National Planning 

Practice Guidance.  Government policy is clear that 

this should be seen as a minimum figure. 

It is important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

2625 Pershore Town Housing Need Can see no reason at present why additional housing Noted. 
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Council should be planned for at this stage. 

1159 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Housing Need No. Noted. 

867 

Mactaggart and 

Mickel Group 
Housing Need 

It is vital that the SWDP plans for a greater number for 

housing need than the minimum provided through the 

standardised methodology. The minimal approach does 

not provide appropriate flexibility in terms of delivery - 

an over-provision allows for a contingency figure to 

account for extenuating circumstance effecting housing 

and housing market. 

Ensuring the SWDPR is effective in implementing 

development management policies; the housing needs 

figure must go beyond the minimum and incorporate a 

20% buffer, maximising housing delivery requirements. 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

998 Merton College Housing Need 

As recognised in paragraph 8.1, it should be noted that 

the standard methodology for calculating housing need 

is being reviewed and consulted on by the government 

following the publication of the September 2018 

household projections. In this context, our client 

reserves the right to comment on appropriate housing 

growth in the SWDPR until the government consultation 

and review has been completed, and the outcome of a 

revised methodology is known. 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  

1789 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Housing Need 

These calculations will be for a minimum, which is 

worrying considering the numbers given for current 

housing needs. Councillors felt that the South 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. 
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Worcestershire Councils should not plan for any more 

dwellings than the methodology allows for. 

1285 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Housing Need 

The standard methodology provides a minimum 

housing supply figure; this figure has no contingency for 

extenuating circumstance. The methodology used in 

2016 to establish a figure differs from the figure 

obtained in 2017 and therefore demonstrates a clear 

need to plan for more new dwellings than suggested in 

the standard methodology. 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  

It is important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

1369 

Custom Land 

Limited 
Housing Need 

An issue which needs to be considered is the current 

failure of the urban extensions at Worcester to deliver 

the number of dwellings originally assumed in the 

current Development Plan's housing trajectory.  These 

dwellings should not be lost because the need which 

underpinned the allocation of these strategic sites has 

not gone away but has become pent up 

demand.  Further, the housing provision for South 

Worcestershire should be expressed as a housing 

requirement for each District, as required by the 

National Planning Policy Framework and Practice 

Guidance, and not include the artificial and now 

discredited Wider Worcester Area. 

Comments are noted.  Whilst the urban extensions 

to the South and West of Worcester have not 

commenced as soon as was originally anticipated, 

work is continuing to bring them forward, including 

the granting of outline planning consents.  Delivery 

across the plan area is still string as evidenced by the 

Housing Delivery Test results.  These dwellings will 

not be lost. 

1383 Abberley Parish Housing Need There is not a case for the SWCs to plan for more new Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 
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Council dwellings than that set out within the standard 

methodology.  The arc4’s housing need report (October 

2018) suggest that there is a case to plan for lower 

growth. 

There are concerns regarding the implications of 

additional housing above the minimum growth 

requirement on local infrastructure, including the road 

network and other services such as health and 

education.  The consultation document identifies that 

the capacity of some sections of the road network to 

absorb further journeys is extremely limited (paragraph 

8.9).  A local example of this is the A433/A4133 route 

including the River Severn Bridge at Holt. 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy.  Government policy is 

also clear that the standard methodology calculation 

is the minimum requirement for new homes.  

All sites will be subject to transport modelling to 

assess their impact on the highway network.  An 

Infrastructure delivery Plan will be prepared to set 

out the infrastructure required to support the SWDP 

review.  

4187 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 
Housing Need 

As set out in the 2018 NPPF the determination of the 

minimum number of homes needed should be informed 

by a local housing need assessment using the 

Government’s standard methodology unless 

exceptional circumstances justify an alternative 

approach (para 60). 

This is only the minimum starting point - any ambitions 

to support economic growth, to deliver affordable 

housing, and to meet unmet housing needs from 

elsewhere are additional to the local housing need 

figure. The Government’s objective of significantly 

boosting the supply of homes remains (para 59) and it is 

therefore important that housing need is not under-

Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need to go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

The SWCs are proactively working with 

neighbouring  authorities under the Duty to 

Cooperate and no other LPA has asked the SWCs to 

meet any of its housing need. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 99



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

estimated. 

The SWC as part of the SWDPR should form an effective 

joint working relationship with neighbouring authorities 

in order to meet their housing need, should they be 

unable to – this should be set out in a statement of 

common ground and signed by all parties. 

1909 

West Country 

Developments 

Ltd 

Housing Need 

There is a case for more housing to be provided. We 

have a Housing Crisis in this country. More housing 

assists affordability and provides more opportunities for 

affordable housing to be provided. 

Comments are noted however the standard 

methodology includes an adjustment factor to take 

account of affordability.  

1929 FCC Environment Housing Need 

FCC considers that the numbers of dwellings that should 

be planned for should be derived from the up-to-date 

evidence documents which are yet to be commissioned; 

at this issues and options stage there is no evidence to 

support the figures included within paragraph 8.3; 

paragraph 60 of the NPPF states that "To determine the 

minimum number of homes needed, strategic policies 

should be informed by a local housing need assessment, 

conducted using the standard method in national 

planning guidance". 

As stated in paragraph 8.1 of the Issues and Options 

Document, it is noted that the housing figure derived 

from the standard methodology will change at least 

annually as new affordability data is published each 

year and new household projections are published 

approximately every two years. Given this, FCC 

considers that there should be some provision within 

Comments are noted.  The calculation uses the 

Government's standard methodology for calculating 

housing need as set out in the National Planning 

Practice Guidance.  Government policy is clear that 

this should be seen as a minimum figure. 

The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standards methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.  

It is important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 
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the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review for 

the requirements to be continually updated and 

relevant sites assessed accordingly. 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

2010 

Upton-upon-

Severn Civic 

Society 

Housing Need Standard methodology is enough. Noted. 

2013 

Wyre Forest 

District Council 
Housing Need 

The council accepts that the Government’s standardised 

methodology for calculating housing need will result in 

additional allocation of housing sites in South 

Worcestershire. However the Council would have 

serious concerns if future development were to result in 

adverse pressure on existing infrastructure that is 

important to Wyre Forest District, particularly in the 

area of Stourport-on-Severn. 

Comments are noted.  The SWCS will continue to 

engage with Wyre Forest District Council through the 

Duty to Cooperate. 

2138 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Housing Need 

There is a case for the South Worcestershire Councils to 

plan for more new dwellings than the standard 

methodology suggests with a particular focus on 

affordable housing. The net annual shortfall of 

affordable housing in south Worcestershire is 391 per 

annum equating to 4852 over the period – therefore 

delivering the minimum is not an option and over-

supply may go someway to stabilising the housing 

market. 

Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need to go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

2119 

Greenlight 

Developments 

Ltd 

Housing Need 

Refers to the NPPF requirement for LPAs to set out 

minimum housing need based on the standard 

methodology.  Supports the Issues and Options 

document in pointing out that the housing need is 

Comments are noted.  The SWCs will continue to 

monitor and respond to changes in the standard 

methodology as well as updated input data and 

future iterations of the Plan will reflect any necessary 
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minimum. 

Refers to the table on p20 of the consultation document 

and the Government's consultation on changes to the 

standard methodology and the September 2018 

household projection data and suggests that whilst 

using the current methodology and 2014 data is the 

correct approach this needs to be monitored to ensure 

changes are picked up as the plan is prepared. 

Suggests that uplift also needs to be included as per the 

NPPF requirements and also that specific groups, eg the 

elderly need to be considered. 

Argues no sound basis to only use the standard 

methodology from 2021 and that it should be applied 

from at least 2018.  

Also argues that the current SWDP allocations need a 

robust assessment against the most recent NPPF 

definition of deliverable to ensure they are still 

appropriate. 

changes.  

The SWCs will undertake a comprehensive review of 

the deliverability of sites currently allocated to 

inform the preferred Options consultation.   

2195 IM Land Housing Need 

The standard methodology provides a minimum 

housing supply figure; this figure has no contingency in 

place for extenuating circumstance – therefore, there is 

a need to plan for more new dwellings than suggested 

in the standard methodology. 

The SWDP should also consider deliverable/non-

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 
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deliverable allocations that are included when 

formulating a housing supply figure and remove those 

that are subsequently considered non-deliverable. 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

The deliverability of existing allocations will be 

assessed as part of the SWDP Review. 

2168 IM Land Housing Need 

The standard methodology provides a minimum 

housing supply figure; this figure has no contingency in 

place for extenuating circumstance – therefore, there is 

a need to plan for more new dwellings than suggested 

in the standard methodology. 

The SWDP should also consider deliverable/non-

deliverable allocations that are included when 

formulating a housing supply figure and remove those 

that are subsequently considered non-deliverable. 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

The deliverability of existing allocations will be 

assessed as part of the SWDP Review. 

2401 

Wallace Land 

Investments 
Housing Need 

The housing supply figure obtained through the 

standardised methodology should be seen as a 

minimum requirement inline with the NPPF and not a 

figure to work to. A contingency should be in place to 

take account for a potential need to accommodate 

unmet need from elsewhere; and to take account for 

non-deliverable allocations. 

Planning for the minimum is not consistent with the 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  
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language and objectives of the NPPF and the 

requirement to boost significantly the supply of housing 

and a more general review of the components of supply 

is required. 

2645 Broadway Trust Housing Need 

We understand that the standard methodology is being 

/ has been reviewed? Too complicated for an evidence-

based response. 

Comments are noted.  The methodology is currently 

under review by the Government.  The SWCs will 

keep up-to-date with changes to the standards 

methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.  

2760 Greystoke Land Housing Need 

The South Worcestershire Councils should plan for 

more new dwellings than the methodology suggests – 

this is due to an incorrect housing supply figure being 

used that has been obtained through using out-of-date 

data (2014 household projection figure and 2017 

affordability ratio). The figure produces 94 units less per 

annum throughout the plan period (2016 – 2041) than 

what it should and should therefore be taken into 

account when establishing a housing supply figure. 

There has also been a shortfall of 391 affordable 

dwellings per annum in the south Worcestershire area 

that is required to be fulfilled. Consideration is required 

for the SWDP authorities to meet un-met need from 

neighbouring authorities through a duty to co-operate. 

Whereas housing figures will fluctuate until 2021 there 

is an argument that housing requirements across the 

SWDPR should increase over the plan period up to 2041 

Comments are noted.  The Local Housing need within 

the Issues and Options Paper is calculated using the 

2014 based populations projections (published 

September 2016), this is in accordance with the 

latest Government advice.  The SWCs will keep up-

to-date with changes to the standards methodology 

and underlying data and will recalculate the housing 

need as required up until preparation of the 

publication plan.   

The SWCs are proactively working with neighbouring 

authorities under the Duty to Cooperate and no 

other LPA has asked the SWCs to meet any of its 

housing need. 
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with evidence that Wychavon’s need exceeds the other 

two authorities. 

2778 Taylor Wimpey Housing Need 

RPS agree in broad terms with the Council's Summary of 

the standard method and the South Worcestershire 

Councils (SWC) approach to calculating the housing 

requirement for the SWDPR. However, the next stage in 

plan-making should make it clear that the housing need 

figure derived through the standard method is merely a 

'starting point' rather than an 'end point' when deriving 

an appropriate housing requirement over the plan 

period. As stated above the Government's objective (as 

set out in Para 59 of the NPPF) is to significantly boost 

the supply of new homes, not merely plan for the 

minimum need figure. 

The SWDPR should be positively prepared and provide a 

strategy which is informed by agreements with other 

authorities so that any identified unmet need from 

neighbouring areas is accommodated (NPPF Para 35a). 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan. It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.   

The SWCs are proactively working with neighbouring 

authorities under the Duty to Cooperate and will 

publish a draft Statement of Common Ground with 

the Preferred Options.    

2809 Jessup Ltd Housing Need 

The proposed housing requirement figure should be 

seen as a minimum for the plan period. Housing 

affordability is an issue in south Worcestershire with an 

annual shortfall of 391 units; equating to a backlog of 

circa. 4852 units. Therefore, delivering the minimum is 

not sufficient for the South Worcestershire Councils. 

House prices have more than doubled during the period 

from 2002 – 2018 – increasing the number of required 

dwellings would not reduce house prices but may go 

Comments are noted.  The calculation uses the 

Government's standard methodology for calculating 

housing need as set out in the National Planning 

Practice Guidance.  Government policy is clear that 

this should be seen as a minimum figure however, 

the Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 
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someway in stabilising the market. 

Employment land take up in south Worcestershire is 

persistently low – setting a future employment 

requirement should account for past take-up rates. 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

2841 

2 Counties 

Construction 
Housing Need 

The proposed housing requirement figure should be 

seen as a minimum for the plan period. Housing 

affordability is an issue in south Worcestershire with an 

annual shortfall of 391 units; equating t o a backlog of 

circa. 4852 units. Therefore, delivering the minimum is 

not sufficient for the South Worcestershire Councils. 

House prices have more than doubled during the period 

from 2002 – 2018 – increasing the number of required 

dwellings would not reduce house prices but may go 

someway in stabilising the market. 

Employment land take up in south Worcestershire is 

persistently low – setting a future employment 

requirement should account for past take-up rates. 

The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standards methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.  

The Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

2949 Cala Homes Ltd Housing Need 

As recognised in paragraph 8.1, it should be noted that 

the standard methodology for calculating housing need 

is being reviewed and consulted on by the government 

following the publication of the September 2018 

household projections. In this context, our client 

reserves the right to comment on appropriate housing 

growth in the SWDPR until the government consultation 

and review has been completed, and the outcome of a 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 106



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

revised methodology is known. 

3028 

Millstrand 

Properties Ltd 
Housing Need 

Planning to meet minimum requirements or standards, 

whatever the field, is seldom if ever appropriate. A good 

knowledge and understanding of where the minimum 

line is necessary, but to plan for the minimum does not 

equate with good planning. This is particularly so in 

housing provision as it is not the LPA itself or 

communities it serves that will actually be delivering. 

The system of the recent past has in effect put “all of 

the eggs on one basket” i.e. that of the major 

housebuilders. It is right and perhaps inevitable that the 

bulk of new housing will continue to be delivered by 

major housebuilders but the time has come (as 

recognised in the direction of travel of national policy) 

for there to be greater choice and greater delivery by 

smaller builders/developers and by self- build and 

custom-build. 

There must be greater choice and greater flexibility and 

conformity with national policy including the direction 

of travel of policy. The SWDP should plan for more 

dwelling for this reason alone. Herefordshire is a good 

example of why it is inappropriate to plan for the 

minimum. Even where achieving a 5 year supply is 

demonstrated through the DP process delivery cannot 

be assured. In the Herefordshire example it went wrong 

when it was subsequently found that there was no 

Council control on the timely delivery of large sites and 

Herefordshire was returned to a period of undersupply. 

Consideration will be given to the need to over 

allocate as the numbers become clearer and the sites 

are fully assessed.  It is important to remember that 

plan reviews will be more frequent (every 5 years) 

therefore allowing the flexibility to respond to under 

delivery and that there are other measures, including 

the Brownfield Land Register, Permission in Principle 

and extended permitted development rights which 

increase the likelihood of windfall delivery. 
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Rather than planning for the minimum it is suggested 

that the Northumberland County Council approach is 

adopted. 

3052 

Spitfire Bespoke 

Homes 
Housing Need 

Concur with the comments made by HBF in respect of 

meeting the housing needs for SWDP area and 

neighbouring authorities. 

Comments are noted. 

3354 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Housing Need 

The standard methodology should be the minimum 

starting point for assessing the number of new homes 

to be provided in South Worcestershire over the Plan 

period, and that rigidly adhering to the minimum figure 

would provide no flexibility should political and 

economic factors change which may impact on housing 

needs during this timeframe. 

Planning for the minimum does not account for the 

objectives of the NPPF; does not make allowances for 

taking on unmet needs of neighbouring authorities; 

does not consider whether consistent over-supply 

represents an increase in housing need; and currently 

uses the 2014 household projection figures to establish 

a figure. 

There is therefore a clear case for the South 

Worcestershire Councils to plan for more new dwellings 

than the standard methodology utilised in the SWDPR 

suggests and the Plan should therefore be updated 

utilising the latest available data from the 2016-based 

household projections. 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

The Local Housing need within the Issues and 

Options Paper is calculated using the 2014 based 

populations projections (published September 2016), 

this is in accordance with the latest Government 

advice.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standard methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.   
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3815 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Housing Need 

The proposed housing requirement figure should be 

seen as a minimum for the plan period. Housing 

affordability is an issue in south Worcestershire with an 

annual shortfall of 391 units; equating t o a backlog of 

circa. 4852 units. Therefore, delivering the minimum is 

not sufficient for the South Worcestershire Councils. 

House prices have more than doubled during the period 

from 2002 – 2018 – increasing the number of required 

dwellings would not reduce house prices but may go 

someway in stabilising the market. 

Employment land take up in south Worcestershire is 

persistently low – setting a future employment 

requirement should account for past take-up rates. 

Comments are noted.  The calculation uses the 

Government's standard methodology for calculating 

housing need as set out in the National Planning 

Practice Guidance.  Government policy is clear that 

this should be seen as a minimum figure however, 

the Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

3133 

Rosconn 

Strategic Land 
Housing Need 

RSL consider that the South Worcestershire Councils 

should plan for a higher number of dwellings than the 

standard methodology calculates. This is in accordance 

with the government’s objective to significantly boost 

the supply of homes and states the figure should be a 

minimum starting point. 

The local housing figure needs to address the 

affordability of homes and realise the ambition of 

economic growth given that the average wages are 

lower within South Worcestershire than those in the 

West Midlands and England. The new Worcestershire 

Parkway Rail Station and the scheduled A4440 

Worcester Southern Link Road Improvements will 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  
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unlock economic growth in the surrounding areas 

supporting more housing in these locations. 

RSL consider that a 10% contingency plan should be in 

place to account for undeliverable allocated sites and 

windfall site submissions. This will then allow plans to 

be sufficiently flexible to adapt to rapid change. 

3140 

University of 

Worcester 
Housing Need 

The government’s standard methodology for obtaining 

housing supply figures is under review; the NPPF states 

at para. 59 that LPA’s must work to boost the supply of 

housing – therefore the housing need calculated by the 

standard method represents a minimum figure but 

should only be seen as a starting point. 

Planning for the minimum however, is inconsistent with 

the objectives of the NPPF. Current supply is reliant on 

large urban extensions and housing allocations – some 

of which are not always deliverable; therefore flexibility 

should be incorporated into the overall supply figure 

and as such an over supply should be calculated to take 

account for these issues. 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

3154 

Bromsgrove & 

Redditch 

Councils 

Housing Need 

Paragraph 8.1 – We note that the SHMA Part 1 has 

established that there is no evidence to suggest that the 

South Worcestershire Councils need to plan for a higher 

number of dwellings than the Government’s standard 

methodology provides. 

Comments are noted. 

3164 

Ombersley 

Conservation 
Housing Need 

In line with the provisions of the NPPF (Chapter 5), 

strategic policies should be informed by a local housing 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 
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Trust need assessment conducted in line with the standard 

methodology for calculating housing need. The SWDPR 

outlines a housing need for 13,998 new dwellings over 

the plan period. We would agree that such a figure 

should be viewed only as a minimum requirement for 

growth. Paragraph 59 of the National Planning Policy 

Framework (NPPF) makes clear the Government’s 

intention to significantly boost the supply of housing. To 

ensure its success, the plan should allow flexibility to 

take account of future government change in policy or 

housing delivery targets. Any delivery targets should not 

preclude the potential delivery of windfall sites in 

sustainable locations, particularly where they relate 

well to existing built form or infrastructure. 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  

It is important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

3169 

Harris Land 

Management 
Housing Need 

The Government is proposing to change their 

methodology to one consistent with achieving 300,000 

homes per annum in England inline with the intention 

to significantly boost the supply of housing. It is 

therefore likely that the housing requirements across 

the SWC will be subject to further uplift. 

Wychavon District Council is currently able to 

demonstrate a robust five year housing land supply 

figure currently using the Liverpool method. This 

arbitrarily lowers the annualised housing requirement, 

and is an increasingly unfavourable means of calculating 

land supply by treating the requirement as a target and 

rather than a minimum. As such, National Planning 

Policy Guidance advises the use of the Sedgefield 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  
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approach when reviewing housing delivery. 

Furthermore, the use of the Liverpool methodology can 

cause conflict with the newly established Housing 

Delivery Test which considers the previous 3 years of 

delivery against an adopted annualised housing 

requirement (i.e. does not account for oversupply). 

Whilst the current 5 year housing land supply position is 

not disputed, the total years housing supply is likely to 

be considerably less secure than published when 

calculated using the Sedgefield method. 

3195 

Barwood 

Strategic Land II 
Housing Need 

The 2018 NPPF states local plans should be informed by 

a local housing needs assessment using a standardised 

methodology. 

The figure produced represents a minimum 

requirement and will require a review prior to the next 

consultation period in-line with the Governments 

response to updates to National Planning Policy and 

Guidance – consideration should be given as to whether 

the housing requirement should be increased. Local 

plans that seek to develop below a local need 

assessment are only justified in exceptional 

circumstances of which there is no evidence to support 

this in south Worcestershire. 

The base date to attain the housing needs figure should 

be taken from the current date (set out in National 

Policy) rather than that of 2021 adoption – using the 

The new methodology has been applied from 2021 

on the basis that this is when the current adopted 

plan is 5 years old and no longer considered to be 

up-to-date.  The current plan figure is factored in for 

the period between 2016 and 2021.  

  

The Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standards methodology and underlying data and will 
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adoption date creates an undersupply of approximately 

250 dpa. 

The South Worcestershire 2018 Housing Needs Report 

provides an insufficient evidence base in establishing 

affordable housing need for current and future need; 

and the supply of affordable housing. A full assessment 

should be undertaken at an early stage in the Local Plan 

Review process in order to establish an accurate figure. 

Job growth rate assumptions should be triangulated 

against historical growth rates with a further projection 

ensuring the assumption is robust. Currently the figures 

are based upon the 2014 sub-national population 

figure; the more recent 2016 figure projects a 

population growth of 884 persons over the period from 

2016 – 2026 providing an incorrect assumption. 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.  

The new methodology has been applied from 2021 

on the basis that this is when the current adopted 

plan is 5 years old and no longer considered to be 

up-to-date.  The current plan figure is factored in for 

the period between 2016 and 2021. The Local 

Housing need within the Issues and Options Paper is 

calculated using the 2014 based populations 

projections (published September 2016), this is in 

accordance with the latest Government advice.  The 

SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standard methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.   

3212 

Tewkesbury 

Borough Council 
Housing Need 

The planning statement also agrees that the two 

authorities, through the review of the SWDP, will co-

operate to identify whether there is any other longer-

term additional housing requirement arising from 

Tewkesbury Borough that could be reasonably delivered 

at Mitton over and above the 500 dwelling site. This is 

to be done in the context of the housing needs evidence 

emerging through the JCS review and an assessment of 

housing land supply within the Tewkesbury Borough 

and the wider JCS area in accordance with the JCS 

spatial strategy. The JCS authorities will continue to 

work with the SWDP authorities, alongside the JCS 

Comments are noted.  The SWCs acknowledge the 

agreement to deliver 500 dwellings at Mitton and 

will continue to work with Tewkesbury Borough and 

the wider JCS area under the Duty to Cooperate. 
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review, to cooperate on this matter as well as any 

further need and sustainability of additional 

development at Mitton. 

3219 

Bellway Homes 

Ltd 
Housing Need 

The government’s standard methodology regarding 

obtaining projected housing figures is set for review; 

anticipated for mid 2020. This precedes the publication 

of the SWDPR – this will need to be taken into account 

when establishing a housing figure, and on that basis a 

level of flexibility should be incorporated. 

Planning for the minimum need requires clear 

justification – a constant over-supply of housing could 

be indicative of greater housing need, and; the need for 

employment land and prospect of higher job growth 

(due to using the Experian forecast rather than 

Historical take up model); demonstrates that planning 

for minimum is insufficient. 

The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standards methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.  

Consideration will be given to the need to over 

allocate as the numbers become clearer and the sites 

are fully assessed.  It is important to remember that 

plan reviews will be more frequent (every 5 years) 

therefore allowing the flexibility to respond to under 

delivery and that there are other measures, including 

the Brownfield Land Register, Permission in Principle 

and extended permitted development rights which 

increase the likelihood of windfall delivery.  

3230 

Gleeson 

Strategic Land 

Limited 

Housing Need 

It is clear that the South Worcestershire Councils will 

need to plan for substantially more new dwellings than 

the standard methodology suggests – a figure can be 

established following the Government’s revision in 

standard methodology in ascertaining housing figures. 

The 2014 household projection figures provide the basis 

for local housing need – the 2016 figures however, do 

not provide exceptional circumstance to depart from 

standard methodology. In the long term, a new method 

is required to establish a figure given the government 

objective in boosting housing supply.  Housing supply 

Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need to go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

The figure for completions, commitments and 

undeveloped allocations will be refined as work 

progresses on testing the deliverability of current 
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also requires verification ensuring completions, 

commitments, and undeliverable allocations are 

accurate. 

allocations.       

The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standards methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.  

3320 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Housing Need 

The overall housing figure adopted should be sufficient 

to ensure that the affordable housing, and other 

housing needs of the SWDP area can be met and can be 

supported through the delivery of market housing 

development. The need should be met on a range of 

sites, including, as suggested at paragraph 68 of the 

Framework, small and medium sized sites given their 

ability to contribute quickly to housing supply, without 

the need for extensive information to secure their 

release. 

Comments are noted. The need for a range of sites to 

be allocated to deliver the housing number is 

acknowledged. 

3993 

Richborough 

Estates 
Housing Need 

The revised NPPF states that the minimum number of 

dwellings planned for should be informed by a local 

needs assessment using the Governments standard 

methodology. 

The standard methodology is currently under review; of 

which this should be taken into account when 

establishing a housing needs figure. Currently the figure 

represents a minimum number of dwellings required – 

in order to achieve a prosperous region, economic 

growth, and the delivery of housing, the SWDP should 

exceed their minimum requirement. This will allow an 

element of flexibility related to uncertainty within 

Comments are noted.  The Local Housing need within 

the Issues and Options Paper is calculated using the 

2014 based populations projections (published 

September 2016), this is in accordance with the 

latest Government advice.  The SWCs will keep up-

to-date with changes to the standard methodology 

and underlying data and will recalculate the housing 

need as required up until preparation of the 

publication plan.   

The Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 
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delivery. The SWDP should also ensure existing 

allocations and permissions are deliverable when 

making provisions for housing figures. 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

4145 

Richborough 

Estates 
Housing Need 

The proposed housing requirement figure should be 

seen as a minimum for the plan period. Housing 

affordability is an issue in south Worcestershire with an 

annual shortfall of 391 units; equating to a backlog of 

circa. 4852 units. Therefore, delivering the minimum is 

not sufficient for the South Worcestershire Councils. 

House prices have more than doubled during the period 

from 2002 – 2018 – increasing the number of required 

dwellings would not reduce house prices but may go 

someway in stabilising the market. 

Employment land take up in south Worcestershire is 

persistently low – setting a future employment 

requirement should account for past take-up rates. 

Comments are noted.  The calculation uses the 

Government's standard methodology for calculating 

housing need as set out in the National Planning 

Practice Guidance.  Government policy is clear that 

this should be seen as a minimum figure however, 

the Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

3384 

Richborough 

Estates 
Housing Need 

The government’s standard methodology for obtaining 

housing supply figures is under review; the NPPF states 

at para. 59 that LPA’s must work to boost the supply of 

housing – therefore the housing need calculated by the 

standard method represents a minimum figure but 

should only be seen as a starting point. 

Planning for the minimum however, is inconsistent with 

the objectives of the NPPF. Current supply is reliant on 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  
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large urban extensions and housing allocations – some 

of which are not always deliverable; therefore flexibility 

should be incorporated into the overall supply figure 

and as such an over supply should be calculated to take 

account for these issues. 

3386 

Richborough 

Estates 
Housing Need 

Notes that the Government's standard methodology is 

under review and that suing 2014 figures is appropriate 

according to the short tem fix.  Supports the reference 

to figures in the Issues and Options consultation being 

indicative only.  

Raises concern that the Issues and Options paper refers 

to the Arc4 report providing no evidence to suggest that 

the standard methodology output is too low for the 

SWC area.  Government guidance is clear that it is a 

minimum requirement. 

Welcomes the fact that the Issues and Options Paper 

refers to the need to include a robust assessment of 

current allocations. 

Comments are noted. The SWCs will continue to 

monitor and respond to the circumstance around 

local housing need calculation, including any changes 

to the standard methodology, updated input data 

and whether there is any evidence to support a 

higher housing number. 

3373 

Richborough 

Estates 
Housing Need 

At the outset, it is important to acknowledge the 

government’s position that the Standard Method for 

calculating local housing need is under review. The 

reasons for this are set out in the Technical Consultation 

(October 2018) and include a concern that application 

of the Standard Method on the basis of the 2016 

household projections, issued on 20th September 2018, 

would not recognise pent up demand resulting from a 

lack of house-building over a prolonged period, and 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  
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would be unlikely to achieve the government’s target of 

300,000 new dwellings per year. 

We note that arc4 has based its calculations on the 

2014 household projections, so that the resultant Local 

Housing Need figure is correct as it stands, under the 

‘short term fix’. It seems likely that this will ultimately 

be deemed to be the appropriate approach, but that 

will not be confirmed until government publishes its   

3442 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 
Housing Need 

The Issues and Options Report states that the SWDPR 

needs to make provision for approximately 14,000 

additional dwellings in addition to those commitments 

already made in the adopted SWDP, for the period 

2016-2041 – a 25 year Plan period. 

HLM note that the South Worcestershire SHMA, to be 

produced in two parts, is currently being prepared and 

as part of that preparation will need to take into 

account the new 2018 household projections as well as 

any changes to the standard methodology for 

calculating housing need – having regard to the 

Government’s approach to its standardised 

methodology as setting a minimum requirement for 

housing. The Economic Development Needs Assessment 

is also in preparation and will help to establish need for 

employment land and employment -led scenarios as 

part of the forecasting of growth. 

With the evidence base in preparation, the housing 

Comments are noted.  The Local Housing need within 

the Issues and Options Paper is calculated using the 

2014 based populations projections (published 

September 2016), this is in accordance with the 

latest Government advice.  The SWCs will keep up-

to-date with changes to the standard methodology 

and underlying data and will recalculate the housing 

need as required up until preparation of the 

publication plan.   

The Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 
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requirement for the South Worcestershire Authorities is 

at best indicative, as such the South Worcestershire 

Authorities should plan for additional housing above 

14,000 currently presented. This approach is 

appropriate given the infancy of core evidence material 

for the South Worcestershire area but also the national 

imperative to deliver housing. The Government’s 

objective remains boosting the supply of homes (2018 

NPPF para 59). 

3444 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 
Housing Need 

HLM note that the South Worcestershire SHMA, to be 

produced in two parts, is currently being prepared and 

as part of that preparation will need to take into 

account the new 2018 household projections as well as 

any changes to the standard methodology for 

calculating housing need – having regard to the 

Government’s approach to its standardised 

methodology as setting a minimum requirement for 

housing. The Economic Development Needs Assessment 

is also in preparation and will help to establish need for 

employment land and employment -led scenarios as 

part of the forecasting of growth. 

With the evidence base in preparation, the housing 

requirement for the South Worcestershire Authorities is 

at best indicative, as such the South Worcestershire 

Authorities should plan for additional housing above 

14,000 currently presented. This approach is 

appropriate given the infancy of core evidence material 

for the South Worcestershire area but also the national 

Comments are noted.  
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imperative to deliver housing. The Government’s 

objective remains boosting the supply of homes (2018 

NPPF para 59). 

3487 

Landform Badsey 

Ltd 
Housing Need 

The SWDPR will be examined against the terms of the 

NPPF and the consultation document correctly 

identifies that the Councils’ housing requirements will 

be determined by the Standard Methodology. 

The intention to extend the plan to 2040 is welcomed, 

reflecting the need for the plan period to extend at least 

15 years from date of adoption. 

While the plan period being considered in the SWDP is 

the period 2016-2041, the housing numbers for the first 

5 years (2016 to 2021) are already adopted. Therefore, 

the SWDP and accompanying evidence base considers 

the housing number for the remainder of the proposed 

plan period (2021 to 2041). 

Edge Analytics has published updated demographic 

analysis to verify that the dwelling need calculation 

using the standard methodology is appropriate for the 

South Worcestershire Authorities. This is in line with the 

updated Planning Practice Guidance (2018) which states 

that there may be circumstances where identified need 

can be higher than the number identified in the 

standard method. 

The Edge Analytics Report finds that the evidence does 

Comments are noted.  The Local Housing need within 

the Issues and Options Paper is calculated using the 

2014 based populations projections (published 

September 2016), this is in accordance with the 

latest Government advice.  The SWCs will keep up-

to-date with changes to the standard methodology 

and underlying data and will recalculate the housing 

need as required up until preparation of the 

publication plan.   

The Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 
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not suggest a need to provide more than the minimum 

number of dwellings established through the standard 

methodology in the SWDPR period. It is recognised 

however that the NPPF also requires councils to take 

into account the housing needs of neighbouring areas 

where targets cannot be met. We note that, under the 

duty to cooperate, the Councils agree to engage with 

neighbouring local authorities as part of the plan 

making process. 

3489 

St Modwen 

Developments 

Ltd 

Housing Need Blank Response. Blank Response. 

3584 

North Oak 

Homes 
Housing Need 

The proposed housing requirement figure should be 

seen as a minimum for the plan period. Housing 

affordability is an issue in south Worcestershire with an 

annual shortfall of 391 units; equating t o a backlog of 

circa. 4852 units. Therefore, delivering the minimum is 

not sufficient for the South Worcestershire Councils. 

House prices have more than doubled during the period 

from 2002 – 2018 – increasing the number of required 

dwellings would not reduce house prices but may go 

someway in stabilising the market. 

Employment land take up in south Worcestershire is 

persistently low – setting a future employment 

requirement should account for past take-up rates. 

Comments are noted.  The calculation uses the 

Government's standard methodology for calculating 

housing need as set out in the National Planning 

Practice Guidance.  Government policy is clear that 

this should be seen as a minimum figure however, 

the Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

3619 Miller Homes Ltd Housing Need RPS supports the establishment of an updated housing Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 
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requirement for inclusion in the emerging Plan. This 

would provide greater certainty with regards to future 

levels of growth than currently set out in the adopted 

Plan (Policy SWDP3), which establishes an approximate 

housing requirement, rather than a minimum figure. 

The adoption of minimum housing requirements would 

ensure that the overall needs of the area can be 

identified and planned for appropriately. 

Furthermore, the application of the ‘standard method’ 

in calculating local housing needs should be treated as 

the starting point in translating needs into 

requirements, in line with the NPPF and Planning 

Practice Guidance. This approach supports the 

Government objective in the NPPF to significantly 

boosting the supply of homes remains (at para 59). 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  

It is important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

3637 

BFP 

Developments 

LLP 

Housing Need 

The SWC’s need to ensure the Plan strategy is positive 

and flexible as additional work on Urban Capacity; a 

more detailed Green Belt Review and additional 

assessment of the housing needs are all needed to 

make the Plan strategy robust. 

In addition, parts of the SWDP area are within the 

Birmingham Conurbation Housing Market Area and 

therefore a proportion of Birmingham’s unmet needs 

should be considered. 

Comments are noted.  This work is in the process of 

being completed.  

There is no formal request from any neighbouring 

authorities to consider taking a portion of their 

growth at this stage.  

3646 St Philips Ltd Housing Need 

At the outset, it is important to acknowledge the 

Government’s position that the standard methodology 

for calculating housing need is under review; this is due 

The Local Housing need within the Issues and 

Options Paper is calculated using the 2014 based 

populations projections (published September 2016), 
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to concern that the 2016 household projections – issued 

on 20th September 2018 – do not recognise ‘pent up 

demand’ resulting from a lack of house-building over a 

prolonged period. The concern here is prior to applying 

the standard methodology to calculate objectively 

assessed need; the starting position should be upon 

reviewing the deliverability of current allocated sites. 

In light of the Governments updated advice, the starting 

position for calculating the average household growth 

over a 10 year period for SWC’s is to apply the 2014 

household projections. For consistency, GVA has 

performed the 3-step process as set out within the 

Government’s guidance, resulting in a requirement for 

Wychavon District of 489 dwellings per annum. When 

applied to the prescribed plan period (2021-2031), this 

equates to a requirement of 3,660 dwellings. 

St Phillips are aware that when the current 2016 

household projections are applied, housing numbers 

are increased within the District, equating to a 

requirement of 536 dwellings per annum. 

Notwithstanding this, it is recognised the current 

consultation regarding application of the standard 

methodology is yet to conclude and whilst St Philips 

recognises the Governments concern around the use of 

the latest data in calculating assessed housing need, 

there will inevitably be an increase to the overall 

housing need for local authorities if the Government 

wish to maintain their stance on the delivery of 300.000 

this is in accordance with the latest Government 

advice.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standard methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.   
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homes per annum. 

With regards to the SWDP, which is in the early stages 

of the plan preparation process, it should seek to meet 

the longer term needs of the District. This should 

therefore be taken into consideration when 

determining the minimum local housing need. 

It is therefore recommended that the 2016 projections 

be used to set the housing targets for the emerging 

Local Plan. Critically, the Council should note that this is 

the starting point at which policies should be made and 

they should therefore seek to plan over and above this 

to ensure the Plan complies with national aspiration, 

and assist in the delivery of 300,000 dwellings per 

annum. 

3673 Bovis Homes Housing Need 

The NPPF states that the minimum number of homes 

needed should be informed by a standard methodology, 

as set out in Planning Practice Guidance. The 

government have stated there is a need for around 

300,000 dwellings per annum – the standard 

methodology yields a substantially lower figure than 

this. As a result, the methodology is being revised to 

account for this. 

It is against this context that that we turn to Question 4. 

Whilst, Bovis Homes recognises that the projected 

housing need in the Consultation Document are 

indicative and will be refined through the plan-making 

Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need to go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standard methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.   
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process. Based on the above it is clear that there is a 

case for the South Worcestershire Councils (SWC's) to 

plan for more new homes than the standard 

methodology currently suggests. 

3715 

Gladman 

Developments 
Housing Need 

The standard method is only intended to identify the 

baseline requirement and should be seen as a minimum 

starting point. It is important to ensure that actual 

housing need is not under-estimated - consideration 

should be given to economic growth, affordable housing 

delivery and any unmet needs arising from 

neighbouring authorities to be determined through a 

SoCG. 

Furthermore, it is important to note that the standard 

method may require further adjustments to ensure that 

the starting point in the plan making process is 

consistent with the Government’s commitment to 

building 300,000 new homes per annum by the mid 

2020s. 

Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need to go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment.  

The SWCs are proactively working with 

neighbouring  authorities under the Duty to 

Cooperate and no other LPA has asked the SWCs to 

meet any of its housing need. 

The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standards methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.  

3757 

S Guy and Sons 

Ltd 
Housing Need 

We believe that the wording in question 4 is historic 

and should be amended by reference to the latest 

Government Statement clarifying the position on the 

Standard Methodology for calculating housing need etc. 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan. Changes 

made since the Issues and Options Paper was drafted 

will be addressed at Preferred Options stage. 
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3811 

Christ Church, 

Oxford 
Housing Need 

It is agreed that, in line with the provisions of the NPPF 

(Chapter 5) that strategic policies should be informed by 

a local housing need assessment conducted in line with 

the standard methodology for calculating housing need. 

The SWDPR sets out a housing need for 13,998 new 

dwellings over the plan period. It is agreed that such a 

figure should be viewed only as a minimum 

requirement for growth. The objectives of the SWDP 

and the emerging SWDPR specifically outline a need to 

deliver sufficient new homes to meet housing need. To 

view the circa 14,000 as a cap on delivery unduly and 

unnecessarily limits the flexibility of the plan to respond 

to any future change in need or planning context. 

Paragraph 59 of the NPPF is clear that to support the 

Government’s objective of significantly boosting the 

supply of homes, it is important that a sufficient amount 

and variety of land can come forward where it is 

needed, without unnecessary delay. To impose any cap 

on figures would be inconsistent with this aspirational 

policy provision, and should be avoided. To ensure its 

success, the plan should allow sufficient flex to take 

account of future government change in policy or 

housing delivery targets. In any instance, any proposed 

indicative delivery targets should not preclude the 

potential delivery of windfall sites in sustainable 

locations, particularly where they relate well to existing 

built form or infrastructure. 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

3860 Warwickshire Housing Need Suggest that the SWDPR over-allocates housing sites to Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 
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College take account of the non-delivery of sites, at 

approximately 10-15% of the housing need. It is widely 

recognised that not all housing allocations will deliver as 

expected for a variety of reasons. That being the case, 

we contend that the SWDPR should over-allocate to 

ensure there is consistent supply of housing and the 

local authorities are not reliant upon all SWDP 

allocations coming forward. 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

3996 Madresfield Housing Need 

The overall housing figure adopted should be sufficient 

to ensure that the affordable housing, and other 

housing needs of the SWDP area can be met and can be 

supported through the delivery of market housing 

development. Proposed allocations should be reviewed 

in order to ensure they can fulfil this objective. 

We consider that the SWDP Authorities should examine 

existing, undeveloped allocations that have not 

delivered to date in order to determine if there may be 

problems associated with their delivery. We consider 

that it is inappropriate to take as a starting point an 

assumption that all existing allocations will be delivered; 

at the very least, the rate of delivery on existing 

allocations should be carefully considered in order to 

determine if they are capable of contributing to a five 

year supply allocation in the current SWP have, so far, 

failed to contribute to housing delivery there is clearly a 

question mark regarding their ability to deliver 

development over the plan period. All potential 

Comments are noted.  The standard methodology 

figure has been tested in the Housing Need in South 

Worcestershire Report which concludes that a higher 

figure is not necessary.  

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

The figure for completions, commitments and 

undeveloped allocations will be refined as work 

progresses on testing the deliverability of current 
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development locations should be treated equally and 

assessed upon their merits and the Local Authority 

should consider why the SWDP allocations have not 

delivered to date. This may affect the need to allocate 

new sites for development, and with a particular need 

to ensure that appropriate allocations are available in 

the early part of the plan period. 

It is also suggested that the representations propose 

that the SWPD over allocates to take account of the 

non-delivery of sites. Not all housing allocations will 

deliver as expected. That being the case, the SWDP 

should over allocate to ensure there is a consistent 

supply of housing and the local authorities are not 

reliant upon all SWDP allocations coming forward for 

housing to meet the direct requirements. It is suggested 

that the representation should suggest an over 

allocation of 10-15%, which is typical of our experience 

with other Local Plans. 

allocations.       

  

3953 ehB Reeves Housing Need 

The revised NPPF states that the minimum number of 

dwellings planned for should be informed by a local 

needs assessment using the Governments standard 

methodology. 

The standard methodology is currently under review; of 

which this should be taken into account when 

establishing a housing needs figure. Currently the figure 

represents a minimum number of dwellings required – 

in order to achieve a prosperous region, economic 

Comments are noted.  The Local Housing need within 

the Issues and Options Paper is calculated using the 

2014 based populations projections (published 

September 2016), this is in accordance with the 

latest Government advice.  The SWCs will keep up-

to-date with changes to the standard methodology 

and underlying data and will recalculate the housing 

need as required up until preparation of the 

publication plan.   
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growth, and the delivery of housing, the SWDP should 

exceed their minimum requirement and install an 

appropriate buffer. This will allow an element of 

flexibility related to uncertainty within delivery. The 

SWDP should also ensure existing allocations and 

permissions are deliverable when making provisions for 

housing figures. 

The Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

4023 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Housing Need 

The proposed housing requirement figure should be 

seen as a minimum for the plan period. Housing 

affordability is an issue in south Worcestershire with an 

annual shortfall of 391 units; equating t o a backlog of 

circa. 4852 units. Therefore, delivering the minimum is 

not sufficient for the South Worcestershire Councils. 

House prices have more than doubled during the period 

from 2002 – 2018 – increasing the number of required 

dwellings would not reduce house prices but may go 

someway in stabilising the market. 

Employment land take up in south Worcestershire is 

persistently low – setting a future employment 

requirement should account for past take-up rates. 

Comments are noted.  The calculation uses the 

Government's standard methodology for calculating 

housing need as set out in the National Planning 

Practice Guidance.  Government policy is clear that 

this should be seen as a minimum figure however, 

the Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

4069 Newland Homes Housing Need 

The proposed housing requirement figure should be 

seen as a minimum for the plan period. Housing 

affordability is an issue in south Worcestershire with an 

annual shortfall of 391 units; equating t o a backlog of 

circa. 4852 units. Therefore, delivering the minimum is 

Comments are noted.  The calculation uses the 

Government's standard methodology for calculating 

housing need as set out in the National Planning 

Practice Guidance.  Government policy is clear that 

this should be seen as a minimum figure however, 
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not sufficient for the South Worcestershire Councils. 

House prices have more than doubled during the period 

from 2002 – 2018 – increasing the number of required 

dwellings would not reduce house prices but may go 

someway in stabilising the market. 

Employment land take up in south Worcestershire is 

persistently low – setting a future employment 

requirement should account for past take-up rates. 

the Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

4119 

Wychbold 

Developments 

Ltd 

Housing Need 

The SWC’s need to ensure the Plan strategy is positive 

and flexible as additional work on Urban Capacity; a 

more detailed Green Belt Review and additional 

assessment of the housing needs are all needed to 

make the Plan strategy robust. 

In addition, parts of the SWCs are in the Birmingham 

Conurbation Housing Market Area and therefore a 

proportion of Birmingham’s unmet needs should be 

considered. 

Comments are noted.  This work is in the process of 

being completed.  

There is no formal request from any neighbouring 

authorities to consider taking a portion of their 

growth at this stage.  

4106 Piper Homes Housing Need 

The proposed housing requirement figure should be 

seen as a minimum for the plan period. Housing 

affordability is an issue in south Worcestershire with an 

annual shortfall of 391 units; equating to a backlog of 

circa. 4852 units. Therefore, delivering the minimum is 

not sufficient for the South Worcestershire Councils. 

House prices have more than doubled during the period 

The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standards methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.  

The Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 
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from 2002 – 2018 – increasing the number of required 

dwellings would not reduce house prices but may go 

someway in stabilising the market. 

Employment land take up in south Worcestershire is 

persistently low – setting a future employment 

requirement should account for past take-up rates. 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

4251 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 
Housing Need 

Notes that the SWDP Review Issues and Options sets 

out indicative housing numbers which are subject to 

further testing throughout the plan making process and 

that SHMA part 1 suggests there is no evidence to go 

over and above the standard methodology.  

Refers to the NPPG and NPPF and the guidance that sets 

out on the standard methodology.  Taking this into 

account it suggests that the standard methodology 

should be a minimum housing number. 

Refers to the 2016 population projections and the fact 

that the number increases by 9 dwellings per annum for 

SW when based on this data set, equating to 180 

dwellings over the plan period. Therefore it is necessary 

to plan for a higher number of dwellings.  Acknowledges 

the recent Government consultation on the 

methodology and the need for the SWCs to take into 

account the implications of this. 

Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need to go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

The Local Housing need within the Issues and 

Options Paper is calculated using the 2014 based 

populations projections (published September 2016), 

this is in accordance with the latest Government 

advice.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standard methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.   

4328 

Worcestershire 

County Council 
Housing Need 

No because there are still many unoccupied premises 

that could be used for housing and homes to be 

Comments are noted. There are programmes of work 

across he SWCs to bring empty properties back into 
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(Broadway 

Division) 

brought back into use. This should be tackled first not 

just for housing to ensure stronger thriving 

communities. Town centre regeneration would benefit 

from a more visionary approach in the SWDP. 

use, however, there is still a need to plan for new 

homes.  The SWDP Review will promote and support 

town and city centre regeneration. 

4407 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Housing Need 

Refers to NPPG guidance on where LPAs can apply a 

higher housing target than that derived from the 

standards methodology and the need for LPAs to also 

have regard to previous delivery rates and evidence 

from an up-to-date SHMA. 

Acknowledges that Edge have undertaken work for 

SWCs to test a range of growth scenarios ad conclude 

that the standard methodology figure is 

appropriate.  However it suggests that the EDNA figure 

of 294.8 hectares of employment land is not tested 

within the Edge report and this would increase housing 

requirements over and above the standard 

methodology outputs.  

It is also the case that pervious delivery rates exceed 

the minimum need in Wychavon and by 29% across the 

plan area which is indicative of a higher housing need.    

Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need to go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

Consideration will be given to the need to over 

allocate as the numbers become clearer and the sites 

are fully assessed.  It is important to remember that 

plan reviews will be more frequent (every 5 years) 

therefore allowing the flexibility to respond to under 

delivery and that there are other measures, including 

the Brownfield Land Register, Permission in Principle 

and extended permitted development rights which 

increase the likelihood of windfall delivery.  

The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standards methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.  

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 132



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

4434 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Housing Need 

The response consists of a report on housing need 

which concludes 

The standard methodology for calculating housing need 

would yield a 20 year figure of 1021 dpa based on the 

currently preferred 2014 household projections. (Even 

with a 5% non delivery allowance this would only be 

1072 dpa.)  This includes a substantial uplift for 

affordability and is above the level needed in the most 

robust economic scenario. 

In terms of supply the evidence is insufficient to come 

to robust conclusions but there are several areas where 

a preliminary examination suggests the three SWDP 

authorities should consider reviewing the supply side 

equation, (including on vacancy rates, density and lapse 

rates.) 

Perhaps, most notably, there seems to be a significant 

under-estimation of windfall yields which could 

substantially influence the need for allocations. My 

preliminary calculations suggest this could yield an 

additional 3000-6000 homes. 

These issues need all to be addressed in the 2019 

SHELAA, along with any additional urban brown field 

allocations before green field land is considered for 

allocation. 

But, my preliminary examination suggests the 

Comments are noted.  

The calculation uses the Government's standard 

methodology for calculating housing need as set out 

in the National Planning Practice 

Guidance.  Government policy is clear that this 

should be seen as a minimum figure. 

The figure for completions, commitments and 

undeveloped allocations will be refined as work 

progresses on testing the deliverability of current 

allocations.  A windfall allowance will also be 

considered.  

The SHMA will provide greater detail on the types of 

housing required and this will inform the policies in 

the SWDP review.         
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allocations could be reduced substantially from the 

13997 suggested in the IAO while meeting genuine 

housing need. 

In doing so the three authorities would also need to 

consider the type of housing provided. While this report 

does not go into that issue in detail, there is a clear 

need to ensure appropriate housing is provided for a 

growing elderly population and for those with disability 

as well as for new entrants to the market. 

In practical terms, reducing the overall allocations 

would both protect the countryside and help ensure 

housing is built on the most sustainable locations which 

reduce the need to travel. 

4514 St Philips Ltd Housing Need 

At the outset, it is important to acknowledge the 

Government’s position that the standard methodology 

for calculating housing need is under review; this is due 

to concern that the 2016 household projections – issued 

on 20th September 2018 – do not recognise ‘pent up 

demand’ resulting from a lack of house-building over a 

prolonged period. The concern here is prior to applying 

the standard methodology to calculate objectively 

assessed need; the starting position should be upon 

reviewing the deliverability of current allocated sites. 

In light of the Governments updated advice, the starting 

position for calculating the average household growth 

over a 10 year period for SWC’s is to apply the 2014 

Comments are noted.  The Local Housing need within 

the Issues and Options Paper is calculated using the 

2014 based populations projections (published 

September 2016), this is in accordance with the 

latest Government advice.  The SWCs will keep up-

to-date with changes to the standard methodology 

and underlying data and will recalculate the housing 

need as required up until preparation of the 

publication plan.   
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household projections. For consistency, GVA has 

performed the 3-step process as set out within the 

Government’s guidance, resulting in a requirement for 

Wychavon District of 489 dwellings per annum. When 

applied to the prescribed plan period (2021-2031), this 

equates to a requirement of 3,660 dwellings. 

St Phillips are aware that when the current 2016 

household projections are applied, housing numbers 

are increased within the District, equating to a 

requirement of 536 dwellings per annum. 

Notwithstanding this, it is recognised the current 

consultation regarding application of the standard 

methodology is yet to conclude and whilst St Philips 

recognises the Governments concern around the use of 

the latest data in calculating assessed housing need, 

there will inevitably be an increase to the overall 

housing need for local authorities if the Government 

wish to maintain their stance on the delivery of 300.000 

homes per annum. 

With regards to the SWDP, which is in the early stages 

of the plan preparation process, it should seek to meet 

the longer term needs of the District. This should 

therefore be taken into consideration when 

determining the minimum local housing need. 

It is therefore recommended that the 2016 projections 

be used to set the housing targets for the emerging 

Local Plan. Critically, the Council should note that this is 
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the starting point at which policies should be made and 

they should therefore seek to plan over and above this 

to ensure the Plan complies with national aspiration, 

and assist in the delivery of 300,000 dwellings per 

annum. 

4536 

Cotswold District 

Council 
Housing Need 

The approach advocated in the consultation appears to 

accord with national policy and guidance; CDC notes the 

SHMA which suggests that there is no evidence to 

suggest that the south Worcestershire Councils need to 

plan for a higher number than the standard 

methodology provides. CDC asks that it be kept 

appraised for any future reviews/revision to the 

emerging housing need figures for the plan period. 

CDC notes SWC commitment to viability test all sites 

including those already allocated but which have yet to 

be fully built out; this will aid the soundness of the plan. 

Comments are noted. 

     

7 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Housing Need Blank entry Blank entry 

28 Prosser Housing Need 
SWDPR should plan for the amount of dwellings which 

is calculated by the standard methodology. 
Noted. 

33 Prosser Housing Need 
SWDPR should plan for the amount of dwellings which 

is calculated by the standard methodology. 
Noted. 

203 Mr Housing Need No. The SWDP does not set an upper limit on new Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 
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Andrew 

Robinson 

homes, and planners are able to use the courts to force 

through applications in locations not planned for in the 

SWDP, so there is no need for a higher number. 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. 

229 

Sandy 

Peach 
Housing Need 

Yes, there is a case for South Worcestershire to plan for 

more housing growth. 

Housing figures should not be based on the assumption 

of an allocation being deliverable - One example of an 

allocated site within Malvern Hills: 17/00792/FUL, 

which was subsequently withdrawn, seemingly 

undeliverable. 

Comments are noted.  There will be an assessment 

of the deliverability of current allocations as part of 

the SWDP Review.  

286 

Linda and John 

Pugh 
Housing Need 

I cannot see a practical way of determining housing 

need unless you know where people currently live, 

where they plan to work and the shape and size of 

families. We have no real concept of life without the 

petrol/diesel car or the viability of electric vehicles. We 

have no idea of additional industry in the area or the 

road traffic this may attract including commercial 

vehicles. 

Noted. 

334 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

Housing Need We should build only to the forecast. Noted. 

356 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Housing Need 

There is no need to provide for more than the minimum 

housing that the standard calculation provides, as I 

believe the standard calculation is excessive for a 

location such as South Worcestershire. 

Noted, however Government policy is clear that the 

standard methodology calculation is the minimum 

requirement for new homes.  

1450 Mrs Housing Need No Noted. 
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Ann 

Boulter 

409 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Housing Need This would be sufficient Noted. 

433 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

Housing Need 
No, especially west of the river Severn as transport links 

cannot support such development. 
Noted. 

451 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Housing Need Blank entry Blank entry 

471 

Mr 

Stephen 

Lomax 

Housing Need 

We agree with the housing need set out in the Issues 

and Options document, subject to all future documents 

prepared as part of the Review, such as the Preferred 

Options, reflecting the government’s latest 

approach/methodology to calculating need. 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  

476 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Housing Need 

No. There is no case for South Worcestershire 

development plan to plan for more housing than 

standard methodology requests. 

(1)    Category 1 villages are already under pressure in 

terms of viable sites, but also amenities, services and 

key resources.  Infrastructure particularly west of 

Worcester city is not capable of sustaining more 

growth. 

(2)    In addition, some recent housing supply is out of 

Comments in relation to dwelling type are 

noted.  The Strategic Housing Market Assessment 

will provide details of the types of dwellings that are 

needed and this will inform policy. 
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kilter with what evidence indicates is needed, e.g. 4-5 

bed executive homes built, when need indicates 1-2 bed 

starters, and imaginative, adaptable housing for the 

downsizing of older residents, particularly to remain in 

villages and neighbourhoods. 

565 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Housing Need 

The Annual Requirement (standard methodology) 

calculation of an additional housing requirement of 

1,232 per annum should be considered an absolute 

MAXIMUM otherwise my concern is that developers 

will see this as an opportunity to propose alternative 

assessment methods in an attempt to prove higher 

numbers. 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. Government policy is 

also clear that the standard methodology calculation 

is the minimum requirement for new homes.  

570 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Housing Need 

I find this an astounding question to ask a member of 

the public and then ask them to provide evidence! If 

there is a standard method for calculating minimum 

housing need then that should be used and adhered to 

unless there is evidence you can provide me that a 

higher number of housing is required. 

Noted. 

2417 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Housing Need 

I see no need to plan for extra housing, indeed 

economic circumstances may reduce the housing 

requirement in the private sector. 

Noted. 

2716 

Craig 

Muncaster 
Housing Need 

There is no credible planning evidence to support a high 

number of housing per annum as many of the 

calculations produce a significantly reduced 

requirement. 

There is an element of “self-interest” from builders and 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. 
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professional service providers in proposing higher 

numbers. 

1162 

Daniel 

Harding 
Housing Need 

The calculations supporting a requirement of greater 

than 1,232 houses are fundamentally flawed and will 

doubtless encourage developers to push for continually 

higher numbers. 

I believe the approved calculation basis should be rolled 

out across every Local Authority (including ours) so that 

there is consistency across the UK. 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy.  Government policy is 

also clear that the standard methodology calculation 

is the minimum requirement for new homes.  

1163 

Daniel 

Harding 
Housing Need 

The calculations supporting a requirement of greater 

than 1,232 houses are fundamentally flawed and will 

doubtless encourage developers to push for continually 

higher numbers. 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy.  Government policy is 

also clear that the standard methodology calculation 

is the minimum requirement for new homes.  

2030 

Emily 

Shaw 
Housing Need 

There is no credible planning evidence to support a 

higher number of additional houses than the absolute 

maximum of 1,232 per annum. The approved 

assessment methodology should be applied to this Local 

Authority and every other, so that there is a ‘level 

playing field’ across the whole of the UK. 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy.  Government policy is 

also clear that the standard methodology calculation 

is the minimum requirement for new homes.  

2926 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Housing Need 

While there is no doubt that housing numbers do need 

to increase, only if there is evidence that suggests that 

greater numbers are required should the formula be 

amended.   

Comments are noted. 

1052 

Neil 

Hickling 
Housing Need 

The additional housing requirement of 1,232 per annum 

should be set as an absolute maximum.  I understand 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 
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that other scenarios result in lower figures. contrary to national policy. 

685 

Miss 

Maureen 

Williams 

Housing Need Blank entry Blank entry 

855 Terra Strategic Housing Need 

1. The housing requirement figures need to be 

increased than that suggested by the standard 

methodology to counter balance the aspirations 

of higher economic growth. 

2. The standard methodology figure needs to be 

applied from the beginning of the plan period; 

2016, not 2021 as stated in the Issues and 

Options – this will result in an under provision 

and should be amended to 30,800 units from 

2016 - 2041. 

3. The figure for completions, commitments and 

undeveloped allocations of 16,555 does not 

appear to reflect the evidence base and 

requires justification.  

Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need o go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

The new methodology has been applied from 2021 

on the basis that this is when the current adopted 

plan is 5 years old and no longer considered to be 

up-to-date.  The current plan figure is factored in for 

the period between 2016 and 2021.  

The figure for completions, commitments and 

undeveloped allocations will be refined as work 

progresses on testing the deliverability of current 

allocations.       

862 

Ms 

Kate 

Raine 

Housing Need 

Calculations for new allocations in settlements take full 

account of housing completions and approvals 

historically and not just previous allocations in the Plan. 

Comments are noted.  The exact housing number will 

take account of completions and will include a 

review of existing allocations. 

873 Mr Housing Need Whilst the standard methodology should be used to Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 
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Michael 

Jones 

calculate the housing requirement for the HMA, there 

will be a need to make the SWDP authorities more 

sustainable in terms of the balance between 

employment opportunities and the size of the 

workforce to minimise commuting. 

The assessment of employment land supply 

demonstrates a deficit against market demand and 

therefore the Plan needs to plan for a scale of new 

employment land to encourage economic investment 

and to help reduce commuting out of the SWDP Plan 

area and this factor needs to be factored into the 

assessment of housing need. 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need o go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

888 

Ms 

Joan M 

Johns 

Housing Need 

Broadway has been over-developed over the past 2 

years – a lot of properties are being occupied for 

weekend stays, short-term rent, or holiday let, spoiling 

the community.  A clause should be implemented 

stipulating owners must reside in properties for a 

substantial amount of time. 

Comments are noted, however, the sale of market 

homes can not be restricted.  However, planning 

consent is required to change the use from a 

permanent residential property to a holiday let.  

1086 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Housing Need The standard methodology should be used. Noted. 

901 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Housing Need Blank entry Blank entry 

1096 

Mrs 

Katharine 
Housing Need 

No there is not. If there are too many new dwellings, 

then the aspects that make South Worcestershire 
Noted. 
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Harris attractive to live in will be eradicated by 

overdevelopment. This is already happening in areas 

around Worcester. Also any new housing should be 

near areas of employment. 

1094 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Housing Need Blank Response Blank Response 

1005 

Jim 

Waits 
Housing Need 

The policy target should be to designate sufficient land 

to enable developers to build, by the end of the 

planning period, all the housing units that would be 

required to fulfil the forecast needs of the estimated 

population. 

Noted. 

1332 

Mr 

Malcolm 

Pink 

Housing Need 

The South Worcestershire Councils should plan for 

more new dwellings than the standard methodology 

suggests, with particular focus on affordable housing 

across all type and tenure. 

Due to previous under supply, there are not enough 

new homes for sale creating an imbalance in demand 

over supply. 

Comments are noted. It is important to remember 

that plan reviews will be more frequent (every 5 

years) therefore allowing the flexibility to respond to 

under delivery and that there are other measures, 

including the Brownfield Land Register, Permission in 

Principle and extended permitted development 

rights which increase the likelihood of windfall 

delivery.  

1129 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Housing Need 
I think the standard methodology for calculating 

housing need should be followed. 
Noted. 

1139 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Housing Need 
The output of the standard methodology for calculating 

housing need should be used 
Noted. 
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1321 

Mr 

Ian 

Rodenhurst 

Housing Need 

The South Worcestershire Councils should plan for 

more new dwellings than the standard methodology 

suggests, with particular focus on affordable housing 

across all type and tenure. 

Due to previous under supply, there are not enough 

new homes for sale creating an imbalance in demand 

over supply. 

Comments are noted. It is important to remember 

that plan reviews will be more frequent (every 5 

years) therefore allowing the flexibility to respond to 

under delivery and that there are other measures, 

including the Brownfield Land Register, Permission in 

Principle and extended permitted development 

rights which increase the likelihood of windfall 

delivery.  

1258 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Housing Need 

No, I see no reason to plan for more housing. The 

amount already planned will have a substantial impact 

on already saturated infrastructure and on the natural 

environment. 

Noted. 

1735 

Mr 

Victor 

Vaughan 

Housing Need 

This response is pertinent to Abberley alone- 

The SWCs should not plan for more dwellings than the 

methodology suggests, and in fact the figure should be 

reduced. Local infrastructure, road network and other 

services are under pressure – the development of 

CFS0601 & CFS0603 would intensify this. 

Any development in Abberley should reflect historic 

boundaries and the resultant linear pattern typical of 

settlements which have evolved for generations 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy.  Government policy is 

also clear that the standard methodology calculation 

is the minimum requirement for new homes.  

1485 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Housing Need 
No, as some development already built has not been 

occupied as planned. 
Noted. 

1486 Miss Housing Need No, as some development already built has not been Noted. 
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H 

Skate 

occupied as planned. 

1540 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Housing Need Blank Response. Blank Response. 

1934 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Housing Need 

There is no case for exceeding the minimum growth 

requirement using standard methodology. The more 

important question is not how many but what? It is 

essential that the right sort of houses are provided. 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy.  Comments in relation to 

dwelling type are noted.  The Strategic Housing 

Market Assessment will provide details of the types 

of dwellings that are needed and this will inform 

policy. 

1644 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Housing Need 

South Worcestershire councils should not plan for new 

dwellings over and above the number provided by the 

standard methodology. This number should be seen as 

an absolute maximum. I have seen no evidence to 

support the need to exceed this number. The approved 

assessment methodology should be applied across the 

country, including in the SWDP, to ensure fairness. 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. 

1569 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Housing Need 

The housing requirement of 1,232 per annum calculated 

under the new standard methodology must be 

considered an absolute maximum.  There is no credible 

planning evidence to support a higher number and 

many of the scenarios produce a much lower housing 

requirement. 

Developers and their consultants must not be allowed 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. 
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to get away with proposing alternative assessment 

methods and attempt to prove higher numbers, as 

more development is in their interest. 

1634 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Housing Need 

The new standard methodology housing requirement of 

1,232 per annum must be the absolute maximum.  Most 

scenarios produce a lower number which should be 

considered as there is no credible planning evidence to 

support a higher number. 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. 

1704 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Housing Need 

The standard methodology calculation should be seen 

as the maximum for the area, not the minimum. There 

appears to be no credible basis for supporting a higher 

number though no doubt developers and their agents 

will seek to justify higher numbers through different 

assessment methods as it is in their commercial interest 

to do so. That is not a basis for adopting alternative 

methodologies and I submit it is in the public interest 

that the approved assessment methodology should be 

applied in South Worcestershire as it should for all local 

authorities in England to ensure consistency.  

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. 

2483 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Housing Need 

There is clearly a substantive requirement for more 

Sites as 24,640 dwellings are required for "Local 

Housing Need". Smaller settlements and outwith these 

can provide this shortfall in MHDC District.  

Comments are noted however the figure referred to 

is the Local- Housing need from 2021-2041, not the 

full housing need for the Plan period.  The 

completions from April 2016 onwards need to be 

taken off the need figure and also any outstanding 

allocations which are being carried forward.  It is 

acknowledged that there is still a need for further 

significant site allocations. 
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1853 Lioncourt Homes Housing Need 

The SWDPR should plan for more new dwellings than 

standard methodology suggests. The standard 

methodology for calculating local housing need, when 

using the 2016 based projections, which is less than 

when using the 2014 projections, creates a constant 

under supply - a position which is inconsistent with the 

aims of the recent planning reforms. 

It should also grasp opportunities where possible to 

support adjoining Districts where their planning 

constraints may not make it possible for them to meet 

their needs. 

Comments are noted.  The Local Housing need within 

the Issues and Options Paper is calculated using the 

2014 based populations projections (published 

September 2016), this is in accordance with the 

latest Government advice.  The SWCs will keep up-

to-date with changes to the standards methodology 

and underlying data and will recalculate the housing 

need as required up until preparation of the 

publication plan.   

The SWCs are proactively working with 

neighbouring  authorities under the Duty to 

Cooperate and no other LPA has asked the SWCs to 

meet any of its housing need. 

1892 

Mrs 

Teresa 

Nockton 

Housing Need 

Given the outputs and stark warnings from the climate 

conference that took place in 2018, and the recent 

COP24, the only housing development that should be 

considered to take place is sustainable development 

that clearly, honestly and ethically delivers against the 

Sustainable Development Goals.   

Comments are noted.  Building regulations continue 

to be tightened nationally to work towards zero 

carbon and the SWDP includes policies to ensure that 

development is of a high standard.  

1902 Kler Group Ltd Housing Need 

The Government places great weight on the standard 

methodology for calculating housing need. This should 

be the minimum that is to be planned for as part of the 

SWDPR. An increase in the housing figure should be 

considered, particularly in relation to duty to cooperate 

issues. 

We would question whether the net housing need 

figure which has been calculated at 13,998 is correct. 

Noted, however the SWXCs are working proactively 

with neighbouring authorities on the Duty to 

Cooperate and no other LPA has currently asked the 

SWCs to meet any of their need. 

The new methodology has been applied from 2021 

on the basis that this is when the current adopted 

plan is 5 years old and no longer considered to be 

up-to-date.  The current plan figure is factored in for 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 147



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

The standard methodology already applies, and indeed 

should have been applied from 2014. Introducing this 

from 2021 onwards results in a significant, seven year 

under provision of housing by applying the annual 

requirement within the SWDP when the standardised 

methodology should be applied. Thus, the SWDPR is not 

meeting full, objectively assessed housing need at 

13,998. 

the period between 2016 and 2021.  

2070 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Housing Need 

SWDP review should wholly accord with Paragraph 59 

of the NPPF and NPPG.  Notes that the Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire report provides evidence that the 

economic scenarios lead to a lower annual dwelling 

requirement than the standard methodology.  However 

this should be consistently reviewed throughout the 

plan making process.  The Government is in the process 

of reviewing the methodology and as such the figure is 

likely to increase and the housing need will need to be 

adjusted. 

Comments are noted.  The Local Housing need within 

the Issues and Options Paper is calculated using the 

2014 based populations projections (published 

September 2016), this is in accordance with the 

latest Government advice.  The SWCs will keep up-

to-date with changes to the standard methodology 

and underlying data and will recalculate the housing 

need as required up until preparation of the 

publication plan.   

2229 

Barratt 

Developments 

Ltd et al 

Housing Need 

RPS would wholeheartedly support the establishment of 

an updated housing requirement for inclusion in the 

emerging Plan. This would provide greater certainty 

with regards to future levels of growth than currently 

set out in the adopted Plan (Policy SWDP3), which 

establishes an approximate housing requirement, rather 

than a minimum figure. The adoption of minimum 

housing requirements would ensure that the overall 

needs of the area can be identified and planned for 

appropriately. Furthermore, the minimum housing 

requirement should then be considered separately to 

Comments are noted.  The Local Housing need within 

the Issues and Options Paper is calculated using the 

2014 based populations projections (published 

September 2016), this is in accordance with the 

latest Government advice.  The SWCs will keep up-

to-date with changes to the standard methodology 

and underlying data and will recalculate the housing 

need as required up until preparation of the 

publication plan.   

The SWCs are proactively working with 
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any housing requirement that relates to addressing the 

unmet needs from neighbouring authorities outside the 

area. 

neighbouring  authorities under the Duty to 

Cooperate and no other LPA has asked the SWCs to 

meet any of its housing need.  The exception to this 

is the provision of 500 new homes at Tewkesbury to 

meet the need identified through the Cheltenham, 

Tewkesbury and Gloucester Joint Core Strategy.  

2575 

Land 

Partnerships 

Developments 

Ltd 

Housing Need 

We support the use of the standard methodology for 

establishing the housing requirement. The approach 

outlined in the SWDP will, however, need to be kept 

under review and updated in accordance with any 

changes to the standard methodology set out in 

revisions to the NPPG. The government has indicated 

that such changes can be expected. 

In this regard, the overall housing figure should be 

sufficient to ensure that the affordable housing, and 

other housing needs of the SWDP area, can be met and 

can be supported through the delivery of market 

housing development. It must, therefore, be ensured 

that any alternative housing figure that arises from the 

application of the revised standard method is sufficient 

to meet these wider plan objectives 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.  

Comments in relation to dwelling type are 

noted.  The Strategic Housing Market Assessment 

will provide details of the types of dwellings that are 

needed and this will inform policy. 

2888 

Mrs 

Mary and 

Catherine 

Hughes and 

Jordan 

Housing Need 

The housing supply figure obtained through the 

standardised methodology should be seen as a 

minimum requirement inline with guidance set out 

within the NPPF; and that it should allow for flexibility in 

it’s approach and be able to adapt to rapid change. 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 
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Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

2954 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Housing Need 

I see no strong case for increasing the numbers of 

housing above what the approved methodology 

suggests to be needed, although I do think we need to 

find ways of having stronger control over the type, size 

and price of houses being provided (to meet local needs 

and a wider range). 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. 

Comments in relation to dwelling type are 

noted.  The Strategic Housing Market Assessment 

will provide details of the types of dwellings that are 

needed and this will inform policy. 

2984 

Keith 

Bridgewater 
Housing Need 

The additional housing requirement of 1,232 per annum 

should be seen as an absolute maximum output. The 

approved assessment methodology should be applied 

to this local authority to enable parity across the U.K. 

Noted, however, the SWDP can not set an upper 

limit on the number of new homes as this would be 

contrary to national policy. 

3148 

Mr 

William 

Davis 

Housing Need 

Housing requirement figures are required in order to 

facilitate the government objective of “boosting 

housing supply” (NPPF para. 59). This should include 

housing that cannot be met by neighbouring authorities 

and should be informed by a housing needs assessment 

using standard government methodology. A trajectory 

illustrating the expected rate of housing delivery over 

the plan period is also required (para. 73) based on a 

reasonable assessment of lead in times and delivery 

rates (para. 72). 

A flexible contingency (circa 20%) should be applied 

ensuring the requirement is recognised as a minimum, 

Noted.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standards methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication 

plan.   Consideration will be given to the need to over 

allocate as the numbers become clearer and the sites 

are fully assessed.  It is important to remember that 

plan reviews will be more frequent (every 5 years) 

therefore allowing the flexibility to respond to under 

delivery and that there are other measures, including 

the Brownfield Land Register, Permission in Principle 

and extended permitted development rights which 

increase the likelihood of windfall delivery. 
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being sufficiently flexible to respond to rapid change. 

3404 

Johnson 

Brothers 
Housing Need 

The standard methodology should be the minimum 

starting point for assessing the number of new homes 

to be provided in South Worcestershire over the Plan 

period, and that rigidly adhering to the minimum figure 

would provide no flexibility should political and 

economic factors change which may impact on housing 

needs during this timeframe. 

Planning for the minimum does not account for the 

objectives of the NPPF; does not make allowances for 

taking on unmet needs of neighbouring authorities; 

does not consider whether consistent over-supply 

represents an increase in housing need; and currently 

uses the 2014 household projection figures to establish 

a figure. 

There is therefore a clear case for the South 

Worcestershire Councils to plan for more new dwellings 

than the standard methodology utilised in the SWDPR 

suggests and the Plan should therefore be updated 

utilising the latest available data from the 2016-based 

household projections. 

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  

The Local Housing need within the Issues and 

Options Paper is calculated using the 2014 based 

populations projections (published September 2016), 

this is in accordance with the latest Government 

advice.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standard methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.   

3659 Summix Ltd Housing Need 

The SWC’s need to ensure the Plan strategy is positive 

and flexible as additional work on Urban Capacity; a 

more detailed Green Belt Review and additional 

assessment of the housing needs are all needed to 

Comments are noted.  This work is in the process of 

being completed.  

There is no formal request from any neighbouring 

authorities to consider taking a portion of their 
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make the Plan strategy robust. 

In addition, Summix Limited has previously stated that 

parts of the SWDP area are within the Birmingham 

Conurbation Housing Market Area and therefore a 

proportion of Birmingham’s unmet needs should be 

considered. 

growth at this stage.  

3748 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Housing Need 

The proposed housing requirement figure should be 

seen as a minimum for the plan period. Housing 

affordability is an issue in south Worcestershire with an 

annual shortfall of 391 units; equating t o a backlog of 

circa. 4852 units. Therefore, delivering the minimum is 

not sufficient for the South Worcestershire Councils. 

House prices have more than doubled during the period 

from 2002 – 2018 – increasing the number of required 

dwellings would not reduce house prices but may go 

someway in stabilising the market. 

Employment land take up in south Worcestershire is 

persistently low – setting a future employment 

requirement should account for past take-up rates. 

Comments are noted.  The calculation uses the 

Government's standard methodology for calculating 

housing need as set out in the National Planning 

Practice Guidance.  Government policy is clear that 

this should be seen as a minimum figure however, 

the Strategic Housing Market Assessment and 

Housing Need in South Worcestershire reports do 

not suggest that there is a need to go over and above 

the standard methodology as a result of economic 

growth aspirations, these reports have been 

prepared in conjunction with the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

3762 

Pak Mecca 

Meats Ltd 
Housing Need 

Notes that the NPPF and NPPG set out the standard 

methodology for calculating housing need and that this 

should be seen as a minimum figure.  Notes that the 

Government  aspire to deliver 300,000 homes a year 

and that the October 2018 Government consultation re 

Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need to go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 
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iterates this. 

Notes that the 2016 based household projections 

present an overall downward trend and that the 

Government are addressing this through changes to the 

methodology.  

Notes that the Housing Need in South Worcestershire 

report considers a number of growth scenarios and that 

they each result in a lower output than the standard 

methodology.  However, Marrons suggest that the 

SWCs should investigate this data further and 

undertake further assessment.  The government are 

clear that the standard methodology represents a 

minimum figure, the SW figure has not been tested 

against any  high or ambitious employment growth 

scenarios and that this is necessary to deliver the 

objectives of the Plan.  

Marrons planning is undertaking further assessment of 

the housing need and reserves the right to comment 

further at later stages of the Plan. 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes to the 

standards methodology and underlying data and will 

recalculate the housing need as required up until 

preparation of the publication plan.  

3910 

Mr and Mrs 

Croxton 
Housing Need 

The housing need identified should be treated as a 

minimum number of homes needed strategic policies 

should be informed by a local housing need assessment, 

conducted using the standard methodology – unless 

exceptional circumstances justify an alternative 

approach.  

Comments are noted.  Consideration will be given to 

the need to over allocate as the numbers become 

clearer and the sites are fully assessed.  It is 

important to remember that plan reviews will be 

more frequent (every 5 years) therefore allowing the 

flexibility to respond to under delivery and that there 

are other measures, including the Brownfield Land 
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The Inspector's Report into the SWDP acknowledged 

that Malvern Hills would have limited capacity to meet 

its own housing needs and therefore the Wider 

Worcester Sub-Area and Wychavon areas were 

apportioned some of Malvern Hills’ housing 

requirement. Nevertheless, whilst Malvern Hills has 

delivered in excess of its SWDP target in 2014 – 2017, 

this has been in the context that the SWDP was adopted 

in 2016 i.e. a period before the Local Plan was adopted 

when there was a housing land under-supply followed 

by a post-adoption period whereby allocations have 

come forward at a reasonable pace to have resulted in 

the Council continuing to maintain a five year housing 

land supply. However, going forward the authorities 

should be realistic about what is deliverable and should 

take this review of the plan as an opportunity to 

scrutinise those sites which are yet to come forward. 

The 

SWDPR’s housing need and planned housing 

trajectories should be realistic, accounting for and 

responding to lapse rates, lead-in times and sensible 

build rates. To ensure that there is no shortfall over the 

plan period, the approach of allocating more sites 

rather than less should be taken. As the Issues and 

Options document identifies a thorough assessment of 

the deliverability of all of the remaining SWDP 

allocations is needed – the NPPF 2018 puts greater 

emphasis on the "deliverability" of sites. Where sites 

are no longer considered to be deliverable, alternative 

Register, Permission in Principle and extended 

permitted development rights which increase the 

likelihood of windfall delivery.  
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land, such as Land at Terrills Lane, will need to be 

allocated to meet the housing requirements.  

3887 

Society of 

Merchant 

Venturers 

Housing Need 

Local planning authorities should positively seek 

opportunities to meet the development needs of their 

area (para. 11, the NPPF). As such, it is essential that the 

SWDPR establishes the appropriate level of need to be 

delivered within the area. 

The standardised method for assessing housing need is 

the minimum starting point. In addition, the assessment 

of housing need also needs to consider employment 

growth, and balancing homes and jobs. This is critical 

for SWDPR given the objectives to positively plan for 

significant economic growth and to maximise the 

opportunities for affordable housing. The review 

process will need to ensure opportunities are taken to 

fully assess and identify realistic and viable growth 

options to deliver these key objectives. 

Comments are noted and the evidence base reports, 

specifically the Strategic Housing Market 

Assessment, Housing Need in South Worcestershire, 

and the Economic Development Needs Assessment 

consider these factors.  

4209 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Housing Need 

Notes that the SWDP Review Issues and Options sets 

out indicative housing numbers which are subject to 

further testing throughout the plan making process and 

that SHMA part 1 suggests there is no evidence to go 

over and above the standard methodology.  

Refers to the NPPG and NPPF and the guidance that sets 

out on the standard methodology.  Taking this into 

account it suggests that the standard methodology 

Comments are noted, however, the Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment and Housing Need in 

South Worcestershire reports do not suggest that 

there is a need to go over and above the standard 

methodology as a result of economic growth 

aspirations, these reports have been prepared in 

conjunction with the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

The Local Housing need within the Issues and 

Options Paper is calculated using the 2014 based 
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should be a minimum housing number. 

Refers to the 2016 population projections and the fact 

that the number increases by 9 dwellings per annum for 

SW when based on this data set, equating to 180 

dwellings over the plan period. Therefore it is necessary 

to plan for a higher number of dwellings.  Acknowledges 

the recent Government consultation on the 

methodology and the need for the SWCs to take into 

account the implications of this. 

populations projections (published September 2016), 

this is in accordance with the latest Government 

advice.  The SWCs will keep up-to-date with changes 

to the standard methodology and underlying data 

and will recalculate the housing need as required up 

until preparation of the publication plan.   

702 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

The proposals for proportionally more employment 

land seems to be based on the fact that more land in 

Wychavon is available for development.  We believe 

that employment land should be more evenly 

distributed between the three Council areas in order to 

provide jobs closer to the working population. In 

particular more employment land should be provided 

within Worcester City. With the decline in retail there is 

an opportunity for more diversity of employment 

provision within the city for other service industries. 

Noted it is unlikely however that all the Worcester 

need for additional employment land can be 

accommodated within the city boundary. 

540 

Robert Hitchins 

Ltd 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

In practice it would be difficult to balance employment 

land supply across the three districts; accessibility to the 

M5 corridor remains an important locational factor for 

employment generating uses hence the high demand in 

Wychavon. Allocating land for employment in less 

accessible locations (ie to the west of Worcester) will 

not necessarily mean it will deliver economic growth. 

Looking forward to 2041 it is clear that further 

Noted but a balance is what planning aims for so that 

economic opportunity is maximised across South 

Worcestershire and not just in the most accessible 

locations. 
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substantial employment allocations will be needed east 

of Worcester readily accessible from the M5. With that 

in mind land south east of Worcester (to the south east 

of Junction 7 of the M5) is well placed, both in terms of 

its limited environmental constraints and its 

accessibility to Worcester, the motorway and the 

proposed new Worcestershire Parkway Station. 

With that in mind we have submitted alongside the 

representations details of of land off Woodbury Lane, 

Norton that could come forward either alone or in 

combination with adjacent land for employment/mixed 

use development. 

See also our response to Option 5. 

630 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Pebworth Parish Council supports the balance of 

employment land supply being located near to major 

transport links, i.e. motorways and A roads. 

Noted but it isn't clear whether this comment 

supports or opposes a more even distribution of 

employment land across the three South 

Worcestershire districts. 

767 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

The Parish Council does not agree to the even 

distribution of employment land between the three 

authorities. 

We site as evidence, the loss within approved sites of 

employment land, in MHDC and Worcester, to housing 

due to lack of commercial take up. This has been 

primarily due to restricted road access for the free 

Noted, but the option is to seek to distribute 

development more evenly not allocate the same 

amount to each district and the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment suggests more 

employment land is required in all parts of South 

Worcestershire. 
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movement of goods and staff. 

We further note the deficit in employment land for 

Wychavon. Both the deficit and the ease of access may 

be resolved by locating significant employment land 

close to Worcester Parkway to benefit employee access 

and to the M5 motorway for goods access. (see 

Appendix A) 

2587 Historic England 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

1. In accordance with NPPF para 185 and NPPG …. 

the SWDP should contain a positive strategy 

and commitments to positive measures for the 

historic environment. 

2. A positive strategy should include recognition 

throughout the plan of the importance of the 

historic environment. 

3. How might the plan conserve and enhance the 

quality of the historic environment in order to 

encourage tourism, help create successful 

places for businesses to locate and attract 

inward investment? What opportunities are 

there for heritage-led regeneration? 

1. Agree this will be included in revised SWDP 

policies 6 and 24 which will address Historic 

England’s advice provided in the response to 

the Issues & Options consultation. 

2. Disagree local plans are expected to state 

planning policy once and it is not necessary 

to repeat generic development management 

policies in policies dealing with other 

matters. Any attempt to repeat policy in 

more than one place in a plan is very likely to 

be reversed at the Examination in Public and 

this was the case when the current South 

Worcestershire Development Plan was 

examined in 2015. 

3. These questions will inform the preferred 

options for the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review. 

3046 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

As there is insufficient information available to make an 

objective opinion, we would like to see it evenly 

distributed across the three districts. 

Noted 
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Land 

2509 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

New employment should be located in sustainable 

locations where appropriate infrastructure can be 

provided so that it does not have a harmful impact on 

the capacity of existing networks and services and is 

accessible to existing and future communities. 

Agree 

2264 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Development land should be made available in the 

Wychavon area to meet the expected demand in that 

area rather than trying to shift the demand to Malvern. 

Development should take place close to current large 

areas of population, i.e. Evesham and Pershore, to avoid 

travelling across the county. 

Such development could include the area around the 

new Worcester Parkway station, an area with good 

access to M5 and other strategic routes. (See also 

Option1). 

Agree but it isn't clear what the actual demand is in 

geographies smaller than South Worcestershire as a 

whole. Demand may be influenced by a wide range 

of macro and local factors which do not support a 

well planned approach to development and which 

the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

should seek to improve on. 

2347 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We do not have much information on employment land 

but are surprised that the requirement in Wychavon is 

calculated to be so much higher than in Worcester City 

or Malvern Hills. This being the case we would argue 

that employment land should be more evenly 

distributed across the three districts but do not have 

precise proposals where the additional locations in 

Worcester City or Malvern Hills should be found. 

Noted 

3176 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Demand for employment land should be based on 

proximity to existing transport links (rail and main road 

Noted the SWDP Review must plan for the 

objectively assessed need for additional employment 
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Employment 

Land 

networks) and access to workforce. 

Strategic employment allocations should be located to 

the east of Worcester where there are clear links to the 

motorway network and a large population. 

Non-strategic allocations should be dispersed and 

concentrated around existing employment sites and 

public transport interchanges. 

Rural employment is equally important for those in such 

industries so there must be sufficient flexibility and 

policy support to allow existing rural businesses to grow 

and thrive and new rural enterprises to establish 

themselves. I do not believe existing polices are 

sufficiently flexible. 

The redevelopment of failing, underused, derelict 

employment sites should not be seen as a bad thing as 

these sites can often lay empty for long periods of time. 

The requirement for a 12 month marketing exercise is 

an unnecessary burden and should be deleted. 

The South Worcestershire Councils should consider 

holding a register of empty business premises similar to 

the one held for empty homes. 

land in full. The assessment of demand cannot be 

constrained to demand based on proximity to 

networks or workforce. The best strategy to meet 

objectively assessed needs can favour the most 

accessible sites. 

2916 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Agree additional employment land needs to be 

allocated in South Worcs area not only to meet the 

demand for new economic development but also to 

Noted 
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Land replace existing land in economic use which would be 

lost to alternative uses. We consider the latter process 

is inevitable given the need to re-use previously 

development sites for more appropriate forms of 

development and that, in so doing, a more appropriate 

use of such sites will be for alternative forms of 

development to economic development. Some older 

employment sites are not appropriate for Class B 

development or similar uses and should be 

appropriately redeveloped. This point is accepted in 

EDNA and Table 8 allocations. 

We consider that the balance should remain in favour of 

provision in Wychavon because it is better related to 

highway network, Worcester is heavily constrained by 

it’s boundary and non-class B uses are more needed. 

Malvern Hills could provide some additional 

employment land but is detached from highway 

network and as such will be unattractive to major 

employers. 

1074 

Lindridge Parish 

Council 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Yes.  We believe the SWDP should do more to promote 

the reuse of redundant industrial/commercial sites in 

small rural locations, for example Eardiston. 

Noted 

1164 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Ideally, yes but with the challenge of Worcester City 

conurbation, AONB and floodplain limitations, this is 

not going to be feasible. An excellent opportunity exists 

to develop employment and residential around the new 

Worcester Parkway Rail Station. 

Noted and agree any site allocations will have to be 

appropriate to their location. 
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999 Merton College 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Paragraph 8.8 highlights the employment land deficit of 

162.9ha up to 2041, most of which is attributed to 

demand in Wychavon district. In the context of the 

stage 1 of the EDNA, our client agrees that it is 

appropriate for this deficit to be distributed more 

evenly, which would address the apparent imbalance of 

supply in the Worcester and Malvern Hills districts. Our 

client’s land, located west of Worcestershire Parkway 

Station and north of Norton, provides an excellent and 

unique opportunity to make provision for some 

employment land. The site is within the Wychavon 

district but has a geographic and functional relationship 

with Worcester City, including its close proximity to the 

A4440. Provision of employment land at our client’s site 

could contribute towards meeting the deficit within the 

Wychavon district whilst also making a functional 

contribution towards Worcester’s supply. 

Noted 

1790 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Although the table at paragraph 8.7 indicates a surplus 

of employment land in Malvern Hills when assessed 

against the demand during the plan period, this is not 

considered the case in Malvern Town. There is a clear 

evidenced need for additional employment land in the 

Town and as such all existing employment land and 

allocations should be protected from non-employment 

generating uses. This is the objective of policies ME1 

and ME4 within the Submission Version Malvern 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

The balance of employment land should be in line with 

Noted however the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review must plan for the 

objectively assessed need for additional employment 

land and do this in the most sustainable way. The 

essential infrastructure required to support the 

preferred options will be set out in an Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan. 
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growth in housing which should reflect environmental, 

infrastructure and transport capacities within each of 

the three authorities’ various settlements. 

It would be good to see a better distribution of 

employment growth, but the limitations of current 

infrastructure make additional employment growth 

difficult in some areas, and this should be addressed. 

2011 

Upton-upon-

Severn Civic 

Society 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

No. Noted. 

2139 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should 

be reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the 

supply to respond to the clear levels of demand. We do 

not consider that the employment land supply can be 

distributed more evenly. 

Noted and agree it will not be possible to allocate 

additional sites within Worcester but it will be 

necessary to allocate sites to meet Worcester 

need/demand as close as possible to the city 

boundary. 

2169 IM Land 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Findings from Stage 1 EDNA suggests there is a deficit of 

employment land of approximately 162.9ha up to 2041, 

particularly within Wychavon, however there is also a 

deficit within Worcester and Malvern Hills. The EDNA 

has redistributed the demand across the area 

to ‘reduce the burden on Wychavon and reflect the 

Agree any preferred site allocations will need to 

demonstrate deliverability and be an appropriate 

scale for the location. 
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suppressed take-up in Malvern Hills and Worcester 

City’. We consider that this should be investigated 

further to ensure that the redistribution will reflect 

what the market in the area requires. The locations 

should also take into account infrastructure and 

accessibility to transport provision. 

The same point relating to the deliverability and 

ensuring existing sites still fall within the definition is 

also important and SWDP should consider this when 

assessing their employment land supply figures going 

forwards. 

Finally, SWDP should consider Paragraph 82 of the 

Revised NPPF which sets out that planning policies 

should recognise and address the specific locational 

requirements of different sectors. This includes making 

provision for clusters or networks of knowledge and 

data-drive, creative or high technology industries; and 

for storage and distribution operations at a variety of 

scales and in suitably accessible locations. 

2196 IM Land 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Findings from Stage 1 EDNA suggests there is a deficit of 

employment land of approximately 162.9ha up to 2041, 

particularly within Wychavon, however there is also a 

deficit within Worcester and Malvern Hills. The EDNA 

has redistributed the demand across the area 

to ‘reduce the burden on Wychavon and reflect the 

suppressed take-up in Malvern Hills and Worcester 

Agree any preferred site allocations will need to 

demonstrate deliverability and be an appropriate 

scale for the location. 
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City’. We consider that this should be investigated 

further to ensure that the redistribution will reflect 

what the market in the area requires. The locations 

should also take into account infrastructure and 

accessibility to transport provision. 

The same point relating to the deliverability and 

ensuring existing sites still fall within the definition is 

also important and SWDP should consider this when 

assessing their employment land supply figures going 

forwards. 

Finally, SWDP should consider Paragraph 82 of the 

Revised NPPF which sets out that planning policies 

should recognise and address the specific locational 

requirements of different sectors. This includes making 

provision for clusters or networks of knowledge and 

data-drive, creative or high technology industries; and 

for storage and distribution operations at a variety of 

scales and in suitably accessible locations. 

2466 

Stoford 

Development Ltd 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Paragraph 8.5 of the Consultation document states that 

having reviewed the current status of the employment 

land allocation in the adopted SWDP (of which one is 

Worcester Six), that there is a developable area of 

125.4ha of employment land available across south 

Worcestershire. The deficit of land versus demand for 

the period 2018-241 is 162.9 ha across south 

Worcestershire. 

Agree but the current phase of development at 

Worcester Business Park is not an allocation in the 

SWDP but was brought forward as windfall 

development via a planning application. Once a site 

has planning approval the role of a local plan in 

enabling development is very significantly reduced. 
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With Worcester Six being one of the sites assessed, and 

at 35ha, it represents more than half of the 67.5ha 

supply within Wychavon District that is listed within the 

table at 8.7 of the Consultation Document.  It is 

imperative that the continued delivery of Worcester Six 

is actively encouraged and facilitated by the emerging 

SWDP and contains policies that enable this. 

2646 Broadway Trust 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

No. Relationship to transport links and general 

accessibility is more important. 

Noted, the plan however must meet the objectively 

based need for additional employment land and 

need cannot be constrained only to the most 

accessible locations. 

2810 Jessup Ltd 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should 

be reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the 

supply to respond to the clear levels of demand. We do 

not consider that the employment land supply can be 

distributed more evenly. 

Noted however until all sites submitted have been 

assessed it will not be clear what supply exists to 

match the need identified in the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment and what scope 

there might be for re-distributing need between the 

South Worcestershire Districts. 

2842 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should 

be reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the 

supply to respond to the clear levels of demand. We do 

not consider that the employment land supply can be 

Noted however until all sites submitted have been 

assessed it will not be clear what supply exists to 

match the need identified in the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment and what scope 

there might be for re-distributing need between the 

South Worcestershire Districts. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 166



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

distributed more evenly. 

2872 

Trustees Of The 

Spetchley Estate 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Response seeks allocation of Worcester Business Park in 

the SWDP Review. Such a site allocation should support 

B8 uses in this location. 

Noted but it isn't clear whether this comment 

supports or opposes a more even distribution of 

employment land across the three South 

Worcestershire districts. The matters raised will be 

addressed if these sites are proposed site allocations 

at the preferred options stage of the plan review. 

3818 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should 

be reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the 

supply to respond to the clear levels of demand. We do 

not consider that the employment land supply can be 

distributed more evenly. 

Noted, and agree the options for allocating 

additional employment land within Worcester are 

limited. The most sustainable location to meet 

Worcester’s needs however will be as close to the 

City boundary as possible. 

3141 

University of 

Worcester 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

The balance of employment land supply should reflect 

the need for a balanced and varied portfolio of existing 

and new allocations and should ensure that those are 

located where they will best meet market requirements 

and aspirations, whilst meeting sustainable 

development objectives. 

 The EDNA has canvassed the views of occupiers and 

developers, and has reached conclusions on the merits 

of existing allocations based upon stakeholder views 

and the judgement of the BE Group. The EDNA is to be 

updated and completed in due course. At that stage we 

Noted but it isn't clear whether this comment 

supports or opposes a more even distribution of 

employment land across the three South 

Worcestershire districts. 
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assume that it will provide clear recommendations, 

supported by the outcome of the SHELAA process, in 

relation to those allocations that may be better placed 

to be allocated in the Preferred Option SWDPR so as 

accommodate housing or other development needs, 

having regard to the absolute/relative attractiveness of 

sites to the B-Class market, and based on the particular 

circumstances of each site. 

Whilst paragraph 22 of the NPPF 2012 was not carried 

forward into the NPPF 2018, it remains the case that it 

serves no useful or practical planning purpose to 

continue to allocate land for employment uses when 

there is demonstrably no realistic prospect of it being 

developed for the uses which it is supposed to attract. It 

is important that decisions not to take forward 

allocations for continued employment use are based on 

robust evidence, rather than purely on landowner 

preference. This is the case in respect of the land at 

Bromyard Road, and is the clear conclusion of the GVA 

Report submitted in support of application P/18/D0175, 

and is also the sentiment of the Stage 1 EDNA. 

3323 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We agree that additional employment land needs to be 

allocated in the South Worcestershire area not only to 

meet the demand for new economic development but 

also to replace existing land in economic use which 

would be lost to alternative uses including residential 

use and other forms of non-employment development. 

We consider that this latter process is inevitable given 

Noted but it isn't clear whether this comment 

supports or opposes a more even distribution of 

employment land across the three South 

Worcestershire districts. 
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the need to re-use previously developed commercial 

and other non-Class B uses sites for more appropriate 

forms of development including housing. 

4146 

Richborough 

Estates 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should 

be reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the 

supply to respond to the clear levels of demand. We do 

not consider that the employment land supply can be 

distributed more evenly. 

Noted, and agree the options for allocating 

additional employment land within Worcester are 

limited. The most sustainable location to meet 

Worcester’s need however will be as close to the City 

boundary as possible. 

3490 

St Modwen 

Developments 

Ltd 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

The distribution of employment space across the three 

South Worcestershire districts should not be rebalanced 

for its own sake. There are sound reasons why the 

distribution appears uneven, arising for example from 

high occupier demand in Wychavon, and spatial 

constraints around land availability in Worcester.  Any 

redistribution might therefore be quite limited, but it 

could sensibly reduce the allocation in Wychavon and 

increase it in Malvern Hills where supply is limited but 

land is plentiful.  A redistribution to Worcester would be 

harder to justify. 

It is also important that an analysis of the relationship 

between available supply and demand (and then the 

translation of this into policy and allocations) is 

cognisant of the probability of that supply coming 

forward, and excludes sites where in reality 

Noted, and agree any redistribution of needs from 

one district to the other districts of South 

Worcestershire will need to be based on the 

suitability of available sites. 
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employment development is unlikely. It appears that 

Stage 1 of the EDNA seeks to follow such an approach, 

and this should be reflected in the later stages of this 

analysis 

3516 Maximus 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We consider that the SWDP should not perpetuate 

recent trends but should seek to address the lack of 

supply in Worcester by making more employment land 

available. Worcester is a very sustainable option to 

accommodate growth given its excellent road and 

public transport connectivity, established employment 

location and business community and large working age 

population. By accommodating more growth in, and at 

the edge of Worcester, the SWDP would release 

pressure on finding a suitable number and size of 

sustainable sites in Wychavon. 

Noted 

3589 

North Oak 

Homes 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should 

be reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the 

supply to respond to the clear levels of demand. We do 

not consider that the employment land supply can be 

distributed more evenly. 

Noted, and agree the options for allocating 

additional employment land within Worcester are 

limited. The most sustainable location to meet 

Worcester’s need however will be as close to the City 

boundary as possible. 

3997 Madresfield 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We agree that additional employment land needs to be 

allocated in the South Worcestershire area not only to 

meet the demand for new economic development but 

also to replace existing land in economic use which 

Noted 
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would be lost to alternative uses including residential 

use and other forms of non-employment development. 

We consider that this latter process is inevitable given 

the need to re-use previously developed sites for more 

appropriate forms of development than economic 

development.  This is because some older sites are no 

longer appropriate for Class B development, or similar 

uses, and should be appropriately redeveloped for non-

Class B development. 

Turning to the issue regarding the distribution of 

employment land across the three South 

Worcestershire Districts we consider that some 

additional employment land in Malvern should be 

provided, in order to meet local needs. 

4024 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should 

be reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the 

supply to respond to the clear levels of demand. We do 

not consider that the employment land supply can be 

distributed more evenly. 

Noted, and agree additional site allocations within 

Worcester are very limited but it will be necessary to 

make allocations to meet Worcester need/demand 

as close to the City boundary as possible. 

4070 Newland Homes 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

Noted, and agree the options for allocating 

additional employment land within Worcester are 

limited. The most sustainable location to meet 

Worcester’s need however will be as close to the City 

boundary as possible. 
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An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should 

be reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the 

supply to respond to the clear levels of demand. We do 

not consider that the employment land supply can be 

distributed more evenly. 

4329 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Yes because of the infrastructure lag which causes 

congestion for a long period reducing quality of life. 

If yes, which areas, or locations, do you think could 

accommodate additional employment growth. 

• Rural small business maximising the use of 

redundant buildings 

• Diversified farm operations 

• Business in rural areas providing HGV transport 

was not an issue, development was landscape 

led – right business, in right setting and lighting 

arrangements protect dark skies. 

Noted, once business premises are approved 

however it is not possible to control how future 

occupiers might use them or control the number of 

HGV movements. 

4507 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Bloor Homes consider that the balance of employment 

supply should be more evenly spread across the 3 

districts. There is a similar situation with future housing 

growth which cannot all be accommodated in 

Worcester. Bloor Homes consider that it is appropriate 

to allocate the balance of employment supply in close 

proximity to future housing growth areas such as the 

West Worcester expansion area where there is also 

capacity in the transport infrastructure. 

Noted 
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4440 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

No comment generally. Homes and jobs should 

generally be balanced to limit commuting, but the 

expansion of the boundaries of Worcester beyond the 

city boundary means that allocations by district are not 

necessarily appropriate.  

Noted and agree. 

4443 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

No comment generally. Homes and jobs should 

generally be balanced to limit commuting, but the 

expansion of the boundaries of Worcester beyond the 

city boundary means that allocations by district are not 

necessarily appropriate.  

Noted. 

     

34 Prosser 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Employment land supply should be evenly distributed 

providing this does not compromise each District. 
Noted 

92 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

The balance of employment land supply should be more 

evenly distributed across the three south 

Worcestershire Districts to reduce the need for 

commuting (and the resulting congestion/pollution) and 

create more economically, socially and environmentally 

sustainable local communities.  

Noted 

156 

Mr 

Chris 

Williams 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

No. Distribution of employment land should be 

distributed evenly and outside the urban areas with the 

greatest allocation to Wychavon as demonstrated. 

Additional employment land within Worcester 

disproportionately affects traffic/transport congestion. 

Noted, but the option is to seek to distribute 

development more evenly not allocate the same 

amount to each district. It is also likely that any 

allocations to meet Worcester's needs will need to 

be made beyond the city boundary and in Malvern 

Hills or Wychavon Districts. 
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287 

Linda and John 

Pugh 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

There should be no even distribution of land allocation 

across the county but we need to look at needs relative 

to work places. It may even be a more equitable plan to 

suggest other authorities would provide a much greener 

provision of housing due to shorter journey times. We 

should not be planning along the lines of Birmingham 

over spill as happened with Tamworth and Chelmsley 

Wood! 

Noted, but the option is to seek to distribute 

development more evenly not allocate the same 

amount to each district. The South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review is planning for the needs 

of South Worcestershire and there is no requirement 

identified at present to meet needs arising in other 

Local Authority areas. 

333 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Employment and Green Space should be mixed with 

eco-friendly industry. 
Noted 

357 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

No I do not believe it should be spread more evenly. 

More employment land should be provided where it is 

needed most which is in North Wychavon and North 

Worcester. 

Noted, the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment however suggests more employment 

land is required in all parts of South Worcestershire. 

1451 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

No.  Employment land cannot be evenly distributed due 

to the fluvial landscape and bridge access.  It should be 

concentrated east of the river providing better access to 

the national transport network, motorways and rail 

stations. 

Noted, but the option is to seek to distribute 

development more evenly not allocate the same 

amount to each district. Concentrating development 

in one part of SW will increase traffic and require 

more investment in new infrastructure than other 

options. 

410 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

The supply of employment land must be balanced with 

transport links and local need. No point in re-

distributing if it means people just have to travel further 

to get to work. 

Noted and one reason for suggesting a more even 

distribution of new employment land is to achieve a 

better balance between the location of new homes 

and the location of employment opportunities. 

452 Ms Supply vs Blank entry Blank entry 
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Sarah 

Rouse 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

477 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

West of Worcester city in category 1 villages 

employment sites and opportunities are low, based 

mostly on small scale self employed businesses, or 

business parks. Limited bus services and poorer road 

transport networks seriously limit employment growth, 

therefore land supply for employment should be 

centred on particular areas of the SWDP region and not 

dispersed. 

Agree that the scale of employment allocations 

needs to be appropriate to the location but a wide 

distribution of employment opportunities at least 

gives residents the opportunity to live a work locally. 

2418 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Because of logistics large scale employment land needs 

generally to be to the east of the Severn. 

Noted, some employment activities have very 

specific locational requirements and the South 

Worcestershire Development Plan Review will seek 

to match site allocations to the full range of factors 

that influence where business want to be located. 

1178 

Daniel 

Harding 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Unsurprisingly Worcester has the lowest available 

supply given the reduction in green space recently. 

The land demand should therefore be transferred to 

Malvern Hills. 

Noted but any redistribution of needs from one 

district to the other districts of South Worcestershire 

will need to be based on the suitability of available 

sites. 

1621 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Blank Response Blank Response 

1018 

Dr 

Graeme 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

The supply of employment land should be matched to 

demand as this is the most sustainable strategy with a 

Agree but it isn't clear what the actual demand is in 

geographies smaller than South Worcestershire as a 
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Crisp Employment 

Land 

minimum need for commuting to work. whole. Demand may be influenced by a wide range 

of macro and local factors which do not support a 

well planned approach to development and which 

the SWDP Review should seek to improve on. 

902 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Blank entry Blank entry 

1097 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Supply of employment land should be matched to 

demand as this is the most sustainable approach, to 

minimise the need for commuting to work. 

Agree but it isn't clear what the actual demand is in 

geographies smaller than South Worcestershire as a 

whole. Demand may be influenced by a wide range 

of macro and local factors which do not support a 

well planned approach to development and which 

the SWDP Review should seek to improve on. 

1095 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Blank Response Blank Response 

1130 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

I think the balance of employment land supply should 

be more evenly distributed across the three south 

Worcestershire districts. 

Noted 

1140 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

The balance of employment land should be more evenly 

distributed so that it is more rebalanced with Worcester 

City and Malvern Hills districts providing for some of 

Wychavon's demand 

Noted 
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1280 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

I think that the supply of employment land should be 

more evenly distributed throughout South 

Worcestershire. This is because the demand in 

Wychavon is too high to cope with. Worcester could 

take more as it is built up and likely to have more brown 

field sites available. Malvern could take some without 

detriment. 

Noted however the availability of sites in Worcester 

is at present very low. 

1412 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Supply of employment land ought to be matched to 

demand as this is the most sustainable strategy with the 

minimum need for commuting to work. 

Agree but it isn't clear what the actual demand is in 

geographies smaller than South Worcestershire as a 

whole. Demand may be influenced by a wide range 

of macro and local factors which do not support a 

well planned approach to development and which 

the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

should seek to improve on. 

1541 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Blank Response Blank Response 

3585 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Support for a more even distribution of employment 

land as there is a shortage of smaller start-up units 

throughout Malvern Hills district and particularly in 

areas close to Worcester city. Trying to find a small, 

secure, industrial unit in the Kemspey Ward of Malvern 

Hill is virtually impossible. The nearest available units 

are at Hanley Swan. A better distribution of 

employment will also save on travel about the 

districts/towns etc.... 

Noted and agree. 
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2484 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

It should be distributed across the three SW Districts. Noted 

2041 

Mrs 

Margaret 

Davis 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

There appear to be more options for development in 

Malvern Hills than are needed. It is therefore more 

important to favour developments where the current 

infrastructure is sufficient to support the needs of the 

new development. 

Noted, the evidence contained in the EDNA however 

suggest that the options for development in Malvern 

Hills have been very constrained in the past 10 years. 

2071 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Blank response Blank response 

2255 

Kenneth Gordon 

Kingston 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Previous employment policies (Econ 10) allocated 

Throckmorton Airfield for high tech / light industrial 

use. This is still the most appropriate use, particularly as 

existing businesses are important for National Defence 

and believes a similar policy should be included in the 

revised SWDP. The open airfield land should be 

considered for a Solar Farm.  Initial assessments 

indicate this could be capable of generating 25 MW of 

electricity. 

No further expansion of B8 uses should be allowed on 

the airfield unless and until a new link is provided to the 

A44 Wyre Piddle bypass. 

Noted the suitability of submitted sites at 

Throckmorton Airfield for allocation is part of the 

Strategic Housing & Employment Land Availability 

Assessment evidence base. 

2955 Mr Supply vs Yes there needs to be a close balance between Noted. 
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John 

Raine 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

employment land provision and housing development 

to minimise transport/travel implications. 

3406 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

This re-distribution approach is not supported. 

Employment land should be provided in the area within 

which demand arises, in order to promote sustainable 

growth and restrict the need to commute long 

distances. It is considered that the identified 

distribution strategy is not reflective of demand and is, 

instead, a manipulation of the evidence contained 

within the EDNA. 

Noted, however there is little evidence of property 

markets operating at a smaller scale than the whole 

SW area and some evidence of business re-locating 

from Malvern Hills and Worcester to find suitable 

premises. 

3407 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

With regard to the above it is considered that the 

overall development strategy should be based on a 

spatial distribution of housing growth which 

encompasses a mixture of the above options; namely a 

continuation of the adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy of locating new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. 

 This spatial strategy would be in line with Government 

advice contained with the NPPF that significant 

development should be focused on locations which are 

or can be made sustainable, through limiting the need 

to travel and offering a genuine choice of transport 

modes and the potential for improvements to existing 

public transport infrastructure. 

Duplicate Response 

3411 Johnson Supply vs With regard to the above it is considered that the Noted and agree preferred site allocations should be 
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Brothers Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

overall development strategy should be based on a 

spatial distribution of housing growth which 

encompasses a mixture of the above options; namely a 

continuation of the adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy of locating new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. 

This spatial strategy would be in line with Government 

advice contained with the NPPF that significant 

development should be focused on locations which are 

or can be made sustainable, through limiting the need 

to travel and offering a genuine choice of transport 

modes and the potential for improvements to existing 

public transport infrastructure. 

the ones that are in the most sustainable locations. 

3660 Summix Ltd 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

Summix Limited has no particular position on this 

question but acknowledges that the interrelationship 

between housing and jobs is a key factor in delivering 

sustainable development. The broad direction of 

growth they are promoting at Worcester Parkway and 

the modest urban extension at Claines particularly are 

well located to existing employment sites. The new 

settlement option will include appropriate employment 

provision as outlined in Section 3. 

Noted 

3888 

Society of 

Merchant 

Venturers 

Supply vs 

Demand for 

Employment 

Land 

The employment land should be distributed to the most 

sustainable locations across the wider area that are 

capable of addressing the requirements of all the South 

Worcestershire Districts. 

Noted but it isn't clear whether this comment 

supports or opposes a more even distribution of 

employment land across the three South 

Worcestershire districts assuming there is more than 

enough sustainably located land available. 
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703 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Railway stations are an important for further 

development and more should be created and/or re-

opened.  

Option c will be an important opportunity and must be 

implemented. 

Option d is already failing due to the inadequacy of local 

transport networks and other infrastructure. 

Noted. 

457 

Severn Trent 

Water 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The overall development strategy should be based on a 

mixture of options b (continue adopted SWDP strategy 

– locating new development throughout South 

Worcestershire on the Periphery of the city, towns and 

villages), c (increasing densities) and d (Large Urban 

Extensions). 

Options b and d would be preferred if sites are chosen 

considering the impact on the sewerage network. If 

sites are located on the same side as town as the 

Sewage Treatment Works this would be preferable to 

sites located the opposite side as flows would not need 

to be routed through the existing sewer network which 

may lead to capacity issues. 

Urban extensions would be preferable as it allows 

focussed capacity improvement work in one location 

rather than multiple improvements across multiple 

locations. 

Comments are noted.  The SWCs will continue to 

engage with Severn Trent throughout the plan-

making process, particularly on matters such as 

SHELAA, IDP and the Water Cycle Strategy.   
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Option c is supported if developments are able to prove 

betterment in surface runoff through separating the 

surface water from the foul sewers and utilising on site 

surface water drainage through SuDS. 

Information provided by Severn Trent for the SRFA 

should also be used to inform options. 

504 

Charlton Parish 

Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

a is preferred subject to the new developments being 

located closer than 2 miles so that train services can be 

used rather than increasing road traffic. 

c is also a suitable option. 

We do not agree with b or d. 

The options and comments associated to them are 

noted. 

517 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option 1d - large urban extension is supported. 

Option 1c is NOT supported, except in respect of 

Brownfield sites. 

Option 1a is NOT supported, except in respect of the 

new Worcestershire Parkway station at Norton 

Option 1b is NOT supported. 

Noted. 

541 

Robert Hitchins 

Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Broadly opts for all options. Noted. 

602 Worcestershire The Overall It seems likely that the development strategy will Comments are noted. 
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Wildlife Trust Development 

Strategy 

require a blend of most of these options but we would 

suggest that SA and the evidence base must guide the 

final elements chosen. At this stage we are only able to 

reiterate that development choices must be designed to 

deliver genuinely sustainable development that 

respects the existing environment, causes least harm to 

biodiversity, embeds biodiversity net-gain and offers 

the best potential to deliver more resilient ecological 

and GI networks in line with guidance in the NPPF and 

25-year Environment Plan. 

631 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Support Option B, C and D. Noted. 

770 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The Parish Council fully endorses the options a) and d) 

as a sustainable route to both employment and to the 

placement of large self-sustaining settlements, A 

example, is offered by appendix A. By siting a significant 

area for an employment zone close to Worcester 

Parkway, employees can take advantage of rail 

transport from both the Malvern Hills and Wychavon 

areas. The movement of heavy goods vehicles serving 

this site also have immediate access to the motorway 

arteries. 

We heavily disagree with options b and c which will 

serve to exasperate existing the local road travel which 

is already considered to be over-loaded or congested. 

Urban expansion should fully exploit brownfield and 

exchange use sites with such expansion as the local 

Comments are noted. 
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neighbourhood deems necessary to sustain it. 

3255 

Canal & River 

Trust 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option C. Noted. 

2591 Historic England 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

In relation to any proposed site allocations we 

recommend that the methodology set out in Historic 

Environment Advice Note 3: The Historic Environment 

and Site Allocations in Local Plans is applied to any site 

assessment work: 

https://historicengland.org.uk/images-

books/publications/historic-environment-and-site-

allocations-in-local-plans/ . 

Noted.  This document will be considered in 

preparing the Historic Environment Topic Paper. 

2129 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

HLM supports the continuation of the current spatial 

strategy as presented in the adopted SWDP (Option 1b) 

which directs growth to the most sustainable 

settlements (including towns and villages) within South 

Worcestershire, focusing growth to locations where 

there are existing services and facilities, in addition to 

being the focus of committed infrastructure 

improvements as supported by the current SWDP. 

HLM also support the contribution that urban 

extensions make to housing supply and the funding for 

and delivery of strategic infrastructure, particularly 

where supported by transport and service -related 

infrastructure (Option1 d). 

Comments are noted. 

3047 Childswickham The Overall C Noted. 
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Parish Council Development 

Strategy 

2510 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

An option that does not appear in the list is the 

potential to look at the provision of a new settlement 

within the South Worcestershire area linked to 

sustainable transport networks such as adjacent to 

Worcester Parkway Rail Station. 

In terms of Option (a) what capacity is there for 

extensive growth around rail stations? Land is already 

significantly developed around many rail stations and 

there is limited availability of land for development. In 

addition is there the capacity on the rail network and 

rolling stock to accommodate significant growth where 

rail will be considered the primary means of travel? 

In terms of Options (b) and (d) linking development to 

the existing road network is not sustainable or viable. 

As stated in the document the ability of the local road 

network to absorb more traffic is extremely limited in 

certain locations. 

In terms of Option (c) increasing densities through 

regeneration may be appropriate along as design and 

amenity standards are not compromised and there are 

safe, efficient and affordable opportunities for 

sustainable travel. 

Comments are noted.  The Issues and Options did 

include the option of a new settlements or 

settlements and this is being considered by the 

SWCs.  

3433 Fisher German The Overall Refers to the NPPF and NPPG and states that, it is Comments are noted. 
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LLP Development 

Strategy 

recognised that Option 1(c) Increasing Densities 

through Regeneration will not meet the development 

needs of south Worcestershire alone, given the limited 

amount of Brownfield land available throughout south 

Worcestershire.  Therefore, it is imperative that all 

options should be combined to ensure a deliverable and 

holistic development strategy across south 

Worcestershire. 

1255 

Hill & Moor 

Parish Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Following sight of the maps which detail the land put 

forward for development, if all goes ahead then Hill and 

Moor parish would be joined up with both Wyre and 

Pinvin. The Council wished to emphasise its desire to 

maintain a gap between settlements. 

The list of sites that have been received through the 

call for sites process are strictly a list of sites that 

are available for development. In order for any sites 

to be adopted the site must be suitable for 

development. The Strategic Housing and 

Employment Land Availability Assessment is 

assessing each site on their planning merits. This will 

be used to inform the preferred options stage of the 

plan review. 

2265 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

i) With respect to a) locating all significant development 

within two miles of a railway station, what information 

exists about commuting patterns? Would this strategy 

depend on the existing level of service of train 

destination/ frequency? 

ii) b)The policy of locating new developments on the 

periphery of villages is slowly destroying the character 

of individual villages, and consequently the wider 

landscape within the district/ county. When viewed 

from the main road network all villages begin to look 

the same. Whilst developers always maintain 

Comments are noted. 
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developments are “in character” most developments 

would obviously have been the same wherever they 

were built. 

iii) There is obvious merit in c) but it will not be suitable 

for all demographics, and family types. Regeneration of 

underused and vacant sites will become more 

important. 

iv) There is merit in d), especially in terms of transport 

and sustainability. 

2348 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We would support a. and c. If that does not produce 

enough sites we would opt for one additional large 

urban under d. We would not support b. except in so far 

as neighbourhood plans identify sites that are required 

to meet local housing needs. 

Comments are noted. 

3178 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The strategy should be based on rail station focussed 

development in particular the new parkway station 

whilst maintaining the general dispersal approach 

adopted in the existing SWDP. Large urban extensions 

and new settlements are often plagued by complex 

planning issues, viability issues, significant time delays 

and usually represent drastic large scale change. Smaller 

developments deliver quicker usually without such 

hindrance’s and can often be assimilated into the 

landscape and community much easier. 

Comments are noted. 

2892 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

The Overall 

Development 

The strategy should focus on adopted SWDP 

development strategy with appropriately scaled 
Comments are noted. 
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Strategy expansion of the principal settlements including the 

larger villages. This should include expansion of the 

MDS sites at Hartlebury. 

953 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Preference is towards option A and B. 

Noted. We are also consulting on where new housing 

growth should be located. A new settlement is one of 

these options and is being considered by South 

Worcestershire Councils. 

1165 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option A, C and D. Noted. 

868 

Mactaggart and 

Mickel Group 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Claremont Planning generally supports option B, and 

should be used in-conjunction with other options. To 

allow greater flexibility for growth and the ability to 

respond to market fluctuations in development delivery 

to ensure housing and employment needs are met, 

encompassing a reflective approach. 

Comments are noted. 

989 Merton College 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Our client considers the appropriate development 

strategy is to focus significant new development in close 

proximity to new, enhanced and existing railway 

stations (Option A). In particular, the area around 

Worcestershire Parkway Station provides an excellent 

opportunity to focus new housing and employment 

growth. This would represent an attractive location for 

housebuilders, new residents and business 

owners/investors. Development in proximity to 

Worcestershire Parkway Station would be in a 

sustainable location that is well served by a strategic 

In agreement with comments made regarding option 

A and option C.   

No further comment in relation to SA at this time. 
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transport hub providing excellent accessibility across 

the local and wider area. Development in this location 

would also benefit from access to junction 7 of the M5 

and the A44, via the A4440 to the west and via the 

A4084 to the east. Focusing new growth at 

Worcestershire Parkway Station, as well as other 

railway stations, would deliver the vision of the SWDP 

to ensure that residents and businesses enjoy better 

accessibility within and beyond the area.   

The Sustainability Appraisal identifies Option A (rail 

focused development) as the best performing option in 

the scoring matrix (alongside Option C). It identifies that 

Option A would result in more benefits to the local 

landscape, educational opportunities and sustainable 

transport options (paragraph 3.5.1). It is also noted that 

paragraph 3.5.13 of the Sustainability Appraisal 

highlights that, under Option A, new residential 

development would be expected to be allocated near 

employment sites within main towns near railway 

stations. It recognises that employment sites near key 

transport networks would be desirable to business 

owners and would have a positive impact on the 

economy. Our client’s site is suitable to deliver a mixed 

use scheme comprising new residential and 

employment development, and would contribute 

valuably to delivering this strategy. 

1826 

Malvern Town 

Council 

The Overall 

Development 

An option that does not appear in the list is the 

potential to look at the provision of a new settlement 

Comments are noted.  The SWDP Review Issues and 

Options Paper did include the option of a new 
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Strategy within the South Worcestershire area linked to 

sustainable transport networks such as adjacent to 

Worcester Parkway Rail Station. 

In terms of Option (a) what capacity is there for 

extensive growth around rail stations? Land is already 

significantly developed around many rail stations and 

there is limited availability of land for development. In 

addition is there the capacity on the rail network and 

rolling stock to accommodate significant growth where 

rail will be considered the primary means of travel? 

In terms of Options (b) and (d) linking development to 

the existing road network is not sustainable or viable. 

As stated in the document the ability of the local road 

network to absorb more traffic is extremely limited in 

certain locations. 

In terms of Option (c) increasing densities through 

regeneration may be appropriate along as design and 

amenity standards are not compromised and there are 

safe, efficient and affordable opportunities for 

sustainable travel. 

settlement or new settlements and this is something 

which the SWCs are considering. 

1286 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

With regard to the above it is considered that the 

overall development strategy should be based on a 

spatial distribution of housing growth which 

encompasses a mixture of the above options; namely a 

continuation of the adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy of locating new development throughout south 

Comments are noted. 
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Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network, and with 

good proximity to rail facilities. 

This spatial strategy would be in line with Government 

advice contained with the NPPF that significant 

development should be focused on locations which are 

or can be made sustainable, through limiting the need 

to travel and offering a genuine choice of transport 

modes. 

1794 Lone Star Land 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The linking of new development to sustainable 

transport modes is supported and complies with the 

policies of the revised NPPF. That said, the options set 

out are not without their difficulties.  Option ‘a’ Rail 

Focused suggests siting all significant new development 

within 2 miles of an existing or proposed rail 

station.  Whilst an attractive proposition but it will have 

implications for the Green Belt and the AONB and it will 

mean that some suitable settlements are 

neglected.  Option ‘c' Increasing Densities in existing 

urban areas also has support from the revised NPPF at 

paragraph 123.  The NPPF advises that there should be 

minimum density standards for city and town centres 

and other locations that are well served by public 

transport.  However, as the Issues and Options paper 

notes, this will not enable the whole need to be 

met.  Moreover, the locations that meet the criteria in 

paragraph 123 tend to be the historic centres of the 

main towns and Worcester.  Such a strategy could 

Comments are noted. 
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potentially cause more-than-substantial harm to 

important heritage assets. 

It is also important to note that the revised NPPF 

requires that, in order to promote sustainable 

development, rural areas need to be taken into 

account.  

The conclusion is that the overall development strategy 

should be based on a continuation of the adopted 

SWDP strategy.  This would allow for major strategic 

development to be located within 2 miles of rail 

stations, it would also allow for increased densities 

through regeneration and it would also ensure that 

needs of rural areas are met. 

1340 

Custom Land 

Limited 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

In respect of the development strategy: 

1. Development within 2 miles of a railway station 

has limited merit. People will still drive to the 

station.  

2. Continuity of the current strategy has 

considerable merits. 

3. Regeneration of urban areas depends on 

whether there are still areas to regenerate and 

the multitude of land ownerships can be 

addressed. 

4. Large urban extensions have proved to be 

troublesome. Neither South nor West 

Worcester has yet made any significant 

Comments are noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 192



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

progress. 

1384 

Abberley Parish 

Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Abberley Parish Council considers that the adopted 

SWDP development strategy requires significant 

adjustment in order to deliver the sustainable 

development of South Worcestershire.  In particular, 

the current strategy does not actively manage patterns 

of growth in support of the sustainable transport 

objectives of the NPPF.  Continuation of the existing 

strategy (option 1b) will not enable transport issues to 

be positively and actively addressed.  Indeed, to 

continue to direct development to the villages as part of 

the current approach will only serve to increase the 

need to travel.  The limited choice of travel modes will 

inevitably encourage use of the private car, leading to 

increased pressures on the local road network.   

Abberley Parish Council considers that a positive 

strategy is required which places emphasis on the 

delivery of sustainable transport by directing growth to 

locations which are or can be made sustainable, by 

limiting the need to travel and offering a genuine choice 

of transport modes.  The strategy also needs to avoid 

exacerbating the existing lack of capacity on parts of the 

road network.  A sequential approach should be taken 

to the location of development, as follows: 

• First priority should be option 1a 

• Second priority should be option 1c 

Comments are noted. 
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• Third priority should be option 1d 

4341 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

Option 1 The Public Health Directorate support a 

combination of a or c incorporating easy to access, use 

and connected active travel routes. 

Comments are noted. 

4302 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

TRANSPORT DEPT RESPONSE: 

The preference of WCC is for all significant development 

to be located within close proximity (5km) of a railway 

station (new or proposed). However we also recognise 

the potential for new development to aid regeneration 

and increase densities. Where this would not add to 

existing congestion issues, or could be used as an 

opportunity to decrease car dependency this could also 

form a part of the development strategy. 

Comments are noted. 

4392 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

MINERALS AND WASTE DEPT RESPONSE: 

Section 8: The Amount and Location of Development: 

The allocation of sites in the SWDPR should safeguard 

waste management facilities, in accordance with 

adopted Waste Core Strategy policy WCS16. It is crucial 

that the SWDPR site selection methodology takes full 

account of safeguarding to ensure that sites are 

deliverable and to avoid soundness objections. By 

addressing these issues early in the consideration of 

potential site options, it will be possible to establish 

Comments are noted.  The site allocations process 

will take into account minerals resources and waste 

safeguarding. 
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whether a site should be excluded on waste 

safeguarding grounds or the extent of any mitigation 

which will be required to enable the site to be allocated. 

This will ensure that allocated sites will not prevent, 

hinder or unreasonably restrict the operation of existing 

waste management facilities, and will prevent 

significant adverse effects on the proposed new land 

use, which could jeopardise the continued operation of 

an existing business. We would welcome early liaison 

with the South Worcestershire Councils on any site 

allocation methodologies - and actual proposed sites - 

to ensure that waste safeguarding is taken into account. 

Once site allocations are selected, it should be clearly 

stated in the information and policies relating to each 

site whether any waste safeguarding actions are 

required, so that expectations are clear and 

unambiguous and so that any site-level investigations 

required will inform the design of the development at 

outline planning stage. 

4297 

Little Witley 

Parish Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

(Submitted by Little Witley Parish Council but with the 

support of the following Parish Councils: Abberley; 

Astley and Dunley; Great Witley and Hillhampton; 

Holt; Pensax; and Shrawley) 

Suggests that the current bridge at Holt Fleet is no 

longer sufficient to deal with the amount of traffic.  The 

bridge can not accommodate further growth.    Growth 

to meet local needs should be encouraged but estates 

Comments are noted.  transport modelling will be 

undertaken to inform the preferred options and site 

selection. 
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to meet the wider need are worsening traffic as people 

travel over the river for employment.  

Suggest that the SWDP should include a presumption 

against large sites in our villages until a transport plan is 

put forward.  

4414 

Evesham Town 

Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

ETC supports Rail Focussed Development (choice a) and 

Increasing Densities through Regeneration (choice c). 

We would prefer to see less emphasis on the existing 

strategy of new development on the periphery of towns 

and villages (choice b). However, it is essential that 

infrastructure improvements are a key aspect of all 

major developments. It cannot be assumed that existing 

transport corridors are sufficient to cope with 

significant new development without major investment. 

Comments are noted. 

3706 

Ripple Parish 

Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Suggests the four approaches ignore brownfield land 

and argues that additional sites put forward in Ripple 

Parish should not be placed outside the settlement 

boundaries in the current SWDP.  There should be no 

merging or infill of settlements that make up Ripple 

Parish.  

Argues that development needs to reduce the need to 

travel.  Suggests that growth in the Parish was allowed 

previously because of proximity to Upton but Upton is 

declining in sustainability having lost a number 

of facilities and potentially facing losing its bus service.  

Comments are noted.  The options do not rule out 

brownfield sites, the regeneration  option in 

particular would be reliant on brownfield sites, 

however, it is already acknowledges that there is not 

sufficient brownfield capacity to deliver all of the 

growth required.  

The existing SWDP allocations will be reviewed and 

retained where they are still deliverable.  The plan 

needs to identify additional sites because it covers a 

longer timeframe and because the housing need has 

increased. 
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A singular scheme centred around a new settlement 

with integrated facilities is preferred over ad hoc 

extensions to villages.  

A full analysis if existing SWDP sites is needed to 

establish whether land banking is taking place.  New 

sites should not be allocated until existing sites are 

delivered.      

4188 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

As set out in the 2018 NPPF the SWDPR should include 

strategic policies which address the Councils identified 

strategic priorities for the development and use of land 

in the plan area (para 17). These strategic policies 

should set out an overall strategy for the pattern, scale 

and quality of development (para 20). It is agreed that 

Option 1c increasing densities through regeneration will 

not meet all development needs of South 

Worcestershire. Option 1c should be combined with 

Options 1a, 1b and 1d (also see answer under Option 3). 

Comments are noted. 

1736 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option B and C. Noted. 

1910 

West Country 

Developments 

Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

No. There is a need for a more dispersed strategy to 

ensure services and affordable housing can be provided 

in smaller settlements to ensure their sustainability into 

the future. 

Comments are noted. 

1930 FCC Environment 
The Overall 

Development 

FCC consider that the process of overall development 

strategy should be related to demand and land 
Comments are noted. 
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Strategy availability; it is not clear if the series of development 

strategy options presented can be achieved and 

whether they respond to identified demand. This 

approach would determine the level of development 

required and the capacity to deliver, resulting in an 

accurate and appropriate development strategy across 

the plan area. 

It is considered that rural areas and the countryside 

should be included in the overall development strategy. 

Given that South Worcestershire is made up of largely 

rural districts, the plan should consider the vitality and 

economy of rural areas needed for rural communities to 

boost rural economic growth.  This would be in line with 

the NPPF. 

2012 

Wyre Forest 

District Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

In reference to option 1 of the Overall Development 

Strategy more weight should be given towards the most 

sustainable development, in line with the revised NPPF. 

Locating development throughout South 

Worcestershire as outlined in option 1B may be the 

least sustainable option, in comparison to option 1D of 

instigating Large Urban Extensions on existing transport 

corridors. Wyre Forest District agrees that option 1C of 

increasing densities through regeneration will not be 

sufficient alone to meet all the development needs of 

South Worcestershire. 

Comments are noted. 

2018 

Wyre Forest 

District Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The council welcomes the development of the 

Worcestershire Parkway Station, which will offer 

greater services and access to the wider Worcestershire 

Comments are noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 198



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

area. This will provide an ideal growth node consistent 

with option 1A of the Issues and Options Consultation, 

and that the plan should consider a significant 

settlement to take advantage of the excellent 

connectivity this station will enjoy. This area will be 

more of a sustainable and accessible location than the 

proposed sites near to Areley Kings, which are sited 

further away from a railway station. 

2140 

Platform Housing 

Group 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We consider that the development strategy should be 

based on a combination of the following: 

• Rail Station Focussed Development  – locate all 

significant new development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station. 

• Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy - – locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network.  

Comments are noted. 

2120 

Greenlight 

Developments 

Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Supports option B because it provides an opportunity to 

utilise sustainable sites on the edge of existing 

development boundaries so that existing infrastructure 

and services can be utilised.  

Promotes a site adjacent to the Gwillam's Farm urban 

extension.   

Comments are noted.  The site specific comments 

will be considered in determining the site allocations. 

2170 IM Land 
The Overall 

Development 

Option A: Allows for sustainable development that 

utilises transport links. The Site is in close proximity to 

Comments are noted.  
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Strategy Worcester Parkway rail station which allows residents 

to utilise this facility and reduce the number of car 

journeys. We therefore support Option A and request 

the Site be considered given its benefits and 

location.  This should be supplemented by option B. 

Option D: consider that this will not meet the required 

aims of the SWDPR. It is accepted that new settlements 

take time to deliver and SWDP should make a realistic 

assessment of the likely rates of delivery (NPPF 

Paragraph 72). A new settlement will also likely require 

significant infrastructure to build and create sustainable 

transport links. If this option is advanced, SWDP should 

ensure they understand the rate of realistic housing 

delivery and plan for sufficient growth, which is will also 

need to utilise Options A and B. 

No further comment in relation to the SA at this 

time; comments on cultural heritage and congestion 

should be explored in the next iteration of the SA. 

2197 IM Land 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option A: Allows for sustainable development that 

utilises transport links. The Site is in close proximity to 

Worcester Parkway rail station which allows residents 

to utilise this facility and reduce the number of car 

journeys. We therefore support Option A and request 

the Site be considered given its benefits and 

location.  This should be supplemented by option B. 

Option D: consider that this will not meet the required 

aims of the SWDPR. It is accepted that new settlements 

take time to deliver and SWDP should make a realistic 

assessment of the likely rates of delivery (NPPF 

Paragraph 72). A new settlement will also likely require 

Comments are noted.  No further comment in 

relation to the SA at this time. 
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significant infrastructure to build and create sustainable 

transport links. If this option is advanced, SWDP should 

ensure they understand the rate of realistic housing 

delivery and plan for sufficient growth, which is will also 

need to utilise Options A and B. 

2236 Natural England 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Natural England does not have a particular preference 

for the strategy options that have been set out but 

would wish to ensure that the chosen approach results 

in no adverse impact on any designated nature 

conservation sites or protected landscapes. We would 

also advise that development should avoid Best & Most 

Versatile Land (BMV) where possible. 

Comments are noted.  The issues raised are the 

subject of specific policies within the SWDP Review 

and also are considered within the site selection 

process.   

2402 

Wallace Land 

Investments 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

As set out in the revised NPPF the Local Plan Review 

should include strategic policies which address the 

Councils identified strategic priorities for the 

development and use of land in the plan area (para 17). 

These strategic policies should set out an overall 

strategy for the pattern, scale and quality of 

development (para 20). 

It is considered that the best strategy for the SWDPR 

would in fact be a combination of all of these options. It 

is agreed that option 1c would not meet all the 

development needs of South Worcestershire. 

In respect of option 1d, there is recent evidence and 

research to demonstrate that large scale sites have 

significant lead in times and delivery is therefore 

affected. Research by NLP (November 2016) confirms 

Comments are noted. 
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that on average the lead in time for large sites prior to 

the submission of even the first planning application is 

3.9 years, with the planning approval period on average 

being 6.1 years for schemes of 2,000+ dwellings. This 

NLP report follows on from a national study in February 

2014, commissioned by Gladman Developments 

Limited, which was based upon nationwide empirical 

evidence from LPAs that an 8-year period should be 

allowed for the delivery of homes on Strategic Urban 

Extension sites to allow for local plans to be in place and 

adopted. Research and evidence like this must be 

considered by the Local Plan and is material to devising 

the appropriate strategy. Delays to delivery and 

significant lead in times will affect how strategic 

allocation sites come forward and therefore how the 

infrastructure is delivered, and how and when funding 

can be made available by the various developments. 

As such, we would advise that the widest possible range 

of sites are allocated in terms of size and market 

location to ensure choice, competition and most 

importantly delivery of new market and affordable 

homes. 

2472 

Stoford 

Development Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The diversity of settlement geography within South 

Worcestershire is varied. Rail stations are not so located 

as to serve freight distribution for example, and neither 

are there sites of strategic size, circa 25ha or more, 

available, suitable and developable for employment 

uses, adjacent to or served by rail stations within South 

Comments are noted. 
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Worcestershire.  

That is not to say that development within proximity to 

rail stations is not supported, but potentially more for 

office development as opposed to B8/B2 

uses.  Similarly, the scale and location (away from 

residential areas where noise or operational 

disturbance could occur, and close to strategic road 

networks), are credentials that B8 and B2 occupiers look 

for, that, and synergy with other business – the ability 

to locate close to suppliers for example.  Brownfield 

regeneration sites can usually offer more residential 

potential than being employment focussed.  Thus the 

overall development strategy of the SWDP can utilise 

rail stations, brownfield land, and the current 

settlement pattern, but it is of significance to consider 

the pattern of current employment land and where 

opportunities may be for the strengthening and 

expansion of that land.  Worcester Six offers such an 

opportunity.  It is a proven formula for attracting new 

business – the location is excellent; the ability to 

develop large footprints, operate service yards without 

constraints from adjacent neighbouring uses; have 24 

hour operations, and serviced plots are all available and 

have been key to the success of the park to date. 

2647 Broadway Trust 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

“a” and “c” are surely the correct options, in order that 

development is directed to sustainable locations, 

consistent with the key objective of minimising car 

Comments are noted. 
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travel. 

We consider option “b” to be flawed, as essentially it 

has related to only Category 1 villages. Other villages 

(cat 2 & 3) may well wish to expand to achieve more 

critical mass in order to support better transport or 

services etc. The Village Categorisation Survey has also 

hitherto failed to address the village infrastructure and 

services required to support new development. (E.g, 

sewerage, schools, doctors capacity, adequacy of 

transport etc). 

We would support “d” in principle. 

2751 Greystoke Land 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Suggests a mix of options a and b.  

The continuation of the existing SWDP spatial strategy 

on the edge of Worcester, towns and villages, as well as 

a locational focus on these settlements within 

reasonable distance of rail stations. Proposed rail 

stations shouldn’t be considered unless under 

construction, giving certainty of delivery. 

Employment development should be located with good 

access to the Strategic Road Network (SRN). This should 

include market towns and villages with good 

connectivity to the SRN. 

Promotes a site which lies within 3 miles of Evesham 

station and suggests that the 2 mile proximity set out in 

Comments are noted. 
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the consultation is arbitrary as commuters are unlikely 

to walk 2 miles and therefore a bigger area should be 

acceptable. 

Refer to the Housing White Paper and suggests that 

option c would fail to conform with this. 

Option d would have shortcomings, large urban 

extensions are unlikely to deliver the level of growth 

required and would restrict choice. 

2779 Taylor Wimpey 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The overall development strategy for the SWDP should 

include elements of options a, b, c and d. RPS agree that 

option c, increasing densities through regeneration, will 

not be sufficient to meet the development needs of the 

area, and the use of this option alone would result in a 

significant shortfall in housing land. The development 

strategy should seek to ensure that a variety of sites are 

allocated for new housing, in accordance with NPPF 

Para 67. As part of the mix of housing sites that are 

identified for allocation RPS advocates the promotion of 

sustainable urban extensions to existing, sustainable 

cities and towns (such as Droitwich Spa), where the 

level of services, facilities and general infrastructure are 

already in place. 

Although the Plan is not yet sufficiently advanced to 

consider sites, RPS strongly recommend the 

consideration of Taylor Wimpey's site at Pulley Farm to 

the south of Droitwich Spa as part of the subsequent 

Comments are noted.  Site specific comments will 

be considred in the SHELAA where appropriate. 
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Preferred Options Stage. A Preliminary Vision Document 

has been prepared on behalf of Taylor Wimpey to 

demonstrate the suitability of this sustainable urban 

extension. 

2811 Jessup Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We consider that the development strategy should be 

based on a combination of the following: 

• Rail Station Focussed Development - locate all 

significant new development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station. 

• Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy - locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. 

Comments are noted. 

2838 

Great Witley and 

Hillhampton 

Parish Council 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Would like to see bold decisions made to accommodate 

long term future development so that other sites can be 

regarded as safe from development for the foreseeable 

future.  

Sites should be selected to minimise the need to travel 

and maximise the use of public transport.  Housing 

should be as close as possible to employment 

opportunities and to motorway and rail connections. 

Some villages have increased in size rapidly under 

SWDP, those villages which want to grow should be 

given priority.  Land already allocated in the new plan 

Comments are noted.  The plan looks forward to 

2041 and therefore will make big decision on the 

long term growth plan.  It is required to look forward 

at least 15 years from the date of adoption.  It will be 

reviewed every 5 years in accordance with the legal 

requirement.  

Land already allocated will continue to be allocated 

unless it is demonstrated that it is no longer 

deliverable, however, because the annual housing 

requirement has increased since SWDP was adopted, 

and because the plan has a much linger timeframe, 

additional land is needed.     
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should be used before new land is 

allocated.  Settlement boundaries should only be 

enlarged by enough to meet the growth need. Decisions 

on village allocations should not be based on the 

facilities they currently have, villages will have to share 

facilities with neighbouring villages. 

The new plan looks very far into the future and the risk 

is that all of the sites will be developed early in the plan 

period.  5 yearly plans would be more sensible. 

2920 Cala Homes Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Our client considers it is important that the 

development strategy is sufficiently flexible to facilitate 

development throughout south Worcestershire, in 

order to maximise the benefits of growth. Allowing 

development to take place at all levels of the settlement 

hierarchy, including established villages, should be part 

of the overall development strategy. 

The principles of the current development strategy 

remain valid. Our client favours a continuation of the 

existing SWDP strategy (Option B) on the basis that it 

would enable established villages to benefit from new 

development, in terms of meeting housing need and 

generating additional demand to support existing 

community uses and services. 

A continuation of the current development strategy 

would accord with the NPPF (para. 77 & 78) and to 

promote sustainable development in rural areas, 

Comments are noted. No further comment in 

relation to the SA at this time. 
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housing should be located where it will enhance or 

maintain the vitality of rural communities. 

The Sustainability Appraisal notes that Option B can 

deliver development of a quantity that satisfies local 

housing needs; provides an opportunity for increased 

supply of housing in the early years of the Plan; and an 

opportunity to diversify the housing market in different 

locations across the Plan area. 

Our client considers that new development can be 

successfully integrated into existing villages without 

adverse harm to the environment. However, this can be 

fully considered as part of future planning applications 

based on site-specific detailed evidence. 

3041 Bloor Homes3 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

This option looks at the overall development strategy 

for the SWDP area and suggests various options for the 

future growth of the area, which among other things 

includes the following suggestion: - 

“b. Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy – locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network”. 

This option is supported in this case, as South 

Worcestershire has a well-established range of 

sustainable towns and villages that are capable of 

accommodating further growth across the emerging 

The comments are noted.  Where relevant site 

specific comments will be taken into account in the 

Strategic Housing Land and Employment Land 

Availability Assessment and in determining the 

Preferred Options.    
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plan period as they are well located, and already 

supported by the necessary infrastructure and facilities. 

This approach is advocated by paragraph 72 of the 

Framework that suggests that new homes can be vest 

achieved through large scale development that results 

in extensions to existing towns or villages. 

In this case, Cheltenham Road, Evesham is well placed 

to accommodate further housing growth in line with 

option 1 (b) highlighted above as Evesham is a highly 

sustainable settlements and one of the Main Towns in 

the SWDP Area. Evesham is home to a range of 

employment opportunities, services and facilities 

including educational facilities, medical facilities, retail 

facilities and opportunities for recreational activities, 

combined with an established public transport network 

including a main line train station and a bus network. 

Moreover, the land at Cheltenham Road is deliverable. 

3021 Bloor Homes3 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

This option looks at the overall development strategy 

for the SWDP area and suggests various options for the 

future growth of the area, which among other things 

includes the following suggestion: - 

“b. Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy – locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network”. 

This option is supported in this case, as South 

The comments are noted.  Where relevant site 

specific comments will be taken into account in the 

Strategic Housing Land and Employment Land 

Availability Assessment and in determining the 

Preferred Options.     
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Worcestershire has a well-established range of 

sustainable towns and villages that are capable of 

accommodating further growth across the emerging 

plan period as they are well located, and already 

supported by the necessary infrastructure and facilities. 

This approach is advocated by paragraph 72 of the 

Framework that suggests that new homes can be vest 

achieved through large scale development that results 

in extensions to existing towns or villages. 

In this case, the land at Malvern Wells is well placed to 

accommodate further housing growth in line with 

option 1 (b) highlighted above as Malvern Wells is a 

highly sustainable settlements and one of the main 

focal points for development along with Malvern in the 

SWDP Area. Malvern Wells is home to a range of 

employment opportunities, services and facilities 

including educational facilities, medical facilities, retail 

facilities and opportunities for recreational activities, 

combined with an established public transport network 

including a main line train station and a bus network. 

Moreover, the land at Hanley Road is deliverable and 

developable. 

3096 Bloor Homes3 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

This option looks at the overall development strategy 

for the SWDP area and suggests various options for the 

future growth of the area, which among other things 

includes the following suggestion: - 

“b. Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

The comments are noted.  Where relevant site 

specific comments will be taken into account in the 

Strategic Housing Land and Employment Land 

Availability Assessment and in determining the 

Preferred Options.     
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Strategy – locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network”. 

This option is supported in this case, as South 

Worcestershire has a well-established range of 

sustainable towns and villages that are capable of 

accommodating further growth across the emerging 

plan period as they are well located, and already 

supported by the necessary infrastructure and facilities. 

This approach is advocated by paragraph 72 of the 

Framework that suggests that new homes can be vest 

achieved through large scale development that results 

in extensions to existing towns or villages. 

In this case, the land at Stonebow Road, Drakes 

Broughton is well placed to accommodate further 

housing growth in line with option 1 (b) highlighted 

above as Drakes Broughton is a sustainable settlements 

and large village with a reasonable level of services and 

sustainable transport options and capable of 

accommodating further growth. 

3029 

Millstrand 

Properties Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

It is accepted that the greatest level of provision will 

continue to be met by larger developers on larger sites 

but adoption of option 1 at the cost of other options 

continues restrict choice and is part of the past failed 

approach that places the power in the hands of a few 

and provides little choice and limited control over 

delivery. Option 1 in isolation is not acceptable. 

Comments are noted.  The need for a range of sites 

to be allocated to deliver the housing number is 

acknowledged.  
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3038 

Bloor and 

Bellway Homes 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option B is supported in this case, as South 

Worcestershire has a well-established range of 

sustainable towns and villages that are capable of 

accommodating further growth across the emerging 

plan period as they are well located, and already 

supported by the necessary infrastructure and facilities. 

This approach is advocated by paragraph 72 of the 

Framework. 

In this case, the land at Hampton, Evesham is well 

placed to accommodate further housing growth in line 

with option 1 (b) highlighted above as Evesham is a 

highly sustainable settlements and one of the Main 

Towns in the SWDP Area. Evesham is home to a range 

of employment opportunities, services and facilities 

including educational facilities, medical facilities, retail 

facilities and opportunities for recreational activities, 

combined with an established public transport network 

including a main line train station and a bus network. 

Moreover, the land at Cheltenham Road is deliverable 

and developable and this matter is dealt with further 

below. 

The comments are noted.  Where relevant site 

specific comments will be taken into account in the 

Strategic Housing Land and Employment Land 

Availability Assessment and in determining the 

Preferred Options.     

3054 

Spitfire Bespoke 

Homes 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Having reviewed the development strategy options for 

the SWDP Option 1b is Spitfire’s preferred approach to 

development, although it is recognised that in order to 

meet the wider housing market area needs a 

combination of all four options may have to be explored 

to ensure sufficient land is available to deliver new 

homes 

Comments are noted. 
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3120 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option 1 B is supported - Continuation of the Adopted 

SWDP Development Strategy – locate new development 

throughout south Worcestershire on the periphery of 

the city, towns and villages linking to the existing road 

network. 

Comments regarding the overall development 

strategy and support of option 1 B are noted. 

3355 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

With regard to the above it is considered that the 

overall development strategy should be based on a 

spatial distribution of housing growth which 

encompasses a mixture of the above options; namely a 

continuation of the adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy of locating new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. 

This spatial strategy would be in line with Government 

advice contained with the NPPF that significant 

development should be focused on locations which are 

or can be made sustainable, through limiting the need 

to travel and offering a genuine choice of transport 

modes and the potential for improvements to existing 

public transport infrastructure. 

Comments are noted. 

3155 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option 1 B is therefore supported - Continuation of the 

Adopted SWDP Development Strategy – locate new 

development throughout south Worcestershire on the 

periphery of the city, towns and villages linking to the 

existing road network. 

Comments are noted. 

3819 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

The Overall 

Development 
We consider that the development strategy should be Comments are noted. 
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Strategy based on a combination of the following: 

• Rail Station Focussed Development - locate all 

significant new development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station. 

• Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy – locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network.  

3134 

Rosconn 

Strategic Land 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

RSL consider that an overall development strategy led 

by approach (b), a continuation of the Adopted SWDP 

Development Strategy is the most appropriate strategy 

to deliver development in a sustainable manner. This 

approach relays the central purpose of the NPPF to 

promote sustainable development and to do so in the 

right locations. 

Policy SWDP2: Development Strategy and Settlement 

Hierarchy recognises the sub-regional role that 

Worcester plays in the County, as the administrative 

centre which provides the greatest range of services 

and is the main centre of employment of the three 

Councils. The examination inspector of the previous 

SWDP found this approach of hierarchy soundly based 

and recognised the leading role of Worcester as by far 

the biggest settlement and provider of services within 

the SWDP area, with progressively more local roles 

played by the main and other towns and the larger 

Comments are noted. 
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villages. 

3142 

University of 

Worcester 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Support for option 1B and also comments regarding 

additional major urban extension and issues concern 

over deliverability of this certain direction. 

Option 1A does have merit although it does cause a 

concern as the option would allocate “all significant 

new development”. 

• SWC’s haven’t defined what is meant by 

significant; 

• Accessibility by rail is only one measure of 

sustainability; 

• Dependency on the delivery of enhanced or 

proposed stations there would be a significant 

risk of long lead-in times, consequently 

impacting the delivery of housing; 

• Priority for each area much be illustrated with 

policies; 

• Market considerations should be regarded as a 

key determinant of the most appropriate 

location for new employment development and 

may be inconsistent with a strategy based on 

proximity to railway stations. 

The University of Worcester supports a focus on options 

b. and c. as the most sustainable options which are 

most likely to be able to deliver the required housing 

need for the South Worcestershire area. That is not to 

Comments are noted. 
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say that elements of a. and d. could not or should not 

contribute to a balanced and flexible approach to new 

allocations. 

3165 

Ombersley 

Conservation 

Trust 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option B: Continuation of the Adopted SWDP 

Development Strategy would be the preferred option – 

the principle of locating new development throughout 

south Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, 

towns and villages linking to the existing road network 

would be supported. Ombersley is located on the A4133 

and adjacent to the A449 providing direct routes to 

neighbouring settlements such as Worcester, 

Kidderminster and Droitwich Spa as well as connecting 

Ombersley with the existing motorway network. 

Comments are noted. 

3196 

Barwood 

Strategic Land II 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We support the identification of a range of options for 

the overall development strategy for the SWDPR. The 

delivery of sustainable growth over the plan period to 

2041 will require a range of solutions to meet the 

housing and economic needs of the plan area. 

In line with the NPPF, the planning system should 

actively manage patterns of growth, with significant 

development focused on locations which are, or can be 

made, sustainable through limiting the need to travel 

and offering a genuine choice of transport modes 

(paragraph 103). Delivering development in locations 

which already benefit from good public transport links, 

and access to existing services and facilities, will ensure 

that housing and employment growth comes forward 

Comments are noted. 
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which reflects the draft objectives of the SWDPR. 

It is noted that option c. confirms the opportunities to 

deliver development through increased densities 

through regeneration; identifying opportunities within 

the existing urban area, regeneration of underused or 

vacant sites, taking advantage of active travel and 

sustainable transport hubs, and reducing the need to 

travel. These objectives are supported in principle. 

However, this category should also include all sites 

within the urban area, including existing open space, 

which may also be underused, vacant or surplus to 

requirements, or which may provide opportunities to 

increase density within the existing urban area. 

3207 

Grammont 

Group 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We consider that Option 1A and Option 1C are the most 

appropriate and will play a vital part in delivering 

housing growth in the District, in accordance with 

National Policy. Refers to the presumption in favour of 

sustainable development and para 38 of the NPPF. Our 

site is located adjacent to Malvern Link Rail Station, and 

is also located within walking distance of a number of 

existing services and facilities. Through locating 

development directly next to a train station, this will 

reduce reliance on private car and promote walking, 

cycling and public transport use (in accordance with 

Paragraph 102C of the NPPF). 

Furthermore, Paragraph 122 of the NPPF states that 

planning policies and decisions should support 

The comments are noted.  Where relevant site 

specific comments will be taken into account in the 

Strategic Housing Land and Employment Land 

Availability Assessment and in determining the 

Preferred Options.     
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development that makes efficient use of land. The 

northern parcel of the site is currently vacant and 

under-utilised land. It has been subject to some 

trespassing and anti-social behaviour, therefore we 

consider that bringing this vacant and unattractive site 

back into use will help improve the urban fabric of the 

area by utilising its location to provide a residential led 

scheme. 

Overall, our site is deliverable and can help to 

contribute to housing supply in a highly sustainable 

location. The site will regenerate an underused and 

vacant site, take advantage of a sustainable transport 

hub as it is 200m from Malvern Link Rail Station, and 

overall, reduce the need to travel by car. Most 

importantly, the site represents an opportunity to put 

forward a residential led scheme of an appropriate 

density, with the support of additional car parking 

which will contribute to the long term operation of 

Malvern Link Rail Station. 

3220 

Bellway Homes 

Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The Issues and Options paper indicates that there are 

four separate spatial strategies to be considered as to 

how this growth could be delivered. This includes 

focusing significant development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station. This option 

is likely to be realised through new settlement scale 

development. 

Focusing growth in close proximity to railway stations 

Comments are noted. 
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reflects NPPF2 paras 102 & 103. 

The SA underpinning the Issues and Options paper 

identifies the rail station focused development option, 

along with increased densities through regeneration, as 

the best performing options. On its own, rail station 

focused development is likely to result in more benefits 

to the local landscape, educational opportunities and, in 

particular, sustainable transport options. The SA states 

that a mix of both strategies could potentially result in a 

greater number of sustainability benefits. 

Ultimately, the option to maximise densities through 

regeneration will only make a minimal contribution to 

the plan’s total supply. 

The two other options, dispersed growth around cities, 

towns and villages (the strategy for the current SWDP); 

and large urban extensions will not meet the SWDP 

area’s housing needs in full. The existing cities, towns 

and villages are constrained by the environment and 

existing infrastructure provision, there is limited 

capacity for further housing growth. 

The SWDP Review’s overall spatial strategy therefore 

must include new settlement scale development in 

sustainable locations; adjacent to railway stations, to 

ensure it is able to meet the area’s housing needs in full 

and be consistent with NPPF2 (in particular paragraphs 

102 and 103). 
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3231 

Gleeson 

Strategic Land 

Limited 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The Issues and Options document asks which of the 4 

possible development strategies should be followed:- 

1. Rail station focussed development 

2. Continuation of adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy 

3. Increasing Densities through regeneration 

4. Large Urban Extensions using existing transport 

corridors 

The essence of any development strategy is that it 

should give range and choice of housing (a balanced 

portfolio) to meet everyone’s needs. This means 

inevitably that the ultimate choice of strategy will 

probably be a mixture of all four options – but with a 

clear direction to avoid an over-reliance on one specific 

option (such as Option 4) which would narrow down 

peoples’ choices and only cater for a limited sector of 

the population by focusing on a few large sites. This was 

the basis of Oliver Letwin’s conclusions in his recent 

study of larger sites. Choice is critical in terms of 

delivery. 

The Gleeson site at Crowle fits into several of the 

Options listed above:- 

1. The site is within a 5 mile cycling distance of the 

new Worcester Parkway station which provides 

links both to London (via Oxford), Birmingham, 

Bristol, Cheltenham and Worcester. The station 

Comments are noted. 
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which will be completed in 2019 will widen the 

opportunities for rail travel – within easy reach 

of the site. 

2. The existing SWDP strategy promotes a 

settlement hierarchy across South 

Worcestershire focusing mainly on those places 

with a range of services and facilities, 

particularly Worcester and the main towns. But 

there is a strong case for allowing more 

development in villages which have a wide 

range of local services – such as Crowle which 

has all these facilities, including a newly opened 

well stocked Community Shop, 

3. There is very limited scope for increasing 

densities through regeneration other than from 

brownfield sites within Worcester and the 

larger towns. Even then, densities need to be 

appropriate to their context. 

4. The current SWDP focuses most new 

development on large urban extensions on the 

edge of Worcester, with 2,600 dwellings at 

Broomhill and Norton Barracks to the south and 

east of Worcester and 2150 at Temple 

Langherne to the west. Whilst urban extensions 

are bound to play some a future role, there 

needs to be a balance between larger and 

smaller sites and a range of different locations 

to satisfy the market. (Major urban extensions 

can sometimes place a greater burden on 

existing services and facilities, whereas smaller 
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scale development in smaller communities can 

help to maximise the use of local infrastructure 

and keep services alive). 

3272 

Shakespeare Line 

Promotion 

Group 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

SLPG strongly support environmental sustainability and 

the need to address the location of key public transport 

nodes and where development is located in relation to 

sustainable transport options. We would support the 

following elements being explicitly contained and stated 

within the South Worcestershire Development Plan: 

• Focus on new development in sustainable 

locations in the District 

• Encourage more sustainable modes of travel 

and a modal shift in transport, for example, 

walking and cycling and promoting a more 

integrated, sustainable and reliable public 

transport network across the District. 

Comments are noted. 

3275 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We do not consider that a “rail station focus 

development” should form the basis of the strategy. We 

believe that trying to locate all “significant new 

development” within two miles of an existing, enhanced 

or proposed rail station will actually lead to 

unsustainable patterns of development with potentially 

some of this development divorced from major land 

uses such as employment, town centres and community 

facilities.  Furthermore, we consider that the timeframe 

Comments are noted. The need for a range of sites to 

be allocated to deliver the housing number is 

acknowledged. 
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needed to bring forward large-scale development in the 

form of new settlements, given the long lead in time 

involved for such developments, cannot be delivered 

within the timeframe of the Plan. 

Accordingly, we consider that the strategy should focus 

on the adopted SWDP development strategy with 

appropriately scaled, expansion of the principal 

settlements including the larger villages. 

3994 

Richborough 

Estates 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The Revised NPPF sets out that housing policy should be 

underpinned by relevant and up-to-date evidence 

(Paragraph 31). 

Having reviewed the options proposed, our preferred 

choice would be Option B which allows for sustainable 

development in the most sensible locations. This will 

allow the benefit of housing provision to be spatially 

distributed throughout the area. 

Sustainable locations close to services and linking in 

with the existing road network will provide for the 

housing need in the most sustainable way possible. 

We would raise concerns regarding Option C, and 

consider this option carries uncertainties around the 

contribution it could make to housing need in the 

absence of additional information on the capacity of 

settlements. Further, we would raise concern about the 

impact on the existing character of the settlements, and 

Comments are noted. No further comment in 

relation to the SA at this time. 
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the surrounding landscape, if ill-designed high-density 

development is permitted without full consideration of 

its impact on the character of the area and the amenity 

of existing residents. In this instance, the impact on the 

urban areas of SWDP could be heightened given their 

existing characters as smaller urban areas and the 

surrounding landscape designations. This is a point 

made within the Sustainability Appraisal report. The 

impact on heritage assets is also raised as a potential 

issue, which could serve to restrict the availability and 

acceptability of high-density development in urban 

areas. Finally, the impact on congestion has been raised 

within the Sustainability Report. As such, this option 

would not, in our opinion, meet the required aims of 

the SWDPR. 

With regards to Option D, we would also consider that 

this will not meet the required aims of the SWDPR. It is 

accepted that new settlements take time to deliver and 

SWDP should make a realistic assessment of the likely 

rates of delivery (NPPF Paragraph 72). A new settlement 

will also likely require significant new infrastructure to 

build and create sustainable transport links. If this 

option is advanced, SWDP should ensure they 

understand the rate of delivery and plan for sufficient 

growth before this time utilising other options. 

4147 

Richborough 

Estates 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We consider that the development strategy should be 

based on a combination of the following: Comments are noted. 
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• Rail Station Focussed Development - locate all 

significant new development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station. 

• Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy - locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. 

As part of the Village Facilities review, we also consider 

that the Council should review its settlement hierarchy 

and create a new category: 1a - which includes 

settlements with railway stations or more sustainable 

links and services. This would also reflect the spirit and 

focus of the revised NPPF. 

3383 

Richborough 

Estates 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Provides background to the existing SWDP2 and SWDP3 

policies and quotes the Inspector's Report. 

In principle, continuation of the SWDP Development 

Strategy (option b.) is appropriate, and is supported by 

Richborough, given that the distribution of 

development in accordance with the individual and 

relative levels of sustainability of each settlement/level 

of the hierarchy accords with the principles of 

sustainable development. This was endorsed by the 

SWDP Inspector who concluded that the strategy was 

justified and soundly based. Moreover, the ongoing 

implementation of the SWDP strategy will reinforce the 

Comments are noted. 
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factors that justified the strategy in the first place. 

At the same time, the scope for additional major urban 

extensions to Worcester City may be limited, and over-

reliance on additional major urban extensions would 

raise concerns about delivery rates. 

Similarly, whilst an objective to focus significant new 

development within two miles of an existing, enhanced 

or proposed railway station (as per option a.) may have 

merit as a matter of principle, an option that would 

allocate “all significant new development” according to 

this criteria would raise concerns, not least because the 

SWCs do not suggest what might constitute “significant” 

development. 

This option also raises concerns on the basis that:- 

accessibility by rail is only one measure of sustainability; 

if development is dependant on the delivery of 

“enhanced or proposed” stations there would be a 

significant risk of long lead-in times and consequent 

impact on the deliverability of housing; the SWDPR 

must include policies to address each Local Planning 

Authority’s priorities for the development of its area; 

and market considerations are a key determinant of the 

most appropriate location for new employment 

development and may be inconsistent with a strategy 

based on proximity to railway stations. 

On balance, Richborough supports a focus on options b. 
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and c. as the most sustainable options which are most 

likely to be able to deliver the required housing need for 

the South Worcestershire area. That is not to say that 

elements of a. and d. could not or should not contribute 

to a balanced and flexible approach to new allocations. 

However, Richborough considers that options b. and c. 

represents the most appropriate approach at this stage. 

3396 Inchbald-Day 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Given the greatly increased housing requirement, it is 

likely that a combination of options a. – c would need to 

be pursued. There should however be more flexibility 

for housing development in the rural and more support 

for including settlements not previously included 

(Category 4a) and 4b)) as well as clusters of existing 

built forms of development which form a functional, 

social and economic relationship with a settlement 

which previously had a development boundary tightly 

drawn around its core. For example, clusters of 

development in close proximity to Offenham or at 

Kinsham where a site is surrounded on 3-sides by 

existing development and does not encroach into 

countryside. 

There is a need for the SWDP spatial strategy to 

consider housing and other development needs in 

locations in and around settlements which hitherto 

have been considered not sufficiently sustainable; these 

can include settlements which are currently Category 2 - 

4B (including Cropthorne, Offenham, South Littleton, 

Pensham, Kinsham, Blackminster, Bevere, Rous Lench, 

Comments are noted. 
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Upper Moor, Childswickham, (Wychavon), and Naunton 

and Newland (MHDC) and beyond those so defined. 

3443 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

HLM supports the continuation of the current spatial 

strategy as presented in the adopted SWDP (Option 1b) 

which directs growth to the most sustainable 

settlements (including towns and villages) within South 

Worcestershire, focusing growth to locations where 

there are existing services and facilities, in addition to 

being the focus of committed infrastructure 

improvements as supported by the current SWDP. 

HLM also support the contribution that urban 

extensions make to housing supply and the funding for 

and delivery of strategic infrastructure, particularly 

where supported by transport and service -related 

infrastructure (Option1 d). 

Comments are noted. 

3492 

Landform Badsey 

Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We welcome the focus on sustainable patterns of 

development. However, there is risk that by focusing on 

transport or rail led development (Option 1a of The 

Overall Development Strategy) as the primary 

determinant as to whether the proposed pattern of 

development is sustainable; if development is targeted 

at specific locations purely based on rail access, then 

this would deny settlements the opportunity for growth 

and renewal and the support to existing services and 

facilities (as well as investment in new and enhanced) 

that would arise. We would suggest that a sustainable 

pattern of development is also one that provides for the 

Comments are noted.  The SWCs are working 

proactively with communities that are engaged in 

Neighbourhood Planning to determine whether 

allocations will be made through Neighbourhood 

Plans or within the SWDP.    
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development that meets the needs of the community. 

Development can add much to existing communities, 

not only in the provision of new homes or employment 

spaces to meet existing needs, but by generating 

demand for local services and facilities. Quotes NPPF 

paragraph 78.  

Directing housing development to sustainable 

settlements, such as Badsey, provides the opportunity 

to help support existing services and facilities, as well as 

attracting residents from neighbouring towns and 

villages. The Development Strategy should therefore be 

one that promotes sustainable patterns of 

development, not only in terms of access to transport 

but also with regard to generating demand for existing 

and new community facilities and services. 

The Role of Neighbourhood Plans 

Neighbourhood Plans can provide a valuable 

mechanism for determining the location and form of 

development, in the context of an appreciation of local 

needs and the strategic spatial strategy set by the local 

plan. However, not all settlements will be the subject of 

a Neighbourhood Plan and therefore, not all 

settlements may participate. Accordingly, there needs 

to be an allocation to each settlement or tier of 

settlements in the SWDPR which may be determined 

through neighbourhood plans or a site allocations DPD. 
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3491 

St Modwen 

Developments 

Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The approaches presented here should not be regarded 

as alternatives, but rather as a series of strategic 

options which together would contribute to meeting as 

fully as possible the development needs of South 

Worcestershire. Strategies around focussing 

development on rail stations, increasing densities 

through regeneration, and creating large urban 

extensions, will all have a role to play.  In practice that 

would mean in effect a continuation of the adopted 

SWDP development strategy, but coupled with a 

greater focus on infill and making the most of sites 

within South Worcestershire’s existing urban 

areas.  Such an approach minimises the need to travel 

from the outset, and places more reliance on self 

containment rather than commuting. 

In pursuing such an approach it will be important to 

ensure policy and allocations within the SWDP Review 

are flexible, nimble, and able to respond to a range of 

development needs. Locations offering the opportunity 

for regeneration and intensification within the urban 

areas should not be hamstrung by overly prescriptive 

requirements for specific types of 

development.  Rather, to as great a degree as possible, 

support should be provided in the Plan for them to 

respond to and address a range of needs. 

It is also important that the SWDP Review is realistic 

and pragmatic in its approach to different types of sites. 

High density urban regeneration sites can make an 

Comments are noted. The need for a range of sites to 

be allocated to deliver the housing number is 

acknowledged. 
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important contribution, but are also sometimes 

challenging to deliver.  Equally, urban extensions can 

appear to take care of large proportions of the housing 

requirement but in the SWDP area, as indeed in many 

locations elsewhere nationwide, there are often 

significant delays in such sites coming forward.  For 

these reasons, to avoid these risks, and to make sure 

that delivery is maintained and under delivery avoided, 

the SWDP Review should promote a wide range of small 

and medium sized opportunities in accordance with the 

Strategy. 

3517 Maximus 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Given the limited number of rail stations within the 

South Worcestershire area, we do not consider that 

focusing all development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station is a realistic, 

or indeed, the most sustainable option to accommodate 

growth. Other considerations need to be taken into 

account including existing settlement pattern, 

accessibility by other sustainable transport modes and 

by road (as it not realistic to assume that all people and 

goods will travel by train), availability of existing 

services and facilities and potential to connect and 

integrate new development. Increasing densities 

(Option 1c) will play a role in providing for the 

development needs to the area. We consider, however, 

that increasing densities alone will not accommodate 

the scale of growth required in South Worcestershire 

and we consider that land will need to be released at 

the edge of the most sustainable settlements including 

Comments are noted. 
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Worcester to provide for the area’s housing and 

employment needs. Option 1b, Continuation of the 

Adopted SWDP Development Strategy, therefore 

appears to best option. This will include Large Urban 

Extensions (Option 1d) which was highlighted as a 

separate option in the consultation document. 

3590 

North Oak 

Homes 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We consider that the development strategy should be 

based on a combination of the following: 

• Rail Station Focussed Development – locate all 

significant new development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station. 

• Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy - locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network.  

Comments are noted. 

3620 Miller Homes Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

RPS would support any strategy that allows for the 

delivery of new development in a timely manner. 

Particular support is given to Option 1d (Large Urban 

Extension) given that development of strategic sites can 

assist in the delivery of important community facilities 

to meet local demands, as well as helping to maintain a 

steady supply of housing against plan housing 

trajectories. Nonetheless, the identification of extension 

sites should not be confined solely to those sites that 

currently relate to existing transport corridors, as set 

out in the IOD. The potential benefits that can be 

secured through appropriately located development 

Comments are noted. 
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that can improve access to transport and other 

community services are equally important and should 

be given due attention as part of the site selection 

process. 

Of particular importance is ensuring that the projected 

growth emanating from within each district should be 

prioritised within those areas first before seeking to 

accommodate any unmet need in adjacent areas. This 

would fit with the overall vision and development 

strategy that seek to direct growth to the main urban 

centres within the Plan area. 

3638 

BFP 

Developments 

LLP 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

For the various reasons explored in Section 3 of these 

representations Summix submits that the most sound 

and robust strategy for the SWDPR to adopt is a 

combination of A, B and C. 

Comments are noted. 

3647 St Philips Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

St Phillips advocates that the overall development 

strategy should seek to discourage large scale 

development where major infrastructure works act as a 

catalyst to housing delivery and desirability of places. 

The over reliance of focusing on new strategic transport 

networks encourages longer lead in times which are 

subject to falling into unknown market and investment 

conditions and in turn impacts the deliverability of 

housing. 

Options A and D seek to prioritise new densities and 

supporting development that lies within a defined 

radius of major projects, as a tool to generate future 

Comments are noted. 
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growth opportunity areas. Whilst it is supported the 

Council’s are encouraging major improvements for the 

local area, it should be acknowledged that there is a 

lack of evidence to highlight the extent of outputs to be 

generated as a result of proposed infrastructure works 

and the inter relationship between creating housing and 

economic growth, linked to transport infrastructure. 

In this respect therefore, it is contended that the 

options listed do not align with the principles set out 

within the NPPF3 to support sustainable growth 

patterns. In addition to this, the options do not consider 

the important role smaller sites play in overarching 

development strategies, where existing transport 

networks and urbanising features are present. 

St Philips supports the most sustainable options for 

growth that are able to deliver the required housing 

need for the District, Option B and C. The Council, in the 

first instance, will have to give due consideration to the 

Settlement Hierarchy as set out in Policy SWDP2 of the 

extant Development Plan, focusing on edge of 

settlement delivery and links to the existing road 

network. 

3717 

Gladman 

Developments 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Gladman believe that the South Worcestershire 

Councils should be undertaking a review of the 

settlement hierarchy to ensure that this properly 

reflects the types of settlements across the LPAs and 

their relative sustainability. It may be appropriate for 

Comments are noted.  The settlement hierarchy will 

be reviewed as part of the work to inform the SWDP 

review.  

New settlements and further SUEs are options which 
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the lower tier settlements to accommodate greater 

housing numbers in order to ensure that housing needs 

are met in full. Acknowledgement should also be given 

of the role that new development can play in actually 

enhancing the sustainability of existing settlements 

through increase in their population and/or the 

provision of new community services and facilities. 

Whilst Gladman are supportive of the approach 

proposed through Option 1 a) ‘rail station focussed 

development’ this should not be the sole focus of the 

development strategy and development should in 

combination to this approach be directed to the city, 

towns and villages as outlined through Option 1b). 

Gladman also consider that the Council should also 

further consider the possibilities of new settlements 

and additional SUEs. 

Overall a development strategy which provides a 

number of opportunities in a range of locations of 

varied scales is likely to be the most effective in terms 

of delivery and should combine a number of the options 

presented within the consultation document. This will 

ensure delivery across the course of the plan period, 

due to differing timescales and lead in times with 

different types of site and also that if delivery in one 

area is delayed for whatever reason there are 

alternative options which can come forward. 

Gladman would not be supportive of a development 

were included in the Issues and Options Paper and 

are being considered.   
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strategy based solely on Option 1c) ‘Increasing densities 

through regeneration’ or Option 1 d) large urban 

extensions. Option 1c) alone would not be able to meet 

the full development needs. 

Option 1d) is the current strategy within the Wider 

Worcester Area (WWA) and the adopted South 

Worcestershire Development Plan. The strategic urban 

extensions (SUEs) within the WWA have had issues with 

the initial delivery on site. SUEs have long lead in times 

and often do not deliver homes within the time period 

that they are actually needed. 

3735 

The Southall 

Trustees 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We would support, under Option 1, the strategy based 

on b. to focus on the adopted SWDP development 

strategy and particularly on those towns and villages 

that are located within 2 miles of an existing, enhanced 

or proposed railway station. 

Comments are noted. 

3758 

S Guy and Sons 

Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We would support, under Option 1, the strategy based 

on b. to focus on the adopted SWDP development 

strategy and particularly on those towns and villages 

that are located within 2 miles of an existing, enhanced 

or proposed railway station. 

Comments are noted. 

3797 

The Crown 

Estate 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option 1. Noted. 

3812 

Christ Church, 

Oxford 

The Overall 

Development 

Supporting text to the SWDPR notes that the 

development strategy and settlement hierarchy options 

Comments are noted.  No further comment in 

relation to the SA at this time. 
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Strategy are restricted by the availability and capacity of 

transport infrastructure. It is, nevertheless, recognised 

that there is a need to consider a pragmatic strategy for 

accommodating growth, which actively seeks to limit 

the impact on existing transport networks. 

We note the findings of the Sustainability Appraisal 

which accompanies the Issues & Options consultation. 

This simply concludes that "at this stage, no defining 

conclusions can be made following the assessment of 

Options". The primary finding of the report is that the 

sustainability benefits and best performing options 

should be considered in detail prior to the Preferred 

Options stage. Some commentary is provided in respect 

of the overall development strategy. This commentary 

has been used to inform Christ Church’s response to the 

questions below.  

Option 1 Preferred Option - A combination of all options 

may be most suitable, including a continuation of the 

adopted SWDP Strategy which seeks to locate new 

development on the edge of the city, towns, and 

villages. 

Justification - Development should take place in 

sustainable locations, in line with adopted national 

planning policies. A combination of all options may 

allow for sufficient flexibility to deliver growth in a 

range of suitable locations across the plan area. As per 

the Sustainability Appraisal, directing new homes across 
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the whole of the plan area would provide an 

opportunity for an increased supply of housing to be 

delivered in the early years of the plan. As part of this, a 

continuation of the adopted SWDP development 

strategy will ensure on-going delivery in throughout the 

plan period. This is particularly relevant for growth at 

the Category 1 and 2 villages, which can most promptly 

deliver an appropriate quantum of sustainable 

development to support the plan’s visions and 

objectives. 

3851 

Rooftop Housing 

Group 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Considered the overall development strategy should be 

based on a spatial distribution of housing growth which 

looks at a mixture of the above. Namely, a continuation 

of the SWDP strategy of locating new development 

throughout the district on the edge of towns, cities and 

villages linking to existing road networks. 

Comments are noted. 

3863 

Warwickshire 

College 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Consider that the strategy should focus on the adopted 

SWDP Development Strategy with appropriate scale, 

expansion of the principal settlements, including 

Pershore, where there are already a good level of 

shops, services and existing facilities. 

Comments are noted. 

3927 

Limes 

Developments 

Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

In relation to Option 1 (Overall Development Strategy, 

we support choice (b) – continuation of the current 

SWDP strategy to locate new development throughout 

south Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, 

towns and villages linking to the existing road network. 

This strategy will assist in achieving the required level of 

development and supporting local economics 

Comments are noted. 
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throughout the SWDP area. 

3934 Madresfield 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We do not consider that a “rail station focus 

development” should form the basis of the strategy. We 

believe that trying to locate all “significant new 

development” within two miles of an existing, enhanced 

or proposed rail station could potentially lead to 

unsustainable patterns of development with, potentially 

some of this development divorced from major land 

uses such as employment, town centres and community 

facilities. 

Accordingly, we consider that the strategy should focus 

on the adopted SWDP development strategy with 

appropriately scaled expansion of the principal 

settlements, including the larger villages. 

Comments are noted. 

3954 ehB Reeves 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The Revised NPPF sets out that housing policies should 

be underpinned by relevant and up-to-date evidence 

(Paragraph 31). 

Option B is preferred, which allows for sustainable 

development in the most sensible locations. This will 

allow the benefit of housing provision to be spatially 

distributed throughout the area. 

Sustainable locations close to services and linking in 

with the existing road network will provide for the 

housing need in the most sustainable way possible. The 

Site is seen as sustainable given it would form a logical 

Comments are noted. 

No further comment in relation to the SA at this 

time. 
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extension to Evesham and would enjoy access to the 

existing services and facilities within this main 

settlement. 

We would raise concerns regarding Option C, and 

consider this option carries uncertainties around the 

contribution it could make to housing need in the 

absence of additional information on the capacity of 

settlements. Further, we would raise concern about the 

impact on the existing character of the settlements, and 

the surrounding landscape, if ill-designed high-density 

development is permitted without full consideration of 

its impact on the character of the area and the amenity 

of existing residents. In this instance, the impact on the 

urban areas of SWDP could be heightened given their 

existing characters as smaller urban areas and the 

surrounding landscape designations. This is a point 

made within the Sustainability Appraisal report. The 

impact on heritage assets is also raised as a potential 

issue, which could serve to restrict the availability and 

acceptability of high-density development in urban 

areas. Finally, the impact on congestion has been raised 

within the Sustainability Report. As such, this option 

would not, in our opinion, meet the required aims of 

the SWDPR. 

With regards to Option D, we would also consider that 

this will not meet the required aims of the SWDPR. It is 

accepted that new settlements take time to deliver and 

SWDP should make a realistic assessment of the likely 
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rates of delivery (NPPF Paragraph 72). A new settlement 

will also likely require significant new infrastructure to 

build and create sustainable transport links. If this 

option is advanced, SWDP should ensure they 

understand the rate of delivery and plan for sufficient 

growth before this time utilising other options 

4025 

Platform Housing 

Group 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We consider that the development strategy should be 

based on a combination of the following: 

• Rail Station Focussed Development - locate all 

significant new development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station. 

• Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy - locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. 

Comments are noted. 

4072 Newland Homes 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We consider that the development strategy should be 

based on a combination of the following: 

• Rail Station Focussed Development - locate all 

significant new development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station. 

• Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy - locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. 

Comments are noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 241



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

4120 

Wychbold 

Developments 

Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option A, B and C. Noted. 

4112 Piper Homes 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We consider that the development strategy should be 

based on a combination of the following: 

Rail Station Focussed Development – locate all 

significant new development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station.  

Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy – locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. 

As part of the Village Facilities review, we also consider 

that the Council should review its settlement hierarchy 

and create a new category: 1a - which includes 

settlements with railway stations or more sustainable 

links and services. This would also reflect the spirit and 

focus of the revised NPPF. 

Comments are noted. 

4252 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

With regard to the above it is considered that the 

overall development strategy should be based on a 

spatial distribution of housing growth which 

encompasses a mixture of the above options; namely a 

continuation of the adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy of locating new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

Comments are noted. 
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villages linking to the existing road network. 

This spatial strategy would be in line with Government 

advice contained with the NPPF that significant 

development should be focused on locations which are 

or can be made sustainable, through limiting the need 

to travel and offering a genuine choice of transport 

modes. 

4330 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

A.)   It would be wise to consider this as a first step 

B.)    Care must be taken with such a strategy. The 

existing network is no longer fit for purpose. A 30 

minute car journey to Worcester from Broadway in 

2001 is now minimum 40-45 minute. Reliable journey 

times are hard to achieve. Many major roads e.g. A46 

are gridlocked at certain times. Rat runs, to overcome 

gridlock, are damaging communities. Air quality has 

reduced. The impact of the unreliable journey times 

goes beyond transport for employment and leisure: 

social care for adults and children is impacted badly – 

social workers, home carers and health professionals 

getting to clients in a reasonable time - is now 

significant. 

C.)    Appreciating it is not the full answer it seems a 

good approach however adequate parking will be a 

requirement. It has, if done well with good design and 

good parking the possibility of creating more live work 

space and regenerating areas within a town – see the 

Comments are noted. 
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John Lewis and regency place development in 

Cheltenham an excellent example. 

D.)   Hard to do well given our over stretched transport 

corridors. 

4409 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Bloor Homes consider that the Council’s overall 

development strategy should be the continuation of the 

adopted SWDP, set out in b. This strategy is supported 

by Paragraph 72 of the NPPF which states: 

‘’The supply of large numbers of new homes can often 

be best achieved through planning for larger scale 

development, such as new settlements or significant 

extensions to existing villages and towns, provided they 

are well located and designed, and supported by the 

necessary infrastructure and facilities. Working with the 

support of their communities, and with other 

authorities if appropriate, strategic policy-making 

authorities should identify suitable locations for such 

development where this can help to meet identified 

needs in a sustainable way.’’ (Paragraph 72, NPPF, 

2018). 

We therefore support Option 1b. 

Comments are noted. 

4441 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

1. Locating development near stations is good, if 

people working there are to commute by rail, 

but 2 miles is too large a radius: 0.5 miles might 

be appropriate. 

Comments are noted. 
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2. We welcome this approach. 

3. We welcome this, but it is unlikely to yield 

development on the scale required. 

4. This should be a last resort. They will commonly 

not have a balance of homes and jobs, making 

them less sustainable than other 

options.  Furthermore, there is liable to be a 

dearth of local services, unless it is a very large 

and very carefully planned urban extension (or 

new settlement).  

4513 St Philips Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

St Phillips advocates that the overall development 

strategy should seek to discourage large scale 

development where major infrastructure works act as a 

catalyst to housing delivery and desirability of places. 

The over reliance of focusing on new strategic transport 

networks encourages longer lead in times which are 

subject to falling into unknown market and investment 

conditions and in turn impacts the deliverability of 

housing. 

Option’s A and D seek to prioritise new densities and 

supporting development that lies within a defined 

radius of major projects, as a tool to generate future 

growth opportunity areas. Whilst it is supported the 

Council’s are encouraging major improvements for the 

local area, it should be acknowledged that there is a 

lack of evidence to highlight the extent of outputs to be 

generated as a result of proposed infrastructure works 

Comments are noted. 
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and the inter relationship between creating housing and 

economic growth, linked to transport infrastructure. 

In this respect therefore, it is contended that the 

options listed do not align with the principles set out 

within the NPPF3 to support sustainable growth 

patterns. In addition to this, the options do not consider 

the important role smaller sites play in overarching 

development strategies, where existing transport 

networks and urbanising features are present. St Philips 

supports the most sustainable options for growth that 

are able to deliver the required housing need for the 

District, Option’s B and C. The Council, in the first 

instance, will have to give due consideration to the 

Settlement Hierarchy as set out in Policy SWDP2 of the 

extant Development Plan, focusing on edge of 

settlement delivery and links to the existing road 

network. 

8 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Blank entry Blank entry 

35 Prosser 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The Overall Development Strategy should be based on a 

continuation of the adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy - locate new developments throughout the 

south Worcestershire on the periphery of the City, 

towns and villages linking to the existing road network. 

Noted. 

130 

Mr 

Chris 

The Overall 

Development 

Inadequate evidence base backing this part of the 

strategy on the volumes and modes of transport 

Comments are noted.  The option of new 

settlements was included within the Issues and 
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Haynes Strategy used by local businesses and the local, regional and 

national end-points involved. 

Evesham and surrounding villages are heavily 

committed to nation-wide transportation of perishable 

goods. These transport needs place an inappropriate 

load on a local road structure originally intended for 

purely local communication purposes.  

Has there been any study on the potential for significant 

parts of this fresh produce logistics load to be 

undertaken by rail? Is there potential to re-locate to 

more appropriate locations within the area: high-

capacity road or rail nodes? 

Separate comment on Development Strategy Options: 

Missing: an option to create entirely new work / live 

settlements. Such an approach could also be a solution 

to the logistics transport issue above. 

Options consultation - this is being considered by the 

SWCs and if progressed would result in the creation 

of at least one new settlement providing a mix of 

housing and employment development and 

supporting community facilities.  

157 

Mr 

Chris 

Williams 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The Overall Development Strategy should prioritise Rail 

Station Focused Development, followed by Increased 

Densities through Regeneration and then a 

Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy - this will limit pressures on existing and 

proposed transport infrastructure. 

Noted. 

164 

Lisa 

Porter 

The Overall 

Development 

My main concerns are that the current infrastructure 

e.g. the roads, hospitals, medical services and schools, 

Noted.  The Infrastructure Delivery Plan will identify 

the infrastructure required to support the 
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Strategy children's services are not coping with existing 

populations let alone expanded populations via housing 

developments.  

Therefore logically the plans are flawed. Once the 

infrastructure is improved then the proposals could be 

considered. 

implementation of the plan. 

169 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The marked increase in the number of shorter journeys 

made by car noted above demonstrates people's 

unwillingness/inability to make short journeys on foot, 

by bike or by bus. So I think the overall strategy should 

use a combination of options a (Rail Station Focused 

Development) and c (Increasing Densities through 

Regeneration). 

Worcester needs a new train station to serve the 

university on the west side of the river, and if the 

planned development at Newland near Malvern goes 

ahead there's a case for another halt on the line east of 

Malvern Link. 

Reducing the need to travel by car is important too, so I 

was disappointed that plans to change the layout of 

Church St in Great Malvern recently weren't taken 

forward. The proportion of cars on the road making the 

school run during the morning peak in Malvern is also 

very high, and measures which might be outside the 

scope of this plan but within the powers of 

Worcestershire County Council could make a difference 

Comments are noted.  The SWCs recognise the 

importance of promoting transport by alternative 

modes to the private car. 
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here - for example, school transport provision, making 

pavements and road crossings near schools safer, and 

ensuring that more children can attend their nearest 

school. 

204 

Mr 

Andrew 

Robinson 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The overall development strategy needs to address the 

fact that Worcester is on the brink of gridlock, as work 

has not yet started on the missing sections of ring road. 

Completing the ring road needs to be the top priority 

for development, and completion of the ring road needs 

to happen before any new large developments are 

allowed to put further strain on Worcester's inadequate 

road network. 

Noted, however, the Infrastructure Delivery Plan will 

set out the required infrastructure to support 

delivery of the SWDP review. This will include 

transport and healthcare. 

218 

Mr 

Stuart 

Dickenson 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The Overall Development Strategy should be based on 

Rail Station Focused Development and Large Urban 

Extension - this will allow easier travelling to 

employment. 

Noted. 

230 

Sandy 

Peach 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option B. Noted. 

244 

Chris 

Neville 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Villages to the West of the River Severn in Worcester, 

such as Hallow, have more challenging issues of road 

connection, particularly to the M5, and to rail stations. 

The comments are noted. Where relevant, area or 

site specific comments will be taken into account in 

the Strategic Housing Land and Employment Land 

Availability Assessment and in determining the 

Preferred Options.     

301 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option C - First Option. 
Noted. 
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Option A - Second Option. 

Option B & D - Least favourable. 

322 

Barbourne Road 

Group 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option c. is considered to be the most sustainable of 

the options. 

Increasing densities of existing settlements will utilise 

existing travel and transport infrastructure and 

regenerate under used land and vacant sites. 

The option should be used in conjunction with option b. 

which we regard as being the principal means of 

meeting new housing requirements on the plan area. 

The SWDPR should allocate small and medium sites 

within the settlement areas for development in 

accordance with paragraph 68 of the NPPF. Paragraph 

68 c) provides that LPA’s should support the 

development of windfall sites through their policies and 

decisions – giving great weight to the benefits of using 

suitable sites within existing settlements for homes. 

Agree, option C is considered as the most sustainable 

alongside option A. Although option B is not 

considered as the best option. A dispersed approach 

is expected to exacerbate air pollution, including 

GHG emissions and particulate matter, and as a 

result, would result in a net increase in the carbon 

footprint of the area. 

335 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

This continues to support my view for the approach to 

the SWDP. 
Noted. 

350 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Agree with the options. Noted. 
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1452 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

b. Focussed on urban development rather than destroy 

the unique rural village which is essential for tourism. 

a. Focus on rail links if  buses are going to continue to 

be cut. 

Noted. 

411 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option a. Noted. 

434 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option A. Noted. 

445 

Mrs 

Jill 

Crawley 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Development needs to be focused in towns that have 

an existing infrastructure to meet residents needs. 

Where new infrastructure is needed it would be more 

cost effective in a higher density housing area, rather 

than spread across wide rural areas. Thus regeneration 

of underused and vacant sites is a good idea regarding 

provision of, and access to, infrastructure for providers 

and residents. Additionally it ensures vacant lot 

eyesores are not left abandoned within towns. 

Comments are noted. An Infrastructure Delivery Plan 

will be prepared to set out the infrastructure 

required to support the delivery of the Plan.  

453 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Blank Response. Blank Response. 

472 

Mr 

Stephen 

Lomax 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

In our view, the key is to deliver new development in 

the most sustainable way, which means that it may be 

necessary to adopt a development strategy that 

incorporates an element of each option set out in the 

Comments are noted. 
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Issues and Options document. In other words, it may be 

necessary to identify large urban extensions and/or to 

focus development around rail stations. However, we 

believe that option (b) – locating new development 

throughout south Worcestershire on the periphery of 

the city, towns and villages – is still the most logical and 

sustainable strategy and should form the principal 

approach to delivering new development throughout 

the area moving forward. Allocating further housing 

development at Upton Snodsbury would contribute 

towards this aim. 

654 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option C - 1st choice. 

Option A - 2nd choice. 

Noted. 

478 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Prefer (a), (c), or (d). As (b) relies too heavily on cat 1 

villages who cannot sustain further growth of this level 

on top of SWDP 2016 allocations.  Infrastructure, road 

networks, bus services, schools and health care 

provision are already under pressure.  The overall 

development strategy needs to recognise the current 

challenges to cat 1 villages, particularly west of the 

river. 

Option A, C and D have been identified as the best 

options within the sustainability appraisal. 

1404 

Mr 

David 

Clark 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

My comments pertain specifically to the proposed 

development at Fowlers Farm, Green Lane, Naunton. 

The criteria on which the overall development strategy 

is based seem sound, as they focus on good access to 

transport links, regeneration in urban areas like 

The comments are noted.  Where relevant site 

specific comments will be taken into account in the 

Strategic Housing Land and Employment Land 

Availability Assessment and in determining the 

Preferred Options.     
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Worcester, Malvern and Evesham and extension of the 

same large urban areas. When the proposed 

development site in Naunton is examined the following 

conclusions can be reached: 

1. Rail Station Focus: The site is a 12mile drive to 

the new Worcester Parkway site via the A38, 

8.5 miles to Pershore and 9.4 miles to Great 

Malvern, meaning it is about as far away from 

theses rail stations as you can get and a car 

journey is required for all given there are no bus 

services through Naunton. A lack of parking at 

both Pershore and Great Malvern, plus the 

attraction of more frequent services will mean 

Worcester Parkway is the most suitable but 

furthest station. The proposed Naunton site 

does not fit the "Rail  Station Focus" criteria. 

2. Continuation of the Adopted SWDP 

Development Strategy - locate new 

development throughout the south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, 

towns and villages linking to the existing road 

network. Naunton is neither a city, town or 

village, having no shops, pubs or bus routes or 

any other amenities. A car journey is required 

for everything. It lies away from existing major 

road network, with only narrow lanes in and 

out. The proposed development site at Naunton 

is therefore not on the periphery of a city, town 

or village and does not have access to any 
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useable road network. In addition, the site is 

outside of the Adopted SWDP development 

plan. 

3. Increasing density through generation. The 

proposed development site at Naunton is not a 

regeneration site being farmland before 2007 

when it was partitioned into a paddock when 

the neighbouring barns were converted to living 

accommodation. The proposed site does 

therefore not meet this criteria. 

4. Large Urban Extension. Naunton is not a large 

urban area and has none of the amenities, 

transport links or safe and reasonable access to 

existing transport corridors. It does therefore 

not meet this criteria. 

Therefore, the proposed development off Green Lane in 

Naunton does not meet any of the option criteria and 

should not be included in the plan. 

557 

Dave and Viv 

Yemm 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Concerns regarding the development of housing on 

open fields in Abberley as the villages 

infrastructure only just supports itself currently and any 

more development would devastate the village. 

The comments are noted.  Where relevant site 

specific comments will be taken into account in the 

Strategic Housing Land and Employment Land 

Availability Assessment and in determining the 

Preferred Options.     

566 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option 1a - Partially supported. 

Option 1b - Not supported. 
Noted. 
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Option 1c - Partially supported relating to Brownfield 

land. 

1d - Supported. 

2419 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

C, D, B, A. In that order of priority. I also believe that 

smaller villages should have developments of a 

minimum size of 10 houses allocated to them. 

Comments are noted. 

2717 

Craig 

Muncaster 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option 1d – large urban extension is supported. 

Option 1c is NOT supported except in respect of 

Brownfield sites. 

Option 1a is NOT supported except in respect of the 

new Worcestershire Parkway station. 

Option 1b is NOT supported. 

Noted. 

2802 

Mr 

Stephen 

Hyde 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Whilst the new parkway can take some minor 

development i.e. a hotel, petrol station and offices, the 

location of all significant development would be major 

cost due to additional roads from M5 to the site, railway 

crossings and whilst long term option to 2041 it would 

not deliver short term objections over the next 10 

years. 

Comments are noted. 

1000 

Ms 

Karen 

Pace 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Comments relating to Option 1. Noted. 

1002 Ms The Overall Comments related to option C - increasing densities Noted. 
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Karen 

Pace 

Development 

Strategy 

through regeneration. 

1003 

Ms 

Karen 

Pace 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Partially against option B and the strategic direction for 

growth being in villages. 
Noted. 

1882 

Martin and Nicky 

Parry 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

1a not supported save for Parkway, 1c is not supported 

save for brownfield sites, 1b not supported. 
Comments are noted. 

1181 

Daniel 

Harding 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option 1D is supported. Noted. 

1374 

Mark 

Smith 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option A and D supported Noted. 

1622 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Blank Response. Blank Response. 

697 

Mr 

Leon 

Crawley 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Increasing Densities through Regeneration – locate new 

development in existing urban areas, through 

intensification in urban centres and regeneration of 

underused or vacant sites, taking advantage of active 

travel and sustainable transport hubs, and reducing the 

need to travel.  

To provide further capacity I would favour Large Urban 

Extension – locate new development in large urban 

Increasing densities has been listed as the most 

sustainable approach via the sustainability appraisal. 

As part of the call for sites process we have received 

sites that are being considered as new large urban 

extensions, although the question of deliverability 

alludes. 
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extensions, using existing transport corridors. 

2739 

Mr 

David 

Clark 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

In addition to sites already identified on the periphery 

of Worcester, Malvern, Pershore and Evesham, I would 

propose that sites to the east of the M5, near J6 are 

examined. With easy access to the M5, major A roads 

and the new Worcester Parkway rail station, plus close 

proximity to the employment sites in north Worcester, 

large scale development in this location would be in line 

with the plan and deliver significant levels of modern 

sustainable housing. 

Comments are noted.  The SWCS have undertaken an 

extensive call for sites and all sites put forward are 

being considered through the SHELAA process. 

2928 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

a) Consideration could be given to this option 

particularly if bus routes are enhanced to cater for rail 

travel. 

b) Not Supported 

c) Only on Brownfield Sites 

d) Urban sites may be considered the best way forward, 

with new infrastructure meeting all the requirements in 

the locality. 

Comments are noted. 

1053 

Neil 

Hickling 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option A is supporting with focus at Worcester Parkway 

station due to open in 2019. 

Option D is also supported. 

Noted. The Shrub Hill train station in Worcester is 

allocated as an opportunity zone in the current 

SWDP and has great potential to 

accommodate growth.   

1023 

Dr 

Graeme 

The Overall 

Development 

Noted. Option C - Increasing Densities though 

Regeneration and Option D - Large Urban Extension. 
Noted. 
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Crisp Strategy 

643 

Mr 

Mike 

Oakley 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Development of underused and vacant sites should be 

the main focus for development in South 

Worcestershire. Where appropriate development 

should also be encouraged near Railway Stations if the 

Station has good access to other modes of sustainable 

transport such as regular bus services, or cycle 

routes.  A number of Railway stations in South 

Worcestershire have poor facilities and little 

opportunity for onward travel. 

Comments are noted.  Whilst the redevelopment of 

brownfield sites is still a priority it is acknowledged 

that this does not provide enough capacity to 

accommodate all of the development requirements 

within south Worcestershire. 

2698 

MR 

David 

Drury 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

1a Rail station development I agree. 

1b I agree to development on the periphery of city, 

towns etc. 

1c  I agree to new developments in existing urban areas 

and using travel hubs. 

Comments are noted. 

2704 

MRS 

Anita 

Drury 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

1a Rail station development I agree. 

1b I agree to development on the periphery of city, 

towns etc. 

1c I agree to new developments in existing urban areas 

and using travel hubs. 

Noted. 

1008 

Mrs 

Judith 

Shelton 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Opted for Options A and D. Noted. 
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781 

C 

P 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option C and D. Noted. 

1557 

Mr 

David 

Yates 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

This option looks very good to hit the numbers 

required. Building on existing bus routes near transport 

and other support and infrastructure such as hospitals, 

schools, shops with easy upgrading to high-speed, 

internet cabling makes a lot of sense. The principle of 

focussed building in fewer areas of regeneration, taking 

advantage of active travel and sustainable transport 

hubs, and reducing the need to travel is going to offer 

far greater economies of scale and speed of delivery. 

Comments are noted. 

830 

Mr 

Haydon 

Higgins 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

I would support b. Continuation of the Adopted SWDP 

Development strategy. 

Developments should not be considered where there 

are no current public transport links, where the use of 

private cars on a frequent basis to access shopping, 

schooling and service needs would fail to accord with 

provisions of the SWDP. 

 The NPPF provides a framework within which 

locally-prepared plans for housing and other 

development can be produced with aim of 

achieving sustainable development. Without having 

sufficient transport links and other 

facilities development would be deemed 

unsustainable. As part of the Strategic Housing and 

Employment Land Availability Assessment sites will 

be assessed and put through a transport model 

which will help determine whether a site submitted 

is sustainable. This will be used to inform the 

preferred options stage of the plan review which is 

timetabled for November/December 2019. 

852 Terra Strategic 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Supports option 3b because: 

1. It has the best chance of delivery, ensuring the 

Comments are noted. 
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housing requirement is met and allowing at 

least 10% of the requirement to be on sites 

of less than 1 ha.  

2. It allows the settlement hierarchy to be refined 

to focus on public transport, reducing car travel. 

3. It allows for organic growth which meets the 

need where it arises and provides the best 

opportunity to deliver affordable housing, build 

to rent, specialist accommodation and self 

build.  

874 

Mr 

Michael 

Jones 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The established hierarchy of settlements should be the 

starting point for the distribution of development as 

this represents the most sustainable strategy. 

Opportunities should be investigated for locating a 

proportion of future growth in close proximity to rail 

stations providing the locations have a level of existing 

facilities to enable any new growth to be sustainable 

unless the scale of future development is sufficient to 

ensure that the new community can become 

sustainable. 

Comments are noted. 

887 

Dr 

Rachel 

Matthews 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We are clearly living through a time of structural change 

for the retail industry; the predominance of empty 

shops demonstrates that the allocation of space for 

retail needs a thorough rethink. At the same time the 

location of out-of-town shopping merely accelerates the 

decline of traditional high streets and contributes 

hugely to traffic congestion. Putting a moratorium on 

the extension of out-of-town shopping facilities would 

Comments are noted.  It is beyond the scope of the 

SWDP to prevent out of town shopping however, the 

SWCs implement the sequential approach to 

development of town centre uses which means that 

it must be demonstrated that there are no suitable 

alternative sites available to accommodate the 

development which are located in a town centre or 

edge of centre location.  
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be a sensible idea. It is likely in the future that structural 

change will increasingly make these spaces redundant 

anyway so their creation is largely unsustainable. 

Repurposing High Street properties for residential 

would also be away of bringing more space into use and 

providing small units for single people, both young and 

old. Having people living in town centres also supports 

smaller, food-led shops which add to the vibrancy of 

towns. 

892 

Mr 

Robert 

Turner 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Re-using land in towns should be given priority over 

expanding into green field sites. Presumably it is more 

expensive to clean up an old site to make it suitable for 

new housing but that is an essential part of responsible 

planning and should not be ignored. 

Comments are noted however there is not a 

sufficient supply of brownfield sites to meet all of the 

development needs within south Worcestershire. 

1542 

Mr 

Joe 

Procter-Nicholls 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Whilst I understand the advantages of development 

being focused around train stations, I have major 

concerns about the suggestion in [a]. A two mile radius 

around train stations will be particularly damaging to 

the open countryside particularly around both Pershore 

station, and even more significantly the new Worcester 

Parkway which could potentially lead to a complete loss 

of Green Belt around the East of Worcester City - 

potentially merging Norton, Stoulton, Whittington etc 

with the city of Worcester. This would represent almost 

uncontrollable urban sprawl, ruining these rural 

environments forever - as visual amenities, areas for 

wildlife to exist and the general the rural character. This 

would be devastating. 

Comments are noted.  These matters will be 

considered in determining the preferred 

development strategy and allocating sites for 

development. 
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1099 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Options C - Increasing Densities through Regeneration. 

Option D - Large Urban Extensions. 

Noted. 

1429 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

I believe that the overall development strategy should 

focus on locating new housing in urban areas, given: 1) 

the lack of investment in the local road network 

(affecting small towns and villages) and 2) the 

reduction of the bus network and frequency of buses in 

rural areas.  I would therefore support:  a. Rail station 

focussed development, and c. Increasing densities 

through regeneration. 

Comments are noted. 

1004 

Mr 

David 

Portman 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Transportation is already overloaded, particularly roads, 

and trains/public transport need greater inducements 

to encourage wider use. Plans need to be made for an 

additional M5 junction, serving Malvern area, between 

existing Jtn 6 & 7 

This is strictly a Highways England initiative therefore 

outside the scope of the SWDP. By looking at 

experiences elsewhere this would be unlikely to 

happen. 

1007 

Jim 

Waits 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Would welcome development in villages to increase the 

vibrancy of the settlements. Suggests that directing 

growth towards villages will contribute towards schools, 

shops and other villages facilities. 

A village facilities and rural transport study 

(VFRTS) has assessed all villages and their ability to 

accommodate growth in a sustainable manner. The 

results from the survey will be released as part of the 

SWDP review and may increase or decrease the 

development that can be sustained in such villages. 

The Government’s National Planning Policy 

Framework (NPPF) 2018 paragraph 78 states: 

 “To promote sustainable development in rural areas, 

housing should be located where it will enhance or 
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maintain the vitality of rural communities. Planning 

policies should identify opportunities for villages to 

grow and thrive, especially where this will support 

local services. Where there are groups of smaller 

settlements, development in one village may support 

services in a village nearby.” The VFRTS is in support 

of this. 

1333 

Mr 

Malcolm 

Pink 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Support Option 1a - The most sustainable approach is 

to site new major housing and employment 

developments within easy reach of existing railway 

stations or providing new rail stations as part of a large 

scale development such as a new settlement or garden 

village. 

Support Option 1b –  The Plan Policy should recognise 

that Villages in Rural areas have specific needs and 

focussed development for housing and employment can 

help to reduce isolation, improve environments and 

revive community businesses. Also, through a planning 

agreement, it may provide funding for small-scale local 

infrastructure projects to help connectivity. 

Comments are noted. 

1015 

Annette 

Crouchman 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Opposed to Option A, unless there are public transport 

links to schools etc. 
Noted. 

1016 

Annette 

Crouchman 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

After public consultation might it be better to build 

permanent homes on land allocated for static caravan 

parks.  Static caravans are usually second homes. This 

might require some amendment of legislation but with 

Comments are noted.  Where such sites have been 

submitted through the call for sites they will be 

considered. 
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increasing flexibility in the interpretation of 

Neighbourhood Plans this presumably is feasible. 

1044 

H 

Johnson 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Strictly against Green Belt development. 

Noted. The Green Belt is still highly regarded in 

National Policy. An evidence based document 

reviewing the Green Belt has been commissioned to 

ensure that it is still serving its purpose. 

1322 

Mr 

Ian 

Rodenhurst 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Support Option 1a - The most sustainable approach is 

to site new major housing and employment 

developments within easy reach of existing railway 

stations or providing new rail stations as part of a large 

scale development such as a new settlement or garden 

village. 

Support Option 1b – The Plan Policy should recognise 

that Villages in Rural areas have specific needs and 

focussed development for housing and employment can 

help to reduce isolation, improve environments and 

revive community businesses. 

Comments are noted. 

1257 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

An amalgam of a. and c. are likely to provide the best 

options. I would suggest that with regard to a. it might 

be better to reduce the area to within 1 or 1.5 miles, 

most people are unwilling to walk 2 miles to get public 

transport. Road networks are under strain and more car 

travel needs to be discouraged due to climate change 

imperatives. 

Comments are noted.  

1413 

Mrs 

Gillian 

The Overall 

Development 

The plan should locate new development in existing 

urban areas, through intensification in urban centres 
Comments are noted. 
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Crisp Strategy and regeneration of underused or vacant sites, taking 

advantage of active travel and sustainable transport 

hubs, and reducing the need to travel.  New 

development should be located in large urban 

extensions, using existing transport corridors east of the 

river Severn. 

1491 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Support regeneration over using periphery. Noted. 

1519 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Increasing Densities through Regeneration Noted. 

1543 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Blank Response. Blank Response. 

1544 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The road and rail network is already operating at near 

capacity and there is limited scope to accommodate 

additional demand. 

On the rail network, parking facilities are a particular 

issue along with the frequency of services on the 

Worcester/Bromsgrove/Birmingham route.  Some 

additional capacity could be gained by starting services 

earlier in the morning, but this would just exacerbate 

the parking shortage for later travellers. 

I would welcome a commitment to option c - using 

Comments are noted. 
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some of the derelict or disused areas within towns 

would seem an eminently sensible idea for siting new 

homes as it would negate the need for road transport 

3697 

J 

Devonshire 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Although the development of new settlements on 

greenfield sites would create considerable disturbance 

and suffering to those living or working in the areas 

chosen for them, I believe they are the best way to 

accommodate future growth. These need not 

necessarily be as large as the New Towns of the 1950s 

and 60s. New settlements are self-contained, whereas 

the present policy of adding to the outskirts of existing 

settlements is visibly a failure, especially in regard to its 

adverse impact on traffic and congestion. 

Comments are noted. 

3539 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Statement a – yes this is possible for both the Parkway 

and any other local stations, and in particular any that 

could reopen. 

Statement b – the problem with accepting this 

statement is that some of the villages on the periphery 

of towns have had vast quantities of development and it 

would be very difficult for this to continue. Some towns 

and villages have had very little development and could 

possibly take more but this will soon be saturated. 

Statement c – I agree that this can happen in some 

areas. 

Statement d – I do agree with this large urban 

Comments are noted. 
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extensions could be provided using existing transport 

corridors, but one thing that must not happen is that all 

the development for say “a new town” should not all be 

put into the SWDPR which is hoped to be adopted in 

2021 and would then be valid until the next revision in 

2026 and as we know from experience within the South 

Worcestershire area, it takes a long time to get the 

development built. Subsequently it would be better to 

spread the development for a new town over say over 

three or four plan revisions. 

1948 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The strategy should be based on a combination of b and 

c. I do not believe that existing rail stations have a large 

enough catchment area to avoid car transport and 

parking arrangements are inadequate. Much better to 

concentrate new developments near to convenient bus 

routes in existing urban areas. 

Comments are noted. 

1645 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

1a: I do not support this. The new Parkway station is a 

welcome development, but to locate further 

development around it would be perverse as it would 

have the effect of impeding traffic flow and access, 

reducing the benefits of the station. 

1b: I do not support this. The maintenance of the 

identity of historical towns and villages is important, as 

is the maintenance of the green environment. 

1c: I support this in respect of brownfield sites but not 

for green areas of biological, historical and cultural 

Comments are noted. 
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significance. 

1d: I support this option.  

1570 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option 1d – large urban extension is supported. 

Option 1c is NOT supported except in respect of 

Brownfield sites. 

Option 1a is NOT supported except in respect of the 

new Worcestershire Parkway station. 

Option 1b is NOT supported. 

Support for option 1d is supported and opposing 

comments with exceptions are also noted. Sites have 

been submitted within the Parkway Station and are 

being considered within the SHELAA process. The 

assessment of all sites are looking at the suitability of 

development and its capabilities to delivery housing 

or employment.   

1635 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option 1d – large urban extension is supported. 

Option 1c is NOT supported except in respect of 

Brownfield sites. 

Option 1a is NOT supported except in respect of the 

new Worcestershire Parkway station. 

Option 1b is NOT supported 

Comments are noted. 

1705 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option 1a is supported but the the boundary should be 

one mile not two miles to ensure the best chance of 

avoiding additional car commuting to stations. One mile 

would be seen as walkable by many, two miles would 

not. 

Option 1b is not supported as there is already 

Comments are noted. 
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significant impact on communities and facilities from 

the existing plans. 

Option 1c is not supported, save for Brownfield Sites 

Option 1d is supported 

2485 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Support "b" Noted. 

1792 

Mr and Mrs 

Ross and Sarah 

Naulls 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Agree it should be mainly railway station focused/public 

transport focused. 

Believe continuation of the adopted SWDP 

Development Strategy is correct strategy to take. 

Development in villages or open countryside or on 

Green Belt should not be considered in any way due to 

lack of infrastructure (superfast fibreoptic broadband 

provision, lack of transport services, insufficient utilities 

provision, lack of cycle paths, safe road crossings, 

footpaths, non lit streets). Must be in sustainable 

locations. Need to protect AONBs / Green Belt / Open 

Countryside. 

New development must have the provisions of 

superfast/fibreoptic broadband, public transport links 

reducing use of cars, sustainability, green energy, must 

consider distances to health services/education 

services/employment opportunities, links to local 

Comments are noted. 
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facilities are safe to use. 

The open countryside needs to be safeguarded and 

protected. 

1864 Lioncourt Homes 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The overall development strategy is a key consideration 

for the SWDPR. Suggests that whilst rail focussed 

development might be sustainable in travel terms it 

would be more difficult to establish a new location 

around enhanced rail links when services and facilities 

are mostly in the main towns.  Therefore the focus 

should be on sites that have good access tot he main 

towns.      

Increased densities could provide some support to the 

overall strategy but needs to be promoted with 

care.  Regeneration schemes carry greater risks and can 

often fail to deliver, for example, Shrub Hill in 

Worcester.  

Likewise, over reliance on large sites such as the urban 

extensions needs to be approached with care, the 

current urban extensions are unlikely to have delivered 

by the time the plan review is adopted.  The plan should 

include a greater variety of sites throughout the plan 

area, particularly in the wider Worcester area and its 

hinterland. This should include sites which are available 

now for example the Lioncourt Homes site at Rushwick 

.  

Comments are noted.  The need for a range of sites 

to be allocated to deliver the housing number is 

acknowledged.  
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1903 Kler Group Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We consider that the overall development strategy be 

focused upon scenario B in option 1; that is to say, a 

continuation of the SWDP Development Strategy 

locating new development throughout South 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. This is a 

strategy that was found sound as part of the SWDP, and 

has been largely successful in delivering housing growth 

in a timely manner, maintaining a five-year housing land 

supply in the recent past. 

Scenarios A, C and D are relatively untested in South 

Worcestershire, they are a deviation from the already 

agreed development strategy, and bring with them 

inherent risk at a time when NPPF2 is reiterating the 

importance of delivery. 

Comments are noted. 

2004 

Mrs 

Susan 

Carpenter 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Blank Response. Blank Response. 

2023 

Mr 

David 

William Jenkins 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Suggests that housing completions are dominated by 

large building companies with standardised products 

and that more local builders can provide a better design 

solution for the locality as well as a better quality 

product.  

One site which does impress is at Flyford Flavel it is 

based on a village green design.  This next time round I 

would like to see all of the smaller villages absorb more 

of the new builds. This in my opinion would help the 

Comments are noted. 
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villages survive instead of stagnating and help spread 

the load. There would not be one village that could not 

support more houses they all have natural in fills. 

Modern equipment can easily over come any building 

problems including sewage, rainwater etc. The main 

reason for not building is because they are not 

sustainable, where has that come from. 

2024 

Rod 

Pegler 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Looking to the future there have to be better and more 

sensible locations for development that will produce 

sustainable homes for the benefit of the council, local 

economy, families and the environment. These 

locations must obviously include cities, towns and 

villages which all have services and transport links. The 

development of new towns must also be a 

consideration where appropriate. 

Comments are noted. 

2072 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Suggests that options 1a, 1b, 1c, and 1d are not 

mutually exclusive and should all be implemented. 

Supports option 1a and provides information 

promoting a site which is 0.8 miles from Malvern Link 

rail station.  Reserves the right to make further 

comments once transport modelling has taken place. 

Supports option 1b and suggests that Malvern should 

be designated a 'main town' within the settlement 

hierarchy. 

Supports the principle of option 1c though suggests that 

Comments are noted. 
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this alone will not deliver the housing numbers 

required. 

Supports option 1d and proposes an urban extension to 

the North of Malvern. 

2221 

Mr 

Kevin 

Knowles 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The review should include the impact of developments 

just over the boundaries of South Worcestershire. 

Gloucestershire’s current proposal is likely to double 

the size of Tewkesbury by developing the Ashchurch 

area. This will not only impact the southern end of 

Wychavon but also impact throughout the area by 

increasing traffic from the M5 along the A46 past 

Evesham. A review will inform the need for 

requirements for infrastructure in these areas – eg. 

Dualling up the A46. 

Comments are noted.  This will be addressed through 

the on going commitment to the Duty to 

Cooperate.  A Statement of Common ground will be 

published alongside the Preferred Options. 

2222 

Mrs 

Ann 

Powell 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Isn't it about time that we all seriously think about what 

we are trying to achieve in this wonderful county - 

building communities and providing accommodation 

and homes for the next generation, or decimating this 

area of outstanding natural beauty to satisfy the greed 

of developers and planners who are selling to wealthy, 

multiple home owners who come to the Cotswolds to 

play for a very minimum of time, or worse, buying 

properties to rent out. The large executive homes are 

way beyond their financial reach as are the so called 

"affordable" homes which are now being snapped up by 

second home owners for holiday rental. 

Comments are noted. 
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2227 

Barratt 

Developments 

Ltd et al 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Blank Response. Blank Response. 

2308 

Carolyn 

Yates 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Objection to development at Naunton (WR8 0PY): Poor 

and dangerous access, no public transport, danger of 

flooding, harmful to the areas character and lack of 

local amenities. 

In favour of development at Ryall and Upton upon 

Severn due to existing amenities/infrastructure. 

The comments are noted - Where relevant, site 

specific comments will be taken into account in the 

Strategic Housing Land and Employment Land 

Availability Assessment and in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

2320 

Jan 

Russell 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

B Noted. 

2474 Valefresco Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The overall development strategy should be based on a 

combination of approaches as concentrating on just one 

approach for example a new settlement could lead to 

speculative development should the scheme encounter 

viability issues and delays. 

A combination of elements of Options a, b and c would 

be appropriate as it focusses development in the more 

sustainable locations where there is access to public 

transport. It is considered that the options available for 

large urban extensions (d) would actually result in more 

unsustainable patterns of development as they would 

expand the existing settlements beyond a scale that 

connects these areas with the existing settlement and 

Comments are noted. 
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potentially result in more car based travel. 

A combination of rail station focussed development, 

locating new development throughout south 

Worcestershire in the city, towns and villages where 

there are links to the existing road network, and 

increasing densities through regeneration in existing 

urban areas, including the use of underused or vacant 

sites would be the most sustainable options. 

2560 

Land 

Partnerships 

Developments 

Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The “rail station focus development” should not form 

the basis of the strategy. We believe that trying to 

locate all “significant new development” within two 

miles of an existing, enhanced or proposed rail stations 

will lead to unsustainable patterns of development. 

In the first instance development should be directed 

towards areas in close proximity to where the needed 

arises, as opposed to locations with train station access 

to these locations. For example, development should be 

directed towards Worcester City, and the villages 

surrounding Worcester City, to meet its growth 

requirements. 

Furthermore, we consider that the timeframe needed 

to bring forward such large-scale development cannot 

be delivered within the timeframe of the Plan. 

Comments are noted. 

2712 

Mr 

Peter 

The Overall 

Development 

Surely it would make sense to focus new house onto a 

major site such as an old airfield – this could have 

Comments are noted.  The Long Marston 

development lies in Stratford upon Avon District 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 275



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Burgess Strategy critical mass supporting a range of facilities? My wife 

and I would favour this large urban extension concept. 

Please take it seriously especially if it could be rail 

connected. Where are you with the Long Marston 

development ? what is the site potential? 

which is beyond the boundary of south 

Worcestershire and outside of the scope of the 

SWDP review.  

2757 

W J 

Scott 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Raises concern over the amount of development 

concentrated in Rushwick and Broadheath parishes and 

the fact that the infrastructure is struggling to cope now 

without further development.  Raises concern that 

villages are losing their rural identity, that agricultural 

land is being lost and so are attractive countryside 

views.  

Raises concern about the volume of traffic on rural 

roads and the fact that new developments with poor 

public transport and insufficient parking make this 

worse.  There are particular traffic problems crossing 

the river in Worcester and pollution levels have 

exceeded the national standards.  Additional growth 

should be located to reduce the need to travel - close 

to main roads and railway stations and within walking 

distance of key facilities.  Brownfield sites should be 

used where possible.    

Comments are noted. 

2763 

Mr 

Michael 

Cooper 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Whilst accepting that all of the areas of land projected 

on the draft plan are unlikely to be developed, more 

provision needs to be made for "buffer zones" ie. a form 

of Green Belt as a cushion for adjoining neighbourhoods 

and to provide recreational/countryside facilities. 

Additionally, there appears to be low usage of 

Comments are noted. 
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brownfield sites, inner town/city areas. Rather than 

build into the rural landscape in such quantity, urban 

zones should be used as a priority. 

The prospect for transport, particularly public and 

cycling/walking, is not given enough emphasis. With a 

County Council which has, as its over-riding focus, the 

provision of more and more roads, attempting to ease 

congestion and pollution, this is having the precise 

reverse effect in attracting yet more vehicles onto the 

highways. The dualling of the A4440, for example, is not 

going to be the panacea for the County's problems, only 

the provision of an improved and integrated public 

transport system and construction of safe/direct 

walking/cycling routes will assist. 

2765 

Mrs 

Annie 

Chaplin 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

During the last 20 years Evesham has changed from 

a beautiful well cared for market town with amenities 

and infrastructure, doctors surgeries and hospitals 

which met the needs of the residents. It used to attract 

visitors in coach loads from Birmingham when they had 

direct access to the waterside with a coach park by the 

Marine Ballroom. That excellent attraction to the town 

was demolished! The other main venue the Public Hall 

was put in mothballs and now must be under threat 

with this new Riverside development. The Valley 

development out of town will ruin the town! The by 

pass built one supposes to alleviate the traffic problem 

seems to exacerbate it! Evesham now has become one 

big car park where drivers sit in queues of traffic for 

Comments are noted.  Each of the SWCs has a 

programme to bring empty homes back into use 

however, this can not overcome the need for 

additional house building.  
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about an hour to travel from north to south. Now you 

propose to build more houses, each household will have 

at the very least one car! The situation is impossible to 

manage! Traffic surveys have been done nothing has 

improved. The sewerage system is outdated and cant 

cope with the number of residents who live here 

presently.  There are many derelict houses which could 

be renovated instead of building new this would have 

the added advantage of tidying up our once delightful 

town. BUT the traffic problem and the facilities 

infrastructure problem has to be tackled first. 

2956 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Overall Development strategy:   I welcome the 

suggestion of railway-station focused strategy (and 

would also like to see an additional railway halt (for 

some of the local train services) for Newland and 

perhaps another nearer Worcester, also north of 

Worcester on the Birmingham line. 

Comments are noted. 

2985 

Keith 

Bridgewater 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

It would be more sensible to locate a new development 

with existing transport links to an urban area. 
Noted. 

3017 

Mrs 

P J 

Hemming 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

If we require all this new development that the 

Development Plan is saying the idea of building a new 

settlement is good. However, shops, school, and 

medical centre should be included. This and any other 

development should be located close to a town or 

where public transport is available such as trains and 

buses. 

Comments are noted. A new settlement would 

include services and facilities. 
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3018 

Joshua 

Salter 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

My main opinion is that new developments should be 

confined to existing major developed areas, primarily by 

developing on brown field sites within current 

settlement boundaries. Do not infringe on open 

countryside or greenbelt zones. 

If more housing is needed, why not allow many more 

individual green roof only developments with 

incorporated hidden Tesla style solar tiles triple glazing 

super-efficient insulation- water harvesting, etc. 

etc.  Housing that sits almost un-noticed and blends 

within its environment and has little or no impact on 

the spiralling planets energy requirements. 

Comments are noted.  However, whilst brownfield 

regeneration will be encouraged and maximised, it is 

already acknowledged that the SWCs can not meet 

all of their growth needs on brownfield sties.  The 

SWDP Review can not require all new housing to 

meet the standards specified within the response. 

3117 

Mr 

Donald 

Berry 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

This option looks at the overall development strategy 

for the SWDP area and suggests various options for the 

future growth of the area, which among other things 

includes the following suggestion: - 

Criterion b. is supported in this case, as South 

Worcestershire has a well-established range of 

sustainable towns and villages that are capable of 

accommodating further growth across the emerging 

plan period as they are well located, and already 

supported by the necessary infrastructure and facilities. 

In this case, the land at Vernon Arms, Hanbury is well 

placed to accommodate further housing growth in line 

with option 1 (b) highlighted above as Hanbury is a 

sustainable with a reasonable level of services and 

Comments are noted.  Site specific comments will be 

considered in the SHELAA process where 

appropriate. 
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sustainable transport options and capable of 

accommodating further growth. 

3149 

Mr 

William 

Davis 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

The spatial development strategy should reflect the 

requirements of the NPPF and provide a sufficient 

amount and variety of land in order to facilitate a 

continual supply of both market and affordable housing. 

This should include a supply of specific deliverable sites 

for years 1 to 5, 6 to 10, and where possible, years 11 to 

15 of the plan period. 

That will ensure that the identified Local Housing Need 

is met in full within the plan period, that a rolling 5 year 

housing land supply is maintained, that the housing 

needs of both urban and rural communities are 

addressed, and that everyone actually has the 

opportunity of a decent home in a sustainable 

community. Given the limited development capacity 

within the existing urban areas in the plan area, a full 

review of the opportunities to release and allocate 

greenfield sites for development where they are best 

placed to address the identified housing needs and 

delivery and can be supported through the provision of 

new and enhanced infrastructure is required. 

  

Comments are noted. The need for a range of sites to 

be allocated to deliver the housing number is 

acknowledged. 

An Infrastructure Delivery Plan will be prepared to 

set out the infrastructure required to support the 

delivery of the Plan.  

3282 

Mr 

Robin 

Bramley 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

My view is that the scale of the development and 

particularly the goals for sustainable transport mean 

that the best option is to extend Worcester or develop a 

new settlement. A new settlement near Worcester 

Parkway could be attractive for commuters. With the 

cutbacks in services, since the global financial crisis a 

Comments are noted. 
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decade ago, and limited facilities, I do not think that 

village developments are appropriate or in line with the 

stated goals. 

3293 

Mrs 

Sussanah 

Bramley 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Development of new sites, independent of existing 

settlements, would be in keeping with the intentions set 

out in the SWDP. The area south of Evesham and the 

Worcester Parkway site would be prime. 

Comments are noted. 

3662 Summix Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

For the various reasons explored in Section 3 of these 

representations Summix submits that the most sound 

and robust strategy for the SWDPR to adopt is a 

combination of A, B and C. Specifically, Worcester 

Parkway would be category A and Claines would be 

category B and not D. 

Comments are noted. 

3664 Summix Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

For the various reasons explored in Section 3 of these 

representations Summix submits that the most sound 

and robust strategy for the SWDPR to adopt is a 

combination of A, B and C. Specifically, Worcester 

Parkway would be category A and Claines would be 

category B and not D. 

Comments are noted. 

3749 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

We consider that the development strategy should be 

based on a combination of the following: 

• Rail Station Focussed Development – locate all 

significant new development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station. 

• Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Comments are noted. 
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Strategy – locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network.  

3766 

Pak Mecca 

Meats Ltd 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Our client agrees that the siting of new development 

can have a significant impact upon the existing 

transport network and therefore a pragmatic strategy 

for accommodating growth is required. 

However, it would be unwise to simply base the 

development strategy solely on a single option, as 

suggested in Option 1 of this Issues and Options 

document. The Plan should be flexible to allow for 

sustainable, natural growth, which, in turn, limits its 

impact on existing transport networks, whether this is 

option a, b, c or d. Indeed a mix of all strategies could 

potentially result in a more effective overall 

development strategy. 

We disagree with the findings of the Sustainability 

Appraisal (October 2018) that found Options A and C 

could potentially be considered to be the best 

performing Options. 

Option C would involve predominantly utilisation of 

previously developed sites, as there would be little else 

available within the thresholds stated. This approach 

would deter almost all of the volume house-builders 

from bringing sites forward for development, and it is 

considered that volume house-builders are crucial to 

Comments are noted.  The SA specific comments will 

be used in the next iteration of the SA report.  
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meeting the housing needs of all LPA area across the 

country. 

It is the opinion of our client that the new South 

Worcestershire Development Plan will principally need 

to continue with the current settlement 

hierarchy/development strategy outlined in the 

adopted South Worcestershire Development Plan 

(SWDP) that directs the majority of development on the 

periphery of the City of Worcester and the main towns 

of Malvern, Droitwich Spa and Evesham (Option B) as 

well as through Large Urban Extensions (Option D). A 

combination of these two options is the only way in 

which the plan could be capable of meeting the housing 

needs of the area, at the rate at which the housing is 

required. 

In short, a combination of Options B and D would help 

to ensure that the plan can deliver development of a 

quantity that satisfies the Local Housing Need. 

The response also makes detailed reference to a call for 

sites entry ‘Land at Hadzor’ Droitwich Spa. 

3835 

Mrs 

Marie 

Bonnick 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

New development should be located within easy reach 

of work with good road access, and within reach of 

schools, surgeries, shops, sports facilities and 

entertainment. 

Small villages (e.g. Great Witley) do not have these 

Comments are noted. 
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facilities. The roads are too busy with current traffic. 

Houses are built and bring in commuters who travel, 

often long distances, and do not integrate. The 

infrastructure is unsuitable. Affordable housing e.g. a 

Residential Home is needed so that elderly people do 

not have to move away. Green areas are essential for 

village life. 

3911 

Mr and Mrs 

Croxton 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option b is the most realistic approach – "continuation 

of the Adopted SWDP Development Strategy – locate 

new development throughout south Worcestershire on 

the periphery of the city, towns and villages linking to 

the existing road network." The document needs to 

ensure, to its greatest ability, that site allocations are 

deliverable – especially in the early stages of the plan 

period. Smaller allocations of sustainable and 

deliverable sites such as Land at Terrills Lane can yield 

in the short term which are distributed throughout the 

settlement not all in one place. 

The other options can be discounted for the following 

reasons: 

• Option a. assumes that there is a sufficient land within 

2 miles of train stations to cater for future 

development. However, there is no evidence base 

provided to suggest there is sufficient, suitable land 

available. 

• Option c advocates brownfield / regeneration 

Comments are noted.  

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 284



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

schemes as the development strategy for the plan. 

Typically these types of sites have prohibitive viability 

issues, are in multiple ownerships, and ultimately are 

unable to deliver the affordable housing required. 

• Option d suggests that the development strategy 

should be based on large urban extensions. Large sites 

often require major infrastructure works to be 

undertaken and constraints to overcome such as 

contaminated land, transport and ecology. Such 

constraints can have a major impact on delivery and 

create uncertainties in viability terms. Greater choice 

and flexibility is therefore required in terms of size and 

location of housing sites to provide sufficient certainty 

that the housing requirement will be met (at least). 

3890 

Society of 

Merchant 

Venturers 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

It is acknowledged within the Issues and Options Paper 

that Worcester cannot meet all of its housing needs 

within its administrative boundary. The adopted SWDP 

previously included proposals for c.10,000 units as 

urban extensions to Worcester – including land to the 

south of Worcester. However, the reality is that 

opportunities for future development on the edge of 

Worcester is heavily constrained by the Green Belt to 

the north, floodplain, and infrastructure capacity 

elsewhere. 

Accordingly, the SMV is of the view that a new 

settlement/Garden Village on land at the Croome Estate 

– which is not constrained by the designations above - is 

Comments are noted. 
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an alternative/additional option that the South 

Worcestershire Councils should consider. 

4212 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

It is considered that the overall development strategy 

should be based on a spatial distribution of housing 

growth which encompasses a mixture of the above 

options; namely a continuation of the adopted SWDP 

Development Strategy of locating new development 

throughout south Worcestershire on the periphery of 

the city, towns and villages linking to the existing road 

network. 

This spatial strategy would be in line with Government 

advice contained with the NPPF that significant 

development should be focused on locations which are 

or can be made sustainable, through limiting the need 

to travel and offering a genuine choice of transport 

modes. 

Comments are noted 

4529 

Mr 

A 

Wheelwright 

The Overall 

Development 

Strategy 

Option A, C and D. Noted. 

704 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

A review of development boundaries would be 

appropriate.  In some smaller settlements development 

boundaries have lead to inappropriately cramped 

development.  Some boundaries should be removed 

where settlements are no longer sustainable. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most suitable approach. 

518 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Development 

Boundaries 

Option 2c - Review existing Development Boundaries, 

looks like a sensible approach that would likely free up a 

A combination of options c and d is deemed the most 

appropriate approach. As was the case with the 
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Land Action 

Group 

Review large number of smaller development opportunities, 

subject to local consultation. 

Option 2e also has merit where a development 

boundary cannot be readily identified. 

Option 2d is strongly NOT supported. 

SWDP, the inclusion of SWDPR Allocations within the 

Development Boundary where they share a common 

boundary is considered suitable. 

542 

Robert Hitchins 

Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It makes sense to take the opportunity of reviewing all 

existing development boundaries as there will be 

opportunities for meeting elements of the housing 

requirement in sustainable locations adjacent to current 

development boundaries at the higher category villages. 

For example alongside these representations we have 

submitted details of two parcels of land at South 

Littleton (land off Shinehill Lane and land off Farm Lane) 

which could accommodate residential development 

adjoining the existing development boundary. 

Noted; individual parcels of land will be assessed in 

accordance with the agreed Methodology as part of 

the Development Boundary Review. 

603 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It seems likely that the development strategy will 

require a blend of most of these options but we would 

suggest that SA and the evidence base must guide the 

final elements chosen. At this stage we are only able to 

reiterate that development choices must be designed to 

deliver genuinely sustainable development that 

respects the existing environment, causes least harm to 

biodiversity, embeds biodiversity net-gain and offers 

the best potential to deliver more resilient ecological 

and GI networks in line with guidance in the NPPF and 

25-year Environment Plan. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. The agreed 

Development Boundary Review Methodology seeks 

to ensure any parcels of land to be included within 

the Development Boundary do not compromise, 

amongst other considerations, any designated 

wildlife sites or protected open space. 
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632 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Pebworth Parish Council support option a. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

771 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The Parish Council regards the choice (a) offered in 

Option 2 as too binary. Some boundaries within the 

SWDP should remain fixed whist others may benefit 

from some adjustment as well as entirely new 

boundaries being formed. We further contend that 

boundary changes should be implemented after the 

disposition of the 14,000 additional houses has been 

agreed. 

The development boundary comprising the Worcester 

West Urban Extension set in SWDP, should not be 

changed. 

Clause 14 of the NPPF is said to afford a degree of 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 
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protection to further developments that would have an 

adverse impact upon that planned within a 

neighbourhood plan. We would argue that this clause 

must also apply to the higher-level planning afforded by 

the SWDP. The Parish of Lower Broadheath has already 

provided land for 2150 homes. (with planning approval 

sought for 2,365). any further expansion of west 

Worcester would have an adverse effect upon Lower 

Broadheath, Dines Green and St Johns. We therefore 

wholly support Option 2 (a), where it applies to west 

Worcester. 

Option 2 (e) Some smaller settlements will need some 

modest expansion in order that they do not become 

atrophied. 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

3256 

Canal & River 

Trust 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

C is preferred, although the identification of additional 

greenfield land for development should not be at the 

expense of urban regeneration opportunities which can 

deliver wider social, environmental and economic 

benefits. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. This will not 

discourage the reuse of brownfield sites and urban 

regeneration opportunities. 

2592 Historic England 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The NPPF specifically requires local plans to “set out a 

positive strategy for the conservation and enjoyment of 

the historic environment, including heritage assets most 

at risk through neglect, decay or other threats [185]”. 

We consider that the word “positive” is significant, and 

we believe that the Plan (and Council) should be 

proactive in the conservation and enhancement of the 

historic environment. National Planning Practice 

Noted. The Development Boundary Review final 

Methodology ensures that no new sites will be 

included within the Development Boundaries which 

would have either direct or setting impacts on 

heritage assets of all types including Scheduled 

Monuments, Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas, 

Registered Parks and Gardens, Undesignated 

Heritage Assets and Registered Battlefields. 
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Guidance states “Such a [positive] strategy should 

recognise that conservation is not a passive exercise”. 

2130 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Paragraph 8.12 of the SWDPR identifies that: "the 

purpose of the development boundaries is to help 

direct most development to the more sustainable 

locations and protect the character of the open 

countryside." We support this statement and consider 

that the identification of up-to date development 

boundaries would provide more certainty for 

developers and landowners of where new development 

would be likely to be sustainable and helps to ensure a 

robust, plan-led and controlled approach to future 

development. 

Accordingly, we would support Option D as this would 

result in the most up-to-date, accurate and robust 

development boundaries, placing future development 

in the most sustainable locations. We note that the SA 

similarly concludes that Option D (along with Option C) 

is the best performing option. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3048 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

B 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 
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appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

2511 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

At a strategic level the development boundaries should 

only be amended, where it has been agreed through 

the proper plan-making process, to include additional 

housing, employment and mixed use allocations where 

they share a common boundary with the settlement 

(Option (b)). Where there is a made Neighbourhood 

Plan a review of the detailed location of the 

development boundary should be undertaken through a 

review of the Neighbourhood Plan. This would respond 

to both the strategic issues within the SWDPR and 

locally derived needs, requirements and site specific 

amendments where there may be anomalies and 

inconsistencies. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Disagree that the 

review of Development Boundaries where there is a 

Neighbourhood Plan should take place through a 

Neighbourhood Plan Review as this would not 

support consistency. 

3436 

Fisher German 

LLP 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

To ensure healthy, vibrant and sustainable communities 

across all settlement types, the development 

boundaries review should provide opportunities to 

meet identified housing needs in full. Paragraph 8 (b) of 

the revised NPPF reinforces this approach. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. However, given the 

scale of housing requirement and the purpose of the 

Development Boundary Review, it is unlikely that the 

entire requirement will be met as part of this 

process. 

2349 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We think b. is the most appropriate. We have already 

commented on the idea of including large gardens on 

the edge of villages which we oppose. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 
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considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

3177 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

I fully support this review. Existing boundaries are 

desperately out of date and make no sense at all. 

Development boundaries should follow the extent of 

the existing built up area rather than arbitrary black 

lines which cut off parts of villages and towns with no 

explanation. I believe that the term development 

boundary should be changed to Built up Area Boundary 

in order to properly reflect the purpose of the boundary 

which should be to concentrate development to within 

or in some cases adjacent to the exiting built 

development/ extent of the existing village. The 

application of the development boundary or Built up 

Area Boundary policy should not be applied slavishly. 

Planning should not operate in a black and white world. 

Policies should be worded to allow some flexibility. 

Noted; the purpose of the Development Boundaries 

is to direct development to the more sustainable 

locations, prevent encroachment into the open 

countryside, thereby protecting its character, and 

identify locations where development would 

generally be acceptable in principle. This is different 

to a 'Built Up Area Boundary' which would not serve 

the same purpose. 

2893 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

Development 

Boundaries 

Agree the development boundaries should be reviewed. 

suggest these should include both new development 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual sites will 
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Review since the previous review where sites adjoin existing 

settlement boundaries but should also include 

previously developed sites which adjoin existing 

boundaries and also proposed allocations. This should 

include Hartlebury MDS. 

We don’t consider that small settlements, which are not 

suitable for additional development should have a 

development boundary and should be treated as open 

countryside. 

be assessed in accordance with the final 

Methodology. 

954 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

All reviews need to take account of the decisions taken 

on the Overall Development Strategy in Option 1, i.e. if 

the criterion of within 2 miles of a railway station is 

adopted then all subsequent boundaries will follow 

from that decision. They also need to take account of 

the constraints and limitations imposed by other 

policies within the Plan e.g. avoiding development of 

the Best and Most Versatile Land, floodplain land etc. 

Noted, the purpose of the Development Boundary 

Review is to bring them up-to-date and support 

additional small scale growth, for which the SWDPR 

Development Strategy has limited bearing. The 

Development Boundary Review Methodology does 

not support the inclusion of additional parcels of 

land which are constrained by, amongst other 

considerations, flood risk and BMVAL. 

1075 

Lindridge Parish 

Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We support option e.  Eardiston is a typical example of a 

category 3 village in which further development is all 

but prohibited. There are redundant 

commercial/industrial sites in the village which could be 

brought into more meaningful use with a degree of 

relaxation in the SWDP framework. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 

1166 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

a only. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 
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Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

869 

Mactaggart and 

Mickel Group 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option A would be an unsound approach and would not 

allow the Plan to identify sufficient sites to ensure that 

the recognise need can be met over the new Plan 

period. Whilst Option B provides a logical approach to 

ensure that existing boundaries are not too far 

amended, it does not demonstrate a robust enough 

strategy to ensure that all possible sites are considered. 

Claremont Planning are of the view that ‘Option D’ 

presents the best approach in reviewing boundaries of 

new settlements. This Option ensures the exploration of 

all possible outcomes to ensure that sufficient sites can 

be sought and also ensures recognition of the larger, 

higher order villages within the Plan area which 

previously have not been considered given their rural 

location. These villages should be an important 

component in the spatial strategy in seeking new 

locations for development, with those villages which 

A combination of options c and d is deemed most 

appropriate. 
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have been previously recognised as with capacity to 

accommodate growth should continue to be brought 

forward into the new Plan and remain part of the 

development strategy. 

1827 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

At a strategic level the development boundaries should 

only be amended, where it has been agreed through 

the proper plan-making process, to include additional 

housing, employment and mixed use allocations where 

they share a common boundary with the settlement 

(Option (b)). Where there is a made Neighbourhood 

Plan a review of the detailed location of the 

development boundary should be undertaken through a 

review of the Neighbourhood Plan. This would respond 

to both the strategic issues within the SWDPR and 

locally derived needs, requirements and site specific 

amendments where there may be anomalies and 

inconsistencies. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Disagree that the 

review of Development Boundaries where there is a 

Neighbourhood Plan should take place through a 

Neighbourhood Plan Review as this would not 

support consistency. 

1287 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It is considered that the current Development 

Boundaries of the SWDP should be progressed and 

amended to include SWDPR housing, employment and 

mixed-use allocations where they share a common 

boundary with a development boundary. With regard to 

land adjacent to Vale Park Business Park, located to the 

south east of Evesham, it is submitted that it is 

appropriate to include this land within the settlement 

boundary for Evesham. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 

1796 Lone Star Land 
Development 

Boundaries 

Option ‘d’ is supported. The Authorities have taken the 

time to produce and consult on a development 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 295



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Review boundaries methodology.  Given that it has been 

subject to consultation, the methodology should form 

the basis of the development boundaries review.  And 

clearly, any site allocated by the SWDPR should be 

included within the new development boundary. 

1341 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In terms of Development Boundaries, changes will need 

to be made to because it would be impossible to 

accommodate the housing and employment needs 

without them. The focus should be at the settlements 

which are already identified for growth in the current 

Development Plan. 

Noted, although it is anticipated that the 

Development Boundary Review will only support the 

delivery of a small portion of the required housing 

and employment needs. The Overall Development 

Strategy will determine the distribution and level of 

growth across south Worcestershire. 

1385 

Abberley Parish 

Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Abberley Parish Council’s response to the recent 

consultation on the methodology to be used in 

reviewing development boundaries supported the 

principle of review.  In respect of Abberley Common, 

the development boundary should be used to: 

• Respect and reflect historic boundaries and the 

resultant linear pattern of development, typical 

of settlements which have evolved around 

common land; and 

• Provide protection to areas of open land and 

orchards which give a distinctive open character 

to the village and which demonstrate the 

historical evolution of the settlement, by 

excluding such areas from the boundary. 

An additional issue is that one of the SWDP allocations 

at Abberley Common is outside the current 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 
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development boundary and this anomaly needs to be 

addressed in a development boundary 

review.  Allocations of land should be included in any 

reviewed development boundary to enable effective 

planning control. 

Option 2d is supported.  

4360 Parliament 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

There has been significant housing in Kempsey and 

Pershore, in my constituency and although this does 

enable organic growth of rural communities, I am keen 

to repeat local views that settlement boundaries and 

green spaces need to be preserved.  This is a particular 

concern in Kempsey and Lower Broadheath where I feel 

it is important to preserve the village boundaries to 

prevent communities being consumed by Worcester 

urban sprawl. 

Noted; the purpose of the Development Boundaries 

is to direct development to the more sustainable 

locations, prevent encroachment into the open 

countryside, thereby protecting its character, and 

identify locations where development would 

generally be acceptable in principle. The 

Development Boundary Review seeks to bring them 

up-to-date and support small scale growth 

opportunities. 

4415 

Evesham Town 

Council 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We would prefer no changes to current Development 

Boundaries of existing urban settlements (choice a). 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 
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incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

4189 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The Development Boundaries Review should provide 

enough development opportunities to meet identified 

housing needs in full. 

Noted, amendments to the Development Boundaries 

will simply bring them up-to-date and support 

additional small scale growth. The overall 

Development Strategy will determine the required 

distribution of the required housing and employment 

needs. 

1737 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

c, d and e. 
A combination of options c and d are deemed the 

most appropriate approach. 

1911 

West Country 

Developments 

Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The review should be wide-ranging in its scope. There 

will be cases where a settlement boundary should be 

drawn around two separate areas of the same 

settlement to recognise the proper extent of the 

settlement. So e) is the way the review should proceed. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

2141 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In response to the question of development boundaries, 

we consider that they should be reviewed this time, 

particularly as the process was not formally undertaken 

during the preparation of the SWDP. We consider that 

options d and e are most appropriate. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

2121 

Greenlight 

Developments 

Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Greenlight supports the proposal in the consultation 

document that a review of the existing development 

boundaries should be undertaken. The Development 

Boundaries Review should follow either option b or d. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

2171 IM Land Development We consider that, in the first instance, the Development A combination of options c and d is deemed most 
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Boundaries 

Review 

Boundaries Review should provide scope for SWDP to 

meet its identified housing needs in full. Any allocated 

sites should be included within the development 

boundaries to ensure the Plan remains up-to-date. As 

such, Options A, D and E are appropriate to ensure a 

sustainable spread of housing and the application of the 

Local Plan. SWDP should take into account the 

sustainability of potential sites when assessing their 

potential in the first instance and not be restricted by 

arbitrary development boundaries; the development of 

Worcester Parkway rail station is an important factor 

when considering land at Pound Farm, Norton. 

appropriate. 

2198 IM Land 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We consider that either Option B or Option D is 

appropriate in this instance with an element of Option E 

required to ensure a sustainable spread of housing is 

provided. Any new allocated sites and areas identified 

for growth should be captured by any amended 

development boundaries to ensure the SWDPR remains 

up-to-date. These development boundaries should also 

be amended/created with the sustainability of the 

settlement in mind to ensure that the most sustainable 

areas are targeted for growth. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

2237 Natural England 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Natural England does not have a particular preference 

for the strategy options that have been set out but 

would wish to ensure that the chosen approach results 

in no adverse impact on any designated nature 

conservation sites or protected landscapes. We would 

also advise that development should avoid Best & Most 

Versatile Land (BMV) where possible. 

Noted. The Development Boundary Review 

Methodology seeks to protect, amongst 

other considerations, BMVAL from inclusion within 

amended Development Boundaries. 
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2403 

Wallace Land 

Investments 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The extant development boundaries have been in place 

since 1998 with only minor revisions in 2006. On this 

basis it is pertinent that these are reviewed to provide 

sufficient opportunities to meet identified housing 

needs in full. The settlement boundary review should 

also be mindful of the need to safeguard land for 

beyond the plan period. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach; however it is 

highly unlikely that the Development Boundary 

Review will create enough small scale growth 

opportunities to meet the identified housing needs 

in full. 

2470 

Stoford 

Development Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The Consultation document suggests that reviewing 

development boundaries around settlements may offer 

opportunities for future growth. This is correct, as part 

of a considered, balanced approach. Acknowledging 

that Worcester Six benefits from being ‘infrastructure 

ready’ in terms of access and utilities, and so can 

facilitate early delivery of floorspace within the early 

years (from 2018 onwards) of the Plan period.  Other 

sites, that may be appropriately released through the 

review of development boundaries within the Plan 

period may offer opportunities for further 

development, but may also have longer lead in times as 

a result, and also do not at the outset offer the 

confidence to investors that Worcester Six initially can, 

as an established business location, especially for B8 

and B2 development. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual sites will 

be assessed in accordance with the final 

Methodology. 

2648 Broadway Trust 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The emerging Broadway Neighbourhood Plan will resist 

any change, having regard to development currently in 

hand and allocated. Option “e” may be acceptable. 

Noted; as the Development Boundaries form part of 

a Strategic Policy, the Neighbourhood Plan would 

need to ensure general conformity in order to pass 

Examination. A combination of options c and d is 

deemed most appropriate. 
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2740 TN & DJ Stratton 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

e. Accept that certain smaller settlements can 

accommodate development of an appropriate scale 

even if a development boundary can not be readily 

identified in accordance with the methodology. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 

2752 Greystoke Land 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The need to undertake a DB review is supported. 

Specifically it is considered appropriate to include 

proposed SWDPR residential allocations within the 

revised boundary where such allocations are physically 

related to the settlement i.e. where the proposed 

allocation includes land within the existing boundary or 

directly adjacent to it. Option D is supported. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

2780 Taylor Wimpey 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

RPS agrees with the broad conclusion of Paragraph 8.12 

of the Issues & Options Consultation that due to the 

amount of time since the existing boundaries were 

established, and the amount of subsequent 

development, those boundaries are in need of review to 

make sure that they are fit for purpose, accurately 

reflect the changes across the area since they were 

established, and, most importantly, ensure that they 

are appropriate for the future development needs to at 

least 2041. 

The approach to the development boundary review 

should be established following the identification of the 

development needs of the area, both for housing and 

employment development. However, RPS considers 

that development should be encouraged in the most 

sustainable parts of south Worcestershire. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. The Development 

Boundary Review seeks to bring the Development 

Boundaries up-to-date in line with the development 

which has taken place on the ground, and to support 

small scale growth opportunities, therefore it is not 

considered premature to undertake the 

Development Boundary Review as part of the SWDPR 

process. 
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2813 Jessup Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In response to the question of development boundaries, 

we consider that they should be reviewed this time, 

particularly as the process was not formally undertaken 

during the preparation of the SWDP. We consider that 

options d and e are most appropriate. We also consider 

that previously developed land within the Significant 

Gap should be reviewed, as there remain opportunities 

in these areas to redevelop land for housing. 

A combination of options c and d is considered an 

appropriate approach. 

2845 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In response to the question of development boundaries, 

we consider that they should be reviewed this time, 

particularly as the process was not formally undertaken 

during the preparation of the SWDP. We consider that 

options d and e are most appropriate. 

A combination of options c and d is considered an 

appropriate approach. 

2921 Cala Homes Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Our client considers it appropriate to update the 

existing development boundaries to reflect the changes 

that have occurred on the ground since the existing 

boundaries were drawn. These changes include new 

allocations, planning permissions and development on 

the ground. It is sensible to bring these sites within the 

settlement development boundaries and Option D is 

therefore supported. The settlement development 

boundaries should provide sufficient flexibility to enable 

development to take place at settlements including 

villages, and should not prevent them from expanding. 

Our client considers that such an approach would be 

consistent with NPPF paragraph 77, which states that in 

rural areas, planning policies and decisions should be 

responsive to local circumstances and support housing 

developments that reflect local needs. Paragraph 78 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. The purpose of the 

Development Boundaries is to prevent 

encroachment into the open countryside and direct 

development to the most sustainable locations. 

Inappropriate development proposals which fall 

outside of the defined Development Boundaries will 

continue to be resisted. 
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adds that to promote sustainable development in rural 

areas, housing should be located where it will enhance 

or maintain the vitality of rural communities. This 

paragraph goes on to state that planning policies should 

identify opportunities for villages to grow and thrive, 

especially where this will support local services. 

3042 Bloor Homes3 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It is considered that current development boundaries 

should be reviewed to allow development in sustainable 

locations such as Evesham. In this regard, under option 

2, the development boundary review should consider a 

combination of options b, c and d. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual 

Development Boundaries will be assessed in 

accordance with the final Methodology. 

3022 Bloor Homes3 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It is considered that current development boundaries 

should be reviewed to allow development in sustainable 

locations such as Malvern Wells. In this regard, under 

option 2, the development boundary review should 

consider a combination of options b, c and d.  

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual 

Development Boundaries will be assessed in 

accordance with the final Methodology. 

3097 Bloor Homes3 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It is considered that current development boundaries 

should be reviewed to allow development in sustainable 

locations such as Drakes Broughton. In this regard, 

under option 2, the development boundary review 

should consider a combination of options b, c and d. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual 

Development Boundaries will be assessed in 

accordance with the final Methodology. 

3030 

Millstrand 

Properties Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The current development boundaries do not reflect the 

true physical built up boundaries of the settlements 

identified and many smaller settlements are omitted 

altogether. Option 2 (a) is therefore inappropriate and 

unacceptable. It is also contrary to national policy. 2(b) 

is unacceptable for similar reasoning. A systematic 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 
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review as advocated in 2 (c) + (d) is appropriate. 

Acceptance of 2(c) + (d) should not however be at the 

expense of 2(e) where there is a role for small scale 

development at smaller settlements as already 

recognised in national policy. 

3039 

Bloor and 

Bellway Homes 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It is considered that current development boundaries 

should be reviewed to allow development in sustainable 

locations such as Evesham. In this regard, under option 

2, the development boundary review should consider a 

combination of options b, c and d. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual 

Development Boundaries will be assessed in 

accordance with the final Methodology. 

3055 

Spitfire Bespoke 

Homes 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In terms of identifying land for homes, Para 68 of the 

NPPF confirms small and medium sized sites make an 

important contribution to meeting the housing 

requirement of an area, and are often built out 

relatively quickly. Development Boundaries of all 

settlements should therefore be reviewed in order to 

ensure there is sufficient land available for the delivery 

of new homes. 

The proposed site size threshold set out in the Council’s 

Settlement Boundary Review in October 2018 should be 

revised to take into account the NPPF’s requirement for 

LPA’s to identify through their development plan small 

and medium sized sites so that the Council’s supply of 

housing is maintained a supplemented by a range of 

sized sites. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3124 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Development 

Boundaries 

Option 2 B is supported - progress with current 

Development Boundaries and only amend to include 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 
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Review SWDPR housing, employment and mixed use allocations 

where they share a common boundary with a 

development boundary. 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

3488 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

With regard to the above it is considered that the 

current Development Boundaries of the SWDPR should 

be reviewed and amended to include SWDPR housing, 

employment and mixed-use allocations where they 

share a common boundary with a development 

boundary. Therefore, a mixture of Options B, C and D 

are supported. 

With regard to the land at Forest Lodge, on the 

northern side of Shinehill Lane, South Littleton, it is 

submitted that it is appropriate to include this land 

within the settlement boundary for South Littleton. The 

site is well related to the existing settlement, having a 

direct frontage to Shinehill Lane and shares a common 

boundary with the development boundary for South 

Littleton. It is therefore contended that the site is 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual sites will 

be assessed in line with the final Methodology. 
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justifiable to be included within the settlement 

boundary. 

3341 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

With regard to the above it is considered that the 

current Development Boundaries of the SWDPR should 

be reviewed and amended to include SWDPR housing, 

employment and mixed-use allocations where they 

share a common boundary with a development 

boundary. Therefore, a mixture of Options b, c and d 

are supported. 

With regard to the land at Salt Way, on the southern 

edge of Hanbury, it is submitted that it is appropriate to 

include this land within the settlement boundary for 

Hanbury. The site is well related to the existing 

settlement, having a direct frontage to Salt Way (B4090) 

and shares a common boundary with the development 

boundary for Hanbury. It is therefore contended that 

the site is justifiable to be included within the 

settlement boundary.  

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual sites will 

be assessed in line with the final Methodology. 

3156 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option 2c is supported. 
Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3820 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In response to the question of development boundaries, 

we consider that they should be reviewed this time, 

particularly as the process was not formally undertaken 

during the preparation of the SWDP. We consider that 

options d and e are most appropriate. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 
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3135 

Rosconn 

Strategic Land 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

RSL consider a mixed approach of options (b), (c), (d) 

and (e) in most appropriate. It is important that the 

development boundaries of smaller settlements do not 

limit development options in them and consequently 

the ability to improve their sustainability and leaving 

them in a cycle of decline as recognised by the CLA 

"Strong Foundations Sustainable Villages" Report 2018. 

A combination of options c and d is deemed the most 

appropriate approach.   

3166 

Ombersley 

Conservation 

Trust 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

While the purpose of development boundaries helps 

direct most development to sustainable locations and 

protect the character of the open countryside, we 

would support Option C which would review the 

existing Development Boundaries to identify new 

development boundaries in higher category villages 

such as Ombersley, where currently the development 

boundary is tight around the settlement. The current 

development boundaries have not been assessed since 

1998 and the expansion of development boundaries to 

incorporate sufficient land adjacent to existing 

settlements to allow for sustainable growth would be 

supported. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3233 

Gleeson 

Strategic Land 

Limited 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It is appropriate that the boundaries are reviewed now 

to reflect the needs of village communities and support 

local facilities. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3276 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We agree that existing development boundaries should 

be reviewed, and we suggest that this review should 

include both new development which has occurred 

since the previous review, where the sites adjoin 

existing settlement boundaries, but should also include 

Noted, therefore a combination of options c and d is 

deemed the most suitable approach. 
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previously developed sites which adjoin existing 

boundaries and also proposed allocations. 

We do not consider that small settlements, which are 

not suitable for additional development, should have a 

development boundary and they should be treated as 

open countryside. 

4000 

Richborough 

Estates 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We consider that Option B is the most suitable in this 

instance as it will allow for growth within the 

sustainable areas and the SWDPR to remain up-to-date 

as allocated sites are delivered. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

4148 

Richborough 

Estates 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In response to the question of development boundaries, 

we consider that they should be reviewed this time, 

particularly as the process was not formally undertaken 

during the preparation of the SWDP. We consider that 

options d and e are most appropriate. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 

3387 

Richborough 

Estates 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Richborough does not support option a. because an 

option that proposes no change to boundaries seems 

likely to act as a constraint to the allocation of land to 

meet development needs. Richborough supports option 

b. on the basis that it appears to propose that 

Development Boundaries be defined so as to support 

the delivery of necessary development on land which 

may currently lie outside Development Boundaries 

(because those boundaries are historic and have not 

been reviewed since 1998), but which would represent 

a sustainable location for development in accordance 

with the vision and strategy of the SWDPR. At the same 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 
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time, it would make sense to consider the opportunity 

to ‘tidy up’ Development Boundaries to remove any 

anomalies and, to that extent, Richborough supports 

option c. Overall the Boundary Review process should 

be carried so as to facilitate and support, rather than 

unnecessarily constrain, the identification and 

allocation of sufficient land in appropriate locations to 

accommodate the full strategic needs arising from the 

application of the Standard Method and assessment of 

employment land requirements. 

3395 Inchbald-Day 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The review ought to also include Category 4A & 4B 

villages/settlements so as to allow them the 

opportunity to accommodate new rural housing 

especially where they may be closely located to or 

associated with higher category settlements. 

An unintended consequence of the current hierarchy is 

that smaller settlements come under even further 

threat as they try to sustain the services they have and 

meet local housing needs such as for older people 

wishing to downsize yet stay in their communities or 

young people setting up home in the villages where 

they have a close association such as existing family, or 

employment. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 

3454 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

HLM support the South Worcestershire Authorities 

approach to review settlement boundaries, their 

function generally being to direct development to the 

most sustainable locations within the districts. A 

number of the development boundaries are now 

outdated and have been subject to minor and 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 
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retrospective amendment – through SWDP allocations 

which share a common boundary with the development 

boundary. 

It is clear that the Authorities will need to plan 

strategically and comprehensively for the growth needs 

of the district to 2041 and therefore a review of the 

development boundaries is considered imperative in 

order to achieve the objectives of the SWDP Vision. 

HLM consider that at this stage, a flexible approach to 

review of development boundaries would best serve an 

emerging growth strategy, that recognises 

opportunities for committed SWDP and new SWDP 

allocations as well as the role of smaller settlements as 

part of a diverse housing supply. 

Therefore HLM support Option 2d. 

3593 

North Oak 

Homes 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In response to the question of development boundaries, 

we consider that they should be reviewed this time, 

particularly as the process was not formally undertaken 

during the preparation of the SWDP. We consider that 

options d and e are most appropriate. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3623 Miller Homes Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

RPS welcome the consideration and review of the 

development boundaries as part of the emerging Plan. 

It is inevitable that existing boundaries, particularly 

around the main urban areas that are the focus of the 

majority of growth (including Malvern Town), will need 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 
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to be reviewed and most probably adjusted. This will be 

needed in response to future demand for additional 

homes and employment sites set against the 

acknowledged lack of available and suitable sites within 

existing built-up areas across South Worcestershire. 

3639 

BFP 

Developments 

LLP 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The most sound and robust strategy for the SWDPR to 

adopt is a combination of B and C. The Development 

Boundary of Evesham should be revised to include the 

extent of development proposed at Pershore Road, 

Evesham. 

A combination of options c and d is deemed the most 

appropriate approach. Specific sites will be assessed 

in line with the final Methodology. 

3648 St Philips Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

St Philips support, in principle, a pragmatic approach to 

reviewing existing common and shared boundaries and 

identifying development in line with the defined 

settlement hierarchy as outlined in Options C and D. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3675 Bovis Homes 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Bovis Homes would be supportive of Option D as it also 

seems logical to include proposed allocations within 

development boundaries. It reflects the aspiration that 

the new developments will be effectively integrated 

into the existing communities and settlements. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3718 

Gladman 

Developments 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Gladman recommend that the development boundaries 

should be reviewed as part of the plan preparation 

process to ensure that the necessary scale of growth 

can be delivered. The Policy should be flexible enough 

to be able to accommodate new development outside 

of settlement boundaries, to allow the Councils to 

quickly address any issues of shortfall in housing supply 

against the plan requirement. Gladman recommend 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. It is proposed to 

continue to adopt a strict approach to inappropriate 

development outside of the defined Development 

Boundaries in order to prevent encroachment into 

the open countryside and direct development to the 

most sustainable locations. 
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that the Councils could incorporate a criteria based 

policy to achieve this, such an approach would allow the 

plan to protect itself against unsustainable 

development at the same time as being flexible to 

additional development opportunities to come forward 

to meet identified needs. Gladman refer to the 

submission version of the Harborough Local Plan, Policy 

GD2. Clearly the policy here would need to reflect the 

local circumstances of South Worcestershire, but it does 

provide an example of local authorities taking a 

proactive approach to guiding development, and 

ensuring that they can meet their housing targets and 

can plan for approaches if and when problems arise 

over the course of a plan with the delivery of allocated 

sites. 

3736 

The Southall 

Trustees 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We would support, under Option 2, bullet point c. 
Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3767 

S Guy and Sons 

Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We would support, under Option 2, bullet point c. 
Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3816 

Christ Church, 

Oxford 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option A, making no change to development 

boundaries, should not be progressed. A combination of 

Options B-E allows for an appropriate and flexible 

response to deliver growth in sustainable locations at a 

range of scales. 

In line with the findings of the Sustainability Appraisal, 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach.  

No further comments on the SA at this time. 
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we note that the current development boundaries have 

not been assessed since 1998. A review is appropriate in 

principle. However, any development boundaries 

should allow for sufficient flexibility to deliver growth in 

appropriate locations and identified allocations. Christ 

Church generally supports an expansion of 

development boundaries to incorporate sufficient land 

adjacent to existing settlements to allow for 

sustainable. 

3852 

Rooftop Housing 

Group 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Current development boundaries of SWDPR should be 

progressed and amended to include SWDPR housing, 

employment and mixed use allocations where they 

share a common boundary with a development 

boundary. Sites with extant permission should also be 

included within settlement boundaries. It's important 

the development boundaries are reviewed this time as 

this was not formally undertaken during preparation of 

SWDP. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. As detailed in the 

Methodology, sites with planning permission and are 

either Under Construction or Built Out and are 

physically related to the settlement are proposed to 

be included, but sites with planning permission 

which has either not yet commenced or 

has expired are not proposed to be included.   

3864 

Warwickshire 

College 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Agree that the existing Development Boundaries should 

be reviewed, and suggest that these should include 

both new development which has occurred since the 

last review, where they adjoin the existing Development 

Boundaries, and also include previously developed sites 

which adjoin the existing Development Boundaries and 

proposed allocations. Contend that Pershore College 

should be included within the Development Boundary 

for Pershore. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d e is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual sites will 

be assessed in line with the final Methodology. 

3928 Limes Development We support a full review of Development Boundaries to Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 
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Developments 

Ltd 

Boundaries 

Review 

ensure that new development is appropriately located. 

Choices (c), (d) (e) may be acceptable – the main issue is 

to ensure that Development Boundaries are realistically 

drawn to ensure that larger Category 1 villages can 

accommodate an appropriate level of new 

development. 

the most appropriate approach. 

3935 Madresfield 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We agree that existing development boundaries should 

be reviewed, and we suggest that this review should 

include both new development which has occurred 

since the previous review, where the sites adjoin 

existing settlement boundaries, but should also include 

previously developed sites which adjoin existing 

boundaries and also proposed allocations. 

We do not consider that small settlements, which are 

not suitable for additional development, should have a 

development boundary and they should be treated as 

open countryside. However, existing development in 

the rural area including farmsteads, should be subject 

to rural based policies which seek to diversify the rural 

economy. This can be achieved through appropriately 

worded development management policies. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d e is deemed 

the most appropriate approach.   

3955 ehB Reeves 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We consider that Option B is the most suitable in this 

instance as it will allow for growth within the 

sustainable areas and the SWDPR to remain up-to-date 

as allocated sites are delivered. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

4029 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Development 

Boundaries 

In response to the question of development boundaries, 

we consider that they should be reviewed this time, 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 
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Review particularly as the process was not formally undertaken 

during the preparation of the SWDP. We consider that 

options d and e are most appropriate. 

4073 Newland Homes 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In response to the question of development boundaries, 

we consider that they should be reviewed this time, 

particularly as the process was not formally undertaken 

during the preparation of the SWDP. We consider that 

options d and e are most appropriate. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

4126 

Wychbold 

Developments 

Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The most sound and robust strategy for the SWDPR to 

adopt is a combination of B and C. The development 

boundary of Wychbold should be revised to include the 

extent of development proposed at Chequers Lane, 

Wychbold. 

A combination of options c and d is deemed the most 

appropriate approach. Specific sites will be assessed 

in line with the final Methodology. 

4113 Piper Homes 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In response to the question of development boundaries, 

we consider that they should be reviewed this time, 

particularly as the process was not formally undertaken 

during the preparation of the SWDP. We consider that 

options d and e are most appropriate. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

4253 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It is considered that the current Development 

Boundaries of the SWDPR should be progressed and 

amended to include SWDPR housing, employment and 

mixed-use allocations where they share a common 

boundary with a development boundary. It should be 

noted that in our representation to the consultation on 

the proposed Methodology, undertaken earlier this 

year, we considered that settlement boundaries should 

follow established physical features and, that in most 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. Representations made to the 

consultation on the Methodology were considered 

and changes have been made where necessary. 

Individual parcels of land will be assessed using the 

final Methodology. 
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cases, curtilages of dwellings provide robust boundaries 

to follow, rather than the proposal in the methodology 

to omit large curtilages of existing dwellings from 

settlement boundaries. 

With regard to the land located east and west of 

Honeybourne Road, on the north eastern edge of 

Bretforton, it is submitted that it is appropriate to 

include this land within the settlement boundary for 

Bretforton. The site is well related to the existing 

settlement, shares a common boundary with the 

development boundary for Bretforton and is therefore 

justifiable to be included within the settlement 

boundary. 

4331 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

E – accept smaller settlements may have more facilities 

than are commonly understood, can accommodate 

more development if in the right setting, landscape led, 

right village design, right scale, right type of housing not 

all commuter , or retiree based. Principle to sustain 

active communities 

Accept larger communities, including category 1 villages 

and towns, are communities and playing with 

development boundaries can undermine community. 

Organic growth has created community. Work 

creatively within development boundaries so excepting 

e no change (a.) 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 
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4408 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

With regards to Development Boundaries, Bloor Homes 

are of the view that the Council should extend 

development boundaries to include proposed SWDPR 

allocations where they share a common boundary with 

a current development. This is firmly the case with land 

at Temple Laugherne, given that the site logically 

integrates with the existing settlements of Worcester 

and would naturally sit within the surrounding context 

and wider landscape. This also directs development to 

sustainable locations, where existing infrastructure is 

located. 

We therefore support Option 2d. 

Noted, pursuit of option d is considered appropriate 

in addition to options c. 

4494 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

With regards to Development Boundaries, Bloor Homes 

are of the view that the Council should extend 

development boundaries to include proposed SWDPR 

allocations where they share a common boundary with 

a current development. This is firmly the case with land 

at Land to the North West of Worcester, given that the 

site logically integrates with the existing settlements of 

Worcester and would naturally sit within the 

surrounding context and wider landscape and existing 

urban extension that is to come forward. This also 

directs development to sustainable locations, where 

existing infrastructure is located. 

We therefore support Option 2d. 

Noted, pursuit of option d is considered appropriate 

in addition to option c. 

4442 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

Development 

Boundaries 

It is almost certainly necessary to amend boundaries to 

accommodate growth. However, in areas with 

Noted; a combination of options c and d e is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Neighbourhood 
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England Review Neighbourhood Plans, the new boundaries should be 

determined through Neighbourhood Plans (NP). To the 

extent that boundaries are determined in the new 

SWDP, they should be explicitly be capable of being 

altered by a NP, which should be able to de-allocate 

land and allocate other land instead. 

Plans are able to amend Development Boundaries, 

but overall the Neighbourhood Plan must promote 

sustainable development so removal of parcels of 

land from the Development Boundary may only 

occur in exceptional circumstances. For consistency, 

it is not supported that all amendments should be 

made through Neighbourhood Plans and not as part 

of the SWDPR process. 

4515 St Philips Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The Council will be aware from previous 

representations submitted as part of the SWDP 

Development Boundary Review, St Philips have 

expressed concern regarding the criterion identified in 

the proposed methodology. 

The proposed methodology sets out its intent to review 

land parcels in relation to their physical characteristics. 

However, the methodology fails to consider the 

assessment of land outside of existing settlement 

boundaries, that by virtue of the environmental and 

physical characteristics would be better placed within 

the defined boundary. In particular, the character and 

urban setting relative to individual land parcels that 

may currently be located outside of an existing 

settlement boundary. 

Notwithstanding this, the recognition of Droitwich as a 

Main Town settlement is supported. The settlement is 

identified to accommodate significant levels of growth 

owing to the availability of existing services and 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 
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facilities, and is afforded optimum public transport links 

with the wider region, including Worcester and Malvern 

Hills. Additional benefits will also be sought from 

generating future population growth, where increased 

expenditure can be captured to support improvements 

in local services and facilities. 

In this context, St Philip’s support, in principle, a 

pragmatic approach to reviewing existing common and 

shared boundaries and identifying development in line 

with the defined settlement hierarchy as outlined in 

Option’s C and D. 

29 Prosser 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The current Development Boundaries should not be 

reviewed. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

36 Prosser 
Development 

Boundaries 

The current Development Boundaries should not be 

reviewed. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 319



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Review scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

37 Prosser 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The current Development Boundaries should not be 

reviewed. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

131 Mr Development Where there is a Neighbourhood Plan which has Noted. When a Neighbourhood Plan is 'made' and 
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Chris 

Haynes 

Boundaries 

Review 

defined its own Development Boundary, that boundary 

should continue to be under the 'change control' of the 

village's Neighbourhood plan process. 

there is a change to the Development Boundary, 

then the updated Development Boundary is enforced 

as the most up-to-date. Not all Neighbourhood Plans 

make changes to the Development Boundary as 

there is no requirement to do so, and even where 

there are changes the assessment may not be as 

thorough as that suggested in the Development 

Boundary Review Methodology. It is therefore 

considered appropriate to assess all relevant 

Development Boundaries, for consistency, although 

it may be the case that where a Neighbourhood Plan 

has made changes to the Development Boundary 

that further changes are not deemed necessary. 

158 

Mr 

Chris 

Williams 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The Development Boundaries Review should review 

existing Development Boundaries and identify new 

Development Boundaries in higher category villages 

where one does not already exist, extend the 

Development Boundaries to include proposed SWDPR 

allocations where they share a common boundary 

with a current Development Boundary, and accept that 

certain smaller settlements can accommodate 

development of an appropriate scale even if a 

Development Boundary can not be readily identified. 

A combination of options c and d is deemed most 

appropriate. 

205 

Mr 

Andrew 

Robinson 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The current boundaries are not working. The 

administrative boundary between Worcester and 

Malvern should be moved so it is roughly half way 

between the two, it's current location has allowed 

Malvern to meet it's quota of new homes by dumping 

them on the edge of Worcester, putting a great strain 

Not relevant to the Development Boundaries Review. 

Representation refers to the strategy of the SWDP 

whereby some of Malvern Hills' and Worcester City's 

needs were met in the Wider Worcester Area. 
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on Worcester's failing infrastructure, and blocking the 

most sensible route for the northern ring road. 

219 

Mr 

Stuart 

Dickenson 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The SWDPR should make no changes to current 

Development Boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

231 

Sandy 

Peach 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

“C” Review existing development boundaries and 

identify new development boundaries in villages - 

subject to incorrectly categorised lower category 

villages being modified; as per previous response to 

Question 1 (3.12). 

Noted, a combination of options c and d and e is 

deemed the most appropriate approach. The 

categorisation of villages is done through the Village 

Facilities and Rural Transport Survey, which is one of 

the documents being updated as part of the SWDP 

Review. 

323 

Barbourne Road 

Group 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It is acknowledged that the required housing numbers 

cannot be accommodated within the existing 

development boundaries, through re-development and 

intensification alone. A combination of options c. and d. 

should provide the basis for amending development 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 
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boundaries. We do not accept that smaller settlements 

should contribute to the provision of housing if they are 

not capable of having a boundary. 

336 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Development boundary review for larger towns to focus 

of PDL. Opposed to option E. No development in the 

open countryside. 

Given the length of time since the Development 

Boundaries were established and the scale of 

development on the ground since, it is considered 

that a review of the Development Boundaries is 

necessary. A review of the current Development 

Boundaries, along with the potential identification of 

new Development Boundaries in higher category 

villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does not already 

exist, would support a consistent and appropriate 

application of relevant policies, as well as justifying 

development of an appropriate scale on sites which 

are not allocated in the SWDPR. In addition, for 

consistency it is deemed appropriate to incorporate 

SWDPR allocations within Development Boundaries 

where they share a common boundary. 

358 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option "b" is my preference as the most practical. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 
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sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1453 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Development Boundaries should be enforced rather 

than allowing development on open countryside. 

The SWDP strictly limits development outside of the 

defined Development Boundaries unless the 

proposal satisfies one of the listed exceptions at 

SWDP 2 C.  

435 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Not to amend boundaries unless there is a serious, 

considered reason to do so. My comments mainly relate 

to Malvern / Worcester. 

It is VITAL for Malvern's future that tourism is 

recognised as its key industry, as a result urban 

development needs to be kept within the existing 

boundary or tucked close into the hills where its impact 

is least. There has been considerable pressure on the 

eastern boundary as developers own most of the land. 

Resisting this development, as you have so far, is key to 

the future (well beyond our lifetimes!). Also the premier 

approach via the Guarlford Straight needs to be 

protected for the same reason. 

Add to this the already approved, considerable 

development of Powick and the edge of Malvern nearby 

and there is a real danger of the whole becoming a 

suburb of Worcester which would diminish tourism and 

the attraction of the area considerably. 

Not considered relevant to Development Boundary 

Review as this will simply bring Development 

Boundaries up-to-date and potentially support 

additional small-scale growth; representation relates 

to wider Development Strategy. 
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446 

Mrs 

Jill 

Crawley 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

b. Amendments should only be made where SWDPR 

shares a boundary with a development boundary. 

Expanding villages stretching resources more thinly isn't 

helpful. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

473 

Mr 

Stephen 

Lomax 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

We believe that the Development Boundaries Review 

should review existing Development Boundaries and 

identify new development boundaries in higher 

category villages where one does not already exist. We 

believe that our client’s land to the north of the A422 in 

Upton Snodsbury (submitted as part of the latest Call 

for Sites exercise) provides an excellent location for a 

new housing allocation and, as a result, the 

development boundary should be extended to include 

this site. The land is available now, offers a suitable 

location for development, and there is a realistic 

prospect that housing could be delivered on the site 

within five years. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual parcels of 

land will be assessed in accordance with the agreed 

Methodology as part of the Development Boundary 

Review. 

479 Professor Development Option (2) (a) preferred. Villages in particular need the Noted; given the length of time since the 
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Hazel 

Kemshall 

Boundaries 

Review 

certainty of a development boundary to limit 

speculative development or strategic use of 

development boundaries by developers for unrequired 

rural exception site applications, often targeted at 

particular post codes. Some tidying up is necessary in 

respect of SWDP 2016 allocations, but villages must not 

be opened up to development by creep across 

boundary lines. 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

756 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option 2c - I'm not sure that I currently have sufficient 

information or understanding to make any informed 

comment. My concern is that the Malvern Hills 

boundary is close, and that they may potentially 

approve a new development which may have more of 

an impact upon those just the other side of the 

boundary in Worcester City (i.e. A440 Crookbarrow 

Road / Broomhill Way). Therefore reviewing existing 

development boundaries, maybe a sensible approach 

and allow "local consultation". 

Option 2d is strongly NOT supported. 

Representation relates more to the overall 

Development Strategy and not the Development 

Boundary Review. It is considered that a combination 

of options c and d is  the most appropriate approach. 

Given the length of time since the Development 

Boundaries were established and the scale of 

development on the ground since, it is considered 

that a review of the Development Boundaries is 

necessary. A review of the current Development 

Boundaries, along with the potential identification of 

new Development Boundaries in higher category 

villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does not already 

exist, would support a consistent and appropriate 

application of relevant policies, as well as justifying 

development of an appropriate scale on sites which 
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are not allocated in the SWDPR. In addition, for 

consistency it is deemed appropriate to incorporate 

SWDPR allocations within Development Boundaries 

where they share a common boundary. 

1408 

Mr 

David 

Clark 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Hamlets such as Naunton are characterised by the lack 

services, amenities, transport links and poor broadband. 

Therefore, I am against review of development 

boundaries in such locations including Naunton. If a 

review of the development boundaries of major 

settlements and higher category villages is made, 

consideration should be given to whether the new areas 

have direct access to major roads, fibre broadband and 

meet the strategy criteria set out in Option 1, i.e. rail 

station focus, continuation of the adopted plan, 

increasing density through regeneration and large 

urban extension. 

Noted; Given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary.  

2420 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

I would favour C and E. 
A combination of options c and d is deemed most 

appropriate. 

2640 

Mrs 

Alison 

Skipper 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The Plan should make no changes to the current 

Development Boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 
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identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

2718 

Craig 

Muncaster 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option 2c – Review existing development boundaries, 

looks like a sensible approach that would likely free up a 

large number of smaller development opportunities, 

subject to local consultation. Option 2e also has merit 

where a development boundary cannot be readily 

identified. Option 2d is strongly NOT supported. 

A combination of options c and d is deemed the most 

appropriate approach. 

1883 

Martin and Nicky 

Parry 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

2d not supported, 2c and 2e would have merit. 

A combination of options c and d is deemed the most 

appropriate approach. The implementation of option 

d will support consistent implementation of the 

SWDPR. 

1182 

Daniel 

Harding 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option 2c – reviewing existing development boundaries 

seems to be sensible and could free up a large number 

of smaller development opportunities. Option 2d is NOT 

supported under any circumstances. Option 2e has 

some validity where a development boundary cannot 

be readily identified. 

A combination of options c and d is deemed most 

appropriate. 

1623 

Ms 

Sarah 

Development 

Boundaries 
Blank Entry Blank Entry 
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Rouse Review 

696 

Mr 

Leon 

Crawley 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Current development boundaries will need expanding, 

but this should only be amended to include SWDPR 

housing, employment and mixed use allocations where 

they share a common boundary with a development 

boundary. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

2930 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

While option c) appears to be an appropriate way of 

identifying likely development sites, option d) is 

problematic insofar as ‘add-ons allocations’ will likely be 

on land that was deliberately excluded for any number 

of reasons in the first instance. Therefore 2c cannot be 

supported. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 
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incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1054 

Neil 

Hickling 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option 2c I would support. Option 2d Not supported. 

Option 2e Where a development boundary cannot be 

identified, this option has merit. 

A combination of options c and d is deemed most 

appropriate. 

1019 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Make no changes to the current Development 

Boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

644 

Mr 

Mike 

Oakley 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Review existing Development Boundaries and identify 

new development boundaries in higher category 

villages where one does not already exist, plus extend 

development boundaries to include SWDPR allocations 

where they share a common boundary with a 

current development boundary. The present 

development boundaries are not fit for purpose. Please 

note only allocated SWDPR allocations should be 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is 

considered appropriate. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 330



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

included in development boundaries and not proposed 

sites. 

2699 

MR 

David 

Drury 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

A. agree, make no changes to current development and 

boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

2705 

MRS 

Anita 

Drury 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

A. agree, make no changes to current development and 

boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 
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addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

686 

Miss 

Maureen 

Williams 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option e - certain smaller settlements can 

accommodate development of an appropriate scale 

even if a development boundary can not be readily 

identified in accordance with the methodology referred 

to in c above e.g. Drakes Broughton where much of the 

current development is outside the development 

boundary but despite this other smaller proposals 

which would add to the housing supply are turned 

down as in open countryside because of a narrow view 

being taken of the development boundary. 

Noted, it is only considered appropriate to progress 

options c and d. It is not proposed to adopt a more 

lenient approach to development proposals which 

fall outside of the defined Development 

Boundaries as they serve to direct development to 

the most sustainable locations and prevent 

encroachment into the open countryside. 

1009 

Mrs 

Judith 

Shelton 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

I would favour no change to the current development 

boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 
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785 

C 

P 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

a) Make no changes to the current development 

boundaries. 

Proposed SWDPR allocations should not be included in 

the Development Boundary Review. They are only 

proposals and are subject to change until actually built. 

If included you could have the scenario where further 

development is allowed which wouldn’t have been 

allowed under the current development boundary yet 

the proposed SWDPR allocation is never developed. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1558 

Mr 

David 

Yates 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Looking at development in and around towns, in 

addition to option 1 is a reasonable approach. There is a 

need to increase housing, but it must be done with 

sensitivity to the unique character of the county. If 

more land is needed for development, then increasing 

current towns is a good way forward - it bolts onto 

existing infrastructure, and as long as it is done with 

careful consideration of the rural aspect of 

Worcestershire. The need to build should not be at the 

cost of the rural nature of much of the county. We need 

to make sure that we do not sacrifice our ability to bring 

tourists who appreciate the quiet and remote 

countryside that inspired Elgar and we must also 

protect the quality of life enjoyed by people living here.  

Noted; comment relates more to the proposed 

Development Strategy than the Development 

Boundary Review. 
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831 

Mr 

Haydon 

Higgins 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

I would support a. Make no changes to the current 

development boundaries. Settlement boundaries 

should be maintained to control development in open 

countryside. 

Disagree; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

853 Terra Strategic 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Options 2c and 2d are likely to produce a sustainable 

pattern of development with new boundaries drawn 

where they do not currently exist in higher category 

settlements and existing boundaries are extended to 

include allocated development. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 

875 

Mr 

Michael 

Jones 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

A mixture of c, d and e. 
A combination of options c and d is deemed most 

appropriate.  

880 

Mrs 

Kathleen 

Maddams 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option E is preferable certain small settlements can 

accommodate development even if a development 

boundary cannot be readily identified. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 

949 Mr Development I do not think the boundaries should be extended Noted; the purpose of the Development Boundaries 
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Michael 

Dyke 

Boundaries 

Review 

further on existing sites. This just increases 

infrastructure issues in these areas. Evesham has always 

been small villages in beautiful countryside and now is 

becoming huge housing estates. Hampton is an example 

of this. Houses are being squashed in to every available 

space. There is now very little green space. There is only 

one school which is full to capacity and huge traffic 

issues. If house building was capped to smaller spaces 

this would spread the traffic out. Please also consider 

how long builders are in one area. For those buying 

homes, we then have to spend years living on the edge 

of a building site with the noise, dust extra traffic etc. 

Review is to bring them up-to-date for consistent 

application of policy, and to support some small scale 

growth. 

1098 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Make no changes to the current Development 

Boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1430 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Development 

Boundaries 
I agree with: a) "Make no changes to the current 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 
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Silber Review development boundaries".   

I am opposed to: c) "Review existing development 

boundaries and identify new development boundaries 

in higher category villages where one does not already 

exist".  

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1334 

Mr 

Malcolm 

Pink 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Support Option 2 c and e. The Plan Policy should 

recognise that Villages in Rural areas even smaller 

villages have specific needs and focussed development 

for housing and employment can help to reduce 

isolation, improve environments and revive community 

businesses. Also, through a planning agreement, it may 

provide funding for small-scale local infrastructure 

projects to help connectivity. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 

1131 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

I agree with Option 2. 

Not clear if this representation supports all options 

set out or just option b. Given the length of time 

since the Development Boundaries were established 

and the scale of development on the ground since, it 

is considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 
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higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1323 

Mr 

Ian 

Rodenhurst 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Support Option 2 c and e. The Plan Policy should 

recognise that Villages in Rural areas even smaller 

villages have specific needs and focussed development 

for housing and employment can help to reduce 

isolation, improve environments and revive community 

businesses. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 

1328 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Saunders 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Support Option 2 c and e. The Plan Policy should 

recognise that Villages in Rural areas even smaller 

villages have specific needs and focussed development 

for housing and employment can help to reduce 

isolation, improve environments and revive community 

businesses. For instance a well-designed housing/mixed 

use development on the edge of a village can help to 

prevent loss of services, it may save the village shop, or 

secure a bus service and if it is of sufficient size can 

provide affordable housing, enabling young people to 

stay within the community, rather than move away. 

Also, through a planning agreement, it may provide 

funding for small-scale local infrastructure projects to 

help connectivity. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 
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1414 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Make no changes to the current Development 

Boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1993 

Mr 

Malcolm 

Downes 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

There should be no changes to the current 

Development Boundaries (a). 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 
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Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1501 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Being opposed to the SWDP plans we certainly oppose 

any extensions to boundaries which will involve more 

development of our natural environment. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1520 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Make no changes to the current Development 

Boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 
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incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1545 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Blank Entry Blank Entry 

1567 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

A. Current Development Boundaries are robust and 

sufficient. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1562 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Sustainability of future development and the 

preservation of the current designated Green Belt areas 

is paramount. 

Noted; the purpose of the Development Boundary 

Review is to bring them up-to-date for consistent 

application of policy, and to support additional small 

scale growth. Maintenance of the openness of the 

West Midlands Green Belt is one of the criteria 

detailed in the final Methodology which must be 

met. 
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1935 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

There should be no changes made to current 

development boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

3540 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

A – Some of the smaller development boundaries for 

villages do need reviewing and I believe that parish 

councils should be asked if they wish to renew these 

boundaries. E – some smaller settlements with 

development boundaries and other smaller settlements 

(various hamlets) with no development boundaries, do 

wish to have some extra developments. Some villages 

and hamlets are desperately in need of extra houses 

(particularly for residents children) and need extra 

houses to keep the existing facilities viable – i.e. 

community centres, pubs, schools, and other 

community facilities need more community to survive. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Some Development 

Boundaries may not require change when assessed 

against the criteria set out in the final Methodology, 

however only assessing Development Boundaries 

where Parish Councils agree would lead to an 

inconsistent approach and subsequently the policies 

of the SWDP Review would not be applied in the 

same way which is not sound. 

1646 

Mr 

Simon 

Development 

Boundaries 

2c: this has merit. It would free up a large number of 

smaller development opportunities, subject to local 

It is considered that a combination of options c and d 

is the most appropriate approach. 
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Rushall Review consultation. 2d: I do not support this. Its effect would 

be to create a sprawling urban mass in which towns, 

villages and communities would lose their identity. 2e: 

this has merit where development boundaries cannot 

be readily identified. 

1571 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option 2c – Review existing development boundaries, 

looks like a sensible approach that would likely free up a 

large number of smaller development opportunities, 

subject to local consultation. Option 2e also has merit 

where a development boundary cannot be readily 

identified. Option 2d is strongly NOT supported. 

It is considered that a combination of options c and 

d is the most appropriate approach. 

1638 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option 2c – Review existing development boundaries is 

a sensible approach that would likely free up a large 

number of smaller development opportunities, subject 

to local consultation. 

Option 2e also has merit where a development 

boundary cannot be readily identified. 

Option 2d is strongly NOT supported 

A combination of options c and d are considered a 

suitable approach. 

1706 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Option 2c is a sensible approach as it would most likely 

identify a large number of smaller development 

opportunties which (subjec to local consultation) might 

be more readily absorbed into existing communities 

without undermining their intrinsic character. Option 2d 

is strongly opposed as this would undermine other 

objectives such as preserving significant gaps, local 

green networks and boundaries beteen communities. 

It is considered that a combination of options c and d 

is the most appropriate approach. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 342



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

We do not want urban sprawl. Option 2e is supported. 

2486 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Support "c" and "e". In particular many smaller 

settlements can accommodate more housing inside and 

outside any boundaries. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

most appropriate. 

1800 

Mr and Mrs 

Ross and Sarah 

Naulls 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Make no changes to current Development Boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

1866 Lioncourt Homes 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The nature of Development Boundaries inevitably links 

to the scale of growth being promoted by the Plan. 

Whilst such boundaries define the line between the 

open countryside and the urban area, they are at least 

in part defined through consideration of development 

needs. The SWDPR needs to review Development 

Boundaries as a consequence. 

The extent to which they need to be reviewed will be 

Noted, the purpose of the Development Boundary 

Review is to bring them up-to-date for consistent 

application of policy, and to support small scale 

sustainable growth. The latter will support 

development which makes up part of the overall 

requirement, through windfall proposals, but will not 

in itself sufficient to provide the total required 

development and therefore the chosen option has 

limited bearing on the Development Boundary 
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different in each settlement and would be dependent 

upon the Development Strategy adopted (See Option 1 

above). But most settlements should be able to provide 

for some further growth, with those with a greater and 

more positive range of services or with good accessible 

links to the main Towns and City a particular focus. 

Those sites which share a common boundary or at least 

a very positive relationship to the existing settlement 

must be an obvious focus for change. Any allocation 

must also necessitate a change. 

Review. 

1904 Kler Group Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In the interests of transparency and certainty, scenarios 

B or D are considered to be the most appropriate way 

forward in relation to the review to development 

boundaries. These would ensure that existing built up 

parts of settlements, together with proposed 

extensions to settlements to accommodate new 

housing, employment and other needs are caught 

within the settlement boundary, avoiding a confusing 

development management issue at a later date 

whereby for example modifications to a dwelling 

delivered on an allocation in the SWDPR do not fall to 

be considered against open countryside policy. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

2073 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Options 2c, 2d and 2e are supported in principle as the 

SWDP Review provides the ideal opportunity for the 

SWCs to update the extant development boundaries, as 

these were first drawn up over 20 years ago. Updating 

the development boundaries is therefore supported as 

it will assist in accurately reflecting the scale of 

development which has taken place since they were 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 
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first drawn up. The revised development boundaries 

will also play a pivotal role in directing future 

development to the most sustainable locations in South 

Worcestershire. 

2342 

Rose 

Miles 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Build on disused sites instead. 

Noted, the SWDPR will continue to encourage the 

use of brownfield sites for development but this 

alone will not deliver the required growth. 

2475 Valefresco Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The development boundary review should follow option 

d) review existing development boundaries and identify 

new development boundaries in higher category 

villages where one does not already exist, using the 

methodology which was subject to consultation 

(amended where appropriate). There should be no size 

restriction associated with these amendments. It should 

also and extend development boundaries to include 

proposed SWDPR allocations where they share a 

common boundary with a current development 

boundary. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is 

considered the most appropriate approach. As set 

out in the Methodology, the 0.16ha size for sites to 

be considered for inclusion (other than SWDP 

Allocations and Under Construction / Built Out 

Planning Permissions) relates to sites which are 

not captured through the Strategic Housing and 

Employment Land Availability Assessment (SHELAA) 

and are therefore not suitable for allocation but may 

be suitable for inclusion within the amended 

Development Boundary, subject to the listed criteria. 

2561 

Land 

Partnerships 

Developments 

Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Existing development boundaries will need to be 

reviewed as part of the plan making process. It is our 

view that the emerging housing and employment 

requirement cannot be delivered in a sustainable 

fashion without the expansion of existing settlements. 

Small settlements (smaller than Category 3 villages) 

which are not suitable for additional development 

should not have a development boundary and should 

be treated as open countryside. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 
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2957 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Development Boundaries Review:  I favour Option C – 

review of boundaries, but not only in higher category 

villages, also in other areas too.  I feel sure there is 

scope for small developments adjacent to smaller 

villages that would help make local services more 

sustainable. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3019 

Joshua 

Salter 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Settlement boundaries for the larger towns and the city 

should be extended. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. This may mean that, 

in line with the final Methodology, Development 

Boundaries are extended in the City and Towns to 

include existing SWDP Allocations and Planning 

Permissions (Under Construction or Built Out) which 

are physically related to the settlement and new 

small sites which meet the listed criteria. 

3118 

Mr 

Donald 

Berry 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

It is considered that current development boundaries 

should be reviewed to allow development in sustainable 

locations such as Hanbury. In this regard, under option 

2, the development boundary review should consider a 

combination of options b, c and d. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual 

Development Boundaries will be assessed in 

accordance with the final Methodology. 

3150 

Mr 

William 

Davis 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

The Development Boundaries Review should provide 

sufficient opportunities to meet the identified housing 

needs in full in a range of sustainable locations for 

development. 

Noted; given the purpose of the Development 

Boundary Review is to bring them up-to-date in line 

with the development which has taken place on the 

ground, and to support small scale growth 

opportunities, it is highly unlikely that this process 

will deliver the entire housing need in full. 

3412 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Development 

Boundaries 

With regard to the above it is considered that the 

current Development Boundaries of the SWDPR should 

Noted, a combination of options c and d e is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. As set out in the 
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Review be reviewed and amended to include SWDPR housing, 

employment and mixed-use allocations, including any 

allocations made a Honeybourne Airfield. Sites with 

extant planning permission should also be included 

within settlement boundaries. 

final Methodology, it is only proposed to include 

sites with planning permission which are either 

Under Construction or Built Out. 

3663 Summix Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Summix submits that the most sound and robust 

strategy for the SWDPR to adopt is a combination of B 

and C, but that B should include reference to the 

possibility of new settlement options being identified. 

A combination of options c and d is deemed the most 

appropriate approach. The identification of new 

settlements is a potential option for the 

Development Strategy, but is not appropriate to the 

Development Boundary Review. 

3751 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

In response to the question of development boundaries, 

we consider that they should be reviewed this time, 

particularly as the process was not formally undertaken 

during the preparation of the SWDP. We consider that 

options d and e are most appropriate. 

Noted, a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. 

3774 

Pak Mecca 

Meats Ltd 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Our client has concerns about the over-reliance on 

settlement boundaries and a potential lack of flexibility 

within policies going forward that could lead to an 

overly-restrictive development plan that prohibits 

sustainable, natural growth. Such an approach is simply 

not consistent with the National Planning Policy 

Framework 2018 (NPPF). 

Noted; it is not deemed appropriate to relax the 

prohibitive nature of the Development Boundaries as 

doing so would not  direct development to the more 

sustainable locations and prevent encroachment into 

the open countryside. 

No further comment in relation to the SA at this 

time. 

3912 

Mr and Mrs 

Croxton 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

A full Development Boundaries Review should enable 

the authorities to meet identified housing needs. Given 

that Tenbury Wells is the main urban settlement in the 

north west part of Malvern Hills District and as 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. Individual sites will 

be assessed in line with the final Methodology. 
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identified in the adopted plan, is appropriate for it to be 

the focus for new housing and commercial 

development, it is therefore logical that the boundary is 

extended to facilitate sustainable growth. 

A modest change to the development boundary of 

Tenbury Wells (to include Land at Terrills Lane) would 

allow for sustainable development and growth of the 

thriving town. Furthermore, Land at Terrills Lane 

benefits from being located on the south side of the 

town and is not constrained by issues of flood risk, 

landscape and access issues. 

3904 

Residents of 

Monsell Lane 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

A review of the development boundaries is welcomed, 

and the option C. is preferred with the proviso that 

settlements appearing in the lower categories of 

settlement – especially Tunnel Hill Nr. Upton upon 

Severn (which is a Category 3 settlement) will be 

included. This affords the opportunity for the reviewed 

SWDP to incorporate national planning policy as set out 

in NPPF (July 2018), as well as to reflect changes and 

development and allocations which have occurred 

within and around settlements since the original SWDP 

or Local Plans were first drawn. It is important however 

to ensure that the review is undertaken in accordance 

with a methodology which is clear and unambiguous 

and is fairly and logically applied. This is especially 

important where Neighbourhood Development plans 

may be proposed which would be required to adhere to 

such an agreed methodology. 

Noted; a combination of options c and d is deemed 

the most appropriate approach. The Development 

Boundary Review Methodology was subject to 

consultation in August-October 2018 and has been 

amended, where relevant. It is proposed to assess 

existing Development Boundaries and identify new 

Development Boundaries in higher category villages 

(categories 1-3). 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 348



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

3908 

Mrs 

Anne 

Dicks 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

No changes to current Development Boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

3906 

Mr 

Malcolm 

Dicks 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

 No changes to current Development Boundaries. 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 

addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 
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Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

4214 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

With regard to the above it is considered that the 

current Development Boundaries of the SWDPR should 

be reviewed and amended to include SWDPR housing, 

employment and mixed-use allocations where they 

share a common boundary with a development 

boundary. Therefore, a mixture of Options B, C, and D 

are supported. 

It should be noted that in our representation to the 

consultation on the proposed Methodology, undertaken 

earlier this year, we considered that settlement 

boundaries should follow established physical features 

and, that in most cases, curtilages of dwellings provide 

robust boundaries to follow, rather than the proposal in 

the methodology to omit large curtilages of existing 

dwellings from settlement boundaries. 

A combination of options c and d is deemed the most 

appropriate approach. Where appropriate, changes 

have been made to the Development Boundary 

Review Methodology which was subject to 

consultation in August-October 2018. 

4530 

Mr 

A 

Wheelwright 

Development 

Boundaries 

Review 

Ticked A and D 

Noted; given the length of time since the 

Development Boundaries were established and the 

scale of development on the ground since, it is 

considered that a review of the Development 

Boundaries is necessary. A review of the current 

Development Boundaries, along with the potential 

identification of new Development Boundaries in 

higher category villages (1, 2 and 3) where one does 

not already exist, would support a consistent and 

appropriate application of relevant policies, as well 

as justifying development of an appropriate scale on 

sites which are not allocated in the SWDPR. In 
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addition, for consistency it is deemed appropriate to 

incorporate SWDPR allocations within Development 

Boundaries where they share a common boundary. 

706 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for a combination of options 'a' and 

'b'. A neighbourhood plan may not be able to 

accommodate new  development due to sustainability 

factors. 

Support for a combination of both options is noted. 

In preparing a neighbourhood plan a local 

community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

459 

Severn Trent 

Water 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Option b and include the capacity of sewerage 

infrastructure facilities.   

Support for option 'b' noted. If this approach is 

developed for the SWDPR consideration can be given 

to the capacity of the water and sewerage to 

accommodate additional development.   

628 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Pebworth Parish Council supports option 'b'. Support for option 'b' is noted.  
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634 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Pebworth Parish Council supports option 'b'. Support for option 'b' noted. 

774 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Disagree with option 'a'. Existing settlements do not 

have the capacity to accommodate growth particularly 

in terms of highway infrastructure, congestion and air 

quality. The favoured approach is a self contained new 

settlement(s) located close to rail transport with decent 

road access to other centres.   

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have subsequently approved a methodology for 

calculation NP housing figures in February 2019 and 

are providing indicative figures on that basis. The 

SWDP Review Preferred Options will set out a more 

detailed strategy for future growth in due course 

that may include a new settlement(s). 

626 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Pebworth has exceeded the SWDP housing allocation, in 

addition to windfall development. The neighbourhood 

plan is allocating an additional housing site. Planning 

permission has also been granted for a further 380 

houses within the parish on the Codex/Sims site. The 

site alone more than doubles the existing number of 

homes within the parish. 

Representations noted. Pebworth has an adopted 

neighbourhood plan and includes a 

residential allocation. When the neighbourhood plan 

is reviewed an approach to future housing need can 

be considered against the SWDPR development 

strategy.   

2594 Historic England 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Extensive response to a range of other questions and 

options but does not include any specific comments on 

delivery of housing numbers in neighbourhood plans.  

No response required.    

2132 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The choices set out in the option do not reflect the 

complexity of producing a Neighbourhood Area housing 

number. It is considered appropriate to take the 

population of the area as a starting point. However the 

housing requirement increases or decreases dependent 

on the following factors; development strategy; access 

to services and facilities. 

Response noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 
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and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter.    

3053 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

A mixture of A and B taking into account recent growth. Support for options 'a' and 'b' are noted. 

2513 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neighbourhood Area housing numbers should be 

agreed with local communities and the Qualifying 

Bodies based on the following. The availability and 

capacity of existing infrastructure etc. to meet 

demand; environmental sensitivity and capacity;  of 

the Neighbourhood Plan Area; a Housing Needs 

Surveys; and vitality and viability of settlements within 

the Neighbourhood Area. 

Comments noted. In preparing a neighbourhood plan 

a local community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a minimum level of 

growth that reflects the development strategy in the 

local plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations 

will need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

3438 

Fisher German 

LLP 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Both options could prejudice and stifle smaller 

settlements through a failure to allow an opportunity 

for services and facilities to return, thus failing to ensure 

smaller settlements thrive and remain both viable and 

sustainable over the new plan period. 

Comments noted. In preparing a neighbourhood plan 

a local community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 353



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

2267 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

A combination of both options is considered to be 

appropriate. The numbers of existing dwellings, recently 

constructed, or constructed within a given period , 

e.g. five years should be taken into account when new 

developments are considered. However, the facilities 

and employment available, and the true sustainability 

of the development, e.g. access to public transport and 

how it impacts the overall settlement must be a 

consideration.  

Support for a combination of the options is noted. 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

2351 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support is given to a combination of option 'a' and 'b'.  

Consideration should be given to levels 

of housing growth in neighbourhood area. Those 

settlements which have had large increases under the 

current SWDP should be protected from 

further allocations. 

Support for a combination of option 'a' and 'b' noted. 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by specific Government guidance on the 

matter. Any methodology to provide either an 

indicative or prescribed figure is for designated 

neighbourhood areas and is not applicable to 
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allocating sites to locations which are not preparing a 

neighbourhood plan.   

3180 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Housing numbers should be determined by both the 

facilities within the individual village and neighbouring 

villages which are close by and connected to the host 

village. 

  

Comments noted. It is unclear how a neighbouring 

settlements level of services and facilities can be a 

factor in determining a housing figure if outside the 

neighbourhood area. There is no duty to corporate at 

the neighbourhood plan level. 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by specific Government guidance on the 

matter.   

2895 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neighbourhood Plans should follow the SWDP process 

in order to ensure policies for allocation of sites are 

consistent with the adopted strategy. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

956 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 
No comment Noted.  
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Numbers 

1169 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

b only. Support for option 'b' noted. 

1829 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neighbourhood Area housing numbers should be 

agreed with local communities and the Qualifying 

Bodies based on the following. The availability and 

capacity of existing infrastructure etc. to meet 

demand; environmental sensitivity and capacity;  of 

the Neighbourhood Plan Area; a Housing Needs 

Surveys; and vitality and viability of settlements within 

the Neighbourhood Area. 

In preparing a neighbourhood plan a local 

community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a minimum level of 

growth that reflects the development strategy in the 

local plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations 

will need to be a consideration in these decisions. 

Where there is an emerging strategy an  indicative 

figure can be provided on request. The South 

Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

1289 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The approach should reflect the overall strategy for the 

pattern and scale of development and any relevant 

allocations. The same approach should be applied to 

the indicative figure having regard to the guidance in 

the NPPF.  

Support for option 'b' noted. Response noted and it 

will inform the preferred options for the SWDPR. The 

South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 
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The proportion of dwellings currently located within the 

Neighbourhood Area is a consideration, as is the 

availability of services and facilities within the 

neighbourhood area.  

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.    

1799 Lone Star Land 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for option ‘b’. The methodology should adopt 

an approach that any housing figure for neighbourhood 

plans is a minima and that additional housing can 

be allocated in accordance with the NPPF. 

Support for option 'b' noted. In preparing a 

neighbourhood plan a local community are now 

expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 

housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions. It is recognised that 

any figure is a starting point and that further housing 

can be delivered if supported through the 

neighbourhood plan preparation process.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

1343 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Housing provision should consider a logical proportional 

based catchment approach adjusted by the current 

settlement hierarchy.   

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 
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adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

1387 

Abberley Parish 

Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Consider option 4b is unrealistic as level of provision of 

local services can not be guaranteed. The scale of 

development that is needed to do this to any 

meaningful extent will risk harming village character. 

Option 4a is supported. Such an approach has been 

successfully used in neighbouring Herefordshire.  This 

will help ensure, in the context of the overall strategy, 

that any growth proposed is proportionate and in scale 

with the existing settlement.     

  

Comments noted. It is recognised that a significant 

level of residential development would be needed to 

support or deliver the return of services and facilities 

to a rural community. In most cases this does not 

represent a sustainable option. 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

  

3923 

Bishampton and 

Throckmorton 

Parish Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

the housing mix in villages (with no lower threshold) 

with emphasis on smaller family homes, lower cost 

properties having reference to identified local need. 

The SWDP Review can also encourage local housing 

schemes, e.g. Community Land Trusts, where housing 

tenure is under local control. This then enables local 

Comments noted although they do not directly relate 

to developing an approach for deciding housing 

numbers in neighbourhood plans. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 358



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

communities to ensure houses are available for a range 

of income levels. 

4419 

Evesham Town 

Council 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support is given to option 'a'. 

Support is noted for option 'a'. In preparing a 

neighbourhood plan a local community are now 

expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 

housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

4191 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The strategic policies of the SWDPR should determine 

the housing requirement for designated neighbourhood 

areas. This should reflect the overall strategy for the 

pattern and scale of development and any relevant 

allocations. 

  

Comments noted. 

1739 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

a and b Comments noted. 
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1913 

West Country 

Developments 

Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Extent of brownfield land within a neighbourhood area 

should be a factor in determining any housing figure. 

These sites present opportunities for new development 

and with areas of existing residential uses that can be 

redeveloped at a higher density. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter.   

1932 FCC Environment 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Housing numbers for neighbourhood areas should be 

determined on the basis of demand and land 

availability. However availability of services and 

facilities, as per the settlement hierarchy should be a 

factor in determining housing numbers. But inline with 

NPPF consideration to any isolated communities 

that would benefit from additional growth to 

deliver new infrastructure and services.  

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. Generally a significant level 

of new housing development is required to attract 

new services and facilities and this in itself can also 

be unsustainable. 

2143 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neighbourhood Area housing numbers should take 

account of both the existing size of the settlement and 

the availability of existing services and facilities. Weight 

should be apportioned to the availability of existing 

services and facilities when determining the numbers. 

  

In preparing a neighbourhood plan a local 

community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 
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methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

2173 IM Land 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The NPPF requires that housing numbers for designated 

Neighbourhood Areas should meet the identified 

housing need. Determining housing numbers in line 

with option 'b' is a more sustainable and holistic 

approach. 

  

Support for option b noted. In preparing a 

neighbourhood plan a local community are now 

expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 

housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

2200 IM Land 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The NPPF requires that housing numbers for designated 

Neighbourhood Areas should meet the identified 

housing need. Determining housing numbers in line 

with option 'b' is a more sustainable and holistic 

Support for option b noted. In preparing a 

neighbourhood plan a local community are now 

expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 
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approach. 

  

housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

2239 Natural England 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

No preference for the strategy options that have been 

set out. But any approach should factor in any adverse 

impact on any designated nature conservation sites or 

protected landscapes. It is also advisable that 

development should avoid Best and Most Versatile Land 

(BMV) where possible. 

Comments noted. It is recognised that environmental 

capacity of a neighbourhood area is an important 

factor in whether sites are suitable once a housing 

figure has been determined. The suitability of any 

sites to accommodate the housing figure would be 

tested in the neighbourhood plan preparation and 

rejected if not suitable or able to be mitigated 

against on environmental grounds. 

2405 

Wallace Land 

Investments 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The SWDPR should determine the housing requirement 

for designated Neighbourhood Areas in line with 

the NPPF. The housing requirement in neighbourhood 

plans should consider the availability of services and 

facilities, but also development opportunities.  

  

Comments noted. In preparing a neighbourhood plan 

a local community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 
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figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

2650 Broadway Trust 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support is given to option 'b'. The emerging 

methodology for an indicative figure is noted. In 

determining a strategic figure weight should be given to 

any local housing needs survey and the previous 

approach to OAHN. Option 'a' is overly simplistic. A 

percentage growth in dwellings, in conjunction with an 

assessment of the villages ability to absorb any increase, 

is more appropriate. 

Comments noted.  In preparing a neighbourhood 

plan a local community are now expected, 

under national planning policy, to accommodate a 

level of growth that reflects the development 

strategy in the local plan. Directing housing to 

sustainable locations will need to be a consideration 

in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

2742 TN & DJ Stratton 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Option 'a'. The proportion of dwellings currently located 

within the Neighbourhood Area. 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 
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be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

2782 Taylor Wimpey 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for the role that neighbourhood plans can play 

in delivering new development to meet local needs 

inline with the NPPF. Any figure though should be 

seen as a minima, rather than maximum figure. In this 

way appropriate opportunities for sustainable 

development can be promoted through the 

neighbourhood planning process. 

Comments noted relating to minima housing 

numbers are noted.   In preparing a neighbourhood 

plan a local community are now expected, 

under national planning policy, to accommodate a 

level of growth that reflects the development 

strategy in the local plan. Directing housing to 

sustainable locations will need to be a consideration 

in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

2927 Cala Homes Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Supports for option 'b'. Allocating housing numbers 

based only on the size of the existing settlement will 

result in development being targeted to larger 

settlements to the detriment of smaller settlements. 

This will not support existing services or facilities or 

encourage their reinstatement.   

Comments noted. A significant level of housing is 

generally needed to reinstate services and facilities 

where they have been lost in rural areas. This may 

not be acceptable in terms of cumulative impact on a 

particular settlement. 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 
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i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by specific Government guidance on the 

matter.   

3032 

Millstrand 

Properties Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

A combination of options 'a' and 'b' are supported for 

determining housing numbers for neighbourhood 

areas. Other relevant factors include the relationship of 

the settlement with other settlements in a group taking 

account of services and facilities in the group. The 

needs and aspiration of the community, inclusive of 

housing need, will of course also be relevant. 

Support for a combination of the options and the 

other points raised are noted. At present there is no 

requirement for a duty to corporate in 

neighbourhood planning so it is uncertain how the 

suggestion of having regard to size and services in 

settlements within the vicinity of a neighbourhood 

area can be applied. 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

3059 

Spitfire Bespoke 

Homes 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The NPPF directs that the strategic policies of the 

SWDPR should determine the housing requirement for 

designated Neighbourhood Areas reflecting the overall 

strategy for the pattern and scale of development and 

any relevant allocations.  

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 
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and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

3343 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The housing requirement for neighbourhood areas 

should be generated in accordance with the advise set 

out in the NPPF. This is based on evidence of need, the 

settlement hierarchy and the development strategy and 

the access to services and facilities within the plan area. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

3822 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for a combination of the 

options. Neighbourhood plan area housing numbers 

should take account of both the existing size of the 

settlement and the availability of existing services and 

facilities within the settlement. But the latter should be 

given greater weight when determining the housing 

numbers.  

Comments noted. In preparing a neighbourhood plan 

a local community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

3137 Rosconn Neighbourhood A combination of the two options are supported. Support for a combination of both options is noted. 
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Strategic Land Area Housing 

Numbers 

Housing numbers should be identified for 

neighbourhood plan areas through the strategic policies 

of the SWDPR.  

  

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by specific Government guidance on the 

matter.   

3198 

Barwood 

Strategic Land II 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Any housing requirement should be commensurate 

with the size, role and function of a settlement. 

A calculation based upon existing dwelling numbers is 

unlikely to reflects as this is not necessarily linked 

to scale. 

Emerging neighbourhood plans once 'made' should be 

review the housing requirement by considering updated 

housing needs assessment underpinning the SWDPR. 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by specific Government guidance on the 

matter.   

There is no requirement for Qualifying Bodies to 

review a neighbourhood plan once 'made'. The NPPF 

does offer some protection from speculative housing 

if a plan is up to date but any review will depend on 

the QB committing the resources to do so. 

3209 

Grammont 

Group 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Option 'b' is the preferred approach for reasons set out 

in Option 1.  

Support for Option b noted. This representation 

relates to a specific site and does not provide any 

specific commentary on the issue of allocating a 

housing number to neighbourhood plans. 
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3234 

Gleeson 

Strategic Land 

Limited 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support is given to a combination of option 'a' and 'b' 

and having regard to the guidance in the NPPF.  

Support for both options noted. This matter only 

applies to those parishes with a designated 

neighbourhood area. That in itself does not require 

that a neighbourhood plan should be prepared or 

indeed a community can choose not to prepare a 

neighbourhood plan and seek area designation.  

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by specific Government guidance on the 

matter.   

3278 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

We consider that Neighbourhood Plans should follow 

the SWDP process in order to ensure that the policies 

for allocation of sites are consistent with the strategy to 

be adopted. 

  

Comments noted. The SWC have identified the 

policies in the SWDP that are considered strategic for 

NP examination purposes against the governments 

criteria.  In preparing a neighbourhood plan a local 

community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 
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i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

4002 

Richborough 

Estates 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for approach in NPPF that housing numbers for 

designated Neighbourhood Areas should meet the 

identified housing need. Determining housing numbers 

in line with option 'b' is a more sustainable and holistic 

approach. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

3389 

Richborough 

Estates 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for option 'b'. The individual sustainability of 

settlements is an important criteria, in addition 

to neighbourhood areas being able to accommodate 

additional development.  

It is emphasised that by providing housing requirements 

for Neighbourhood Areas parish and town councils the 

existing NPA, Qualifying Bodies can plan to 

accommodate that requirement; or make arrangements 

to early review ‘made’ NPs so as to accommodate a new 

housing requirements arising from the SWDPR. 

Comments and support for option 'b' noted . The 

SWC have identified the policies in the SWDP that 

are considered strategic for NP examination 

purposes against the governments criteria.  In 

preparing a neighbourhood plan a local community 

are now expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a minimum level of growth that 

reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

Qualifying Bodies are encouraged to review 

neighbourhood plans once 'made' but there is no 

requirement to do so. An up-to-date plan provides 
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some protection from speculative housing via the 

NPPF but Qualifying Body needs to either commit or 

have the resources to do so.    

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

3458 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neither option are supported. Rather a combination of 

both, underpinned by up to date housing needs 

evidence to ensure neighbourhood plans contribute to 

sustainable development.   

Comments noted. The SWC have identified the 

policies in the SWDP that are considered strategic for 

NP examination purposes against the governments 

criteria.  In preparing a neighbourhood plan a local 

community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 
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development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

3460 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Blank 

  

  

3461 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neighbourhood Area housing numbers should reflect 

the overall strategy, pattern and scale of development 

in the local authority area and any allocations. This 

should be combined with a regard to latest evidence of 

local housing need, Neighbourhood Area population 

and sustainability factors.   

  

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter.    

3653 St Philips Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

It is recognised there is no established methodology for 

assessing the required housing number for defined 

Neighbourhood Areas. As previously noted, the on-

going consultation regarding best practice to assessing 

housing need through a standard methodology is yet to 

be determined, and therefore in such circumstances, 

the Council’s should consider the encouragement of 

sustainable growth within a plan led approach. 

In the interests of ensuring a balanced approach is 

taken and by ensuring housing delivery is transparent, 

St Philips support, in principle, housing numbers should 

be determined on the availability of services and 

Support for option 'b' is noted. In preparing a 

neighbourhood plan a local community are now 

expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 

housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 
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facilities within the neighbourhood area. As identified 

within Option B, this enables settlements to grow 

sustainably and apportion growth to the principle 

function of each settlement. 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

3677 Bovis Homes 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

A balanced approach should be taken to determine the 

housing numbers for neighbourhood areas. Important 

factors include the availability of developable land 

to  determine capacity for growth. Whilst availability of 

services and facilities is important. The latter should not 

be seen as a constraint as provision can be made for 

additional services and facilities as part of planned 

development and place making. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

3720 

Gladman 

Developments 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

It is considered that option 'a' is to simplistic and the 

same basic approach was considered by the 

Government but rejected in the report 'Planning for the 

right homes in the right places' consultation response.  

The neighbourhood areas housing numbers need to 

reflect the overall pattern and scale of development in 

the SWDPR and any relevant allocations as per 

the NPPF. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

3734 

The Southall 

Trustees 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Believe that the options have been 

superseded and the reference should be to the latest 

Government Statement clarifying the position on the 

Standard Methodology for calculating housing need. 

Comments noted. It is understood that latest 

clarification on the Standard methodology relates to 

the overall housing requirement and does not make 

reference to the neighbourhood area proportion. 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 
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methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by specific Government guidance on the 

matter.   

3739 

The Southall 

Trustees 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support option 'b'. This should be based on an updated 

review of services and facilities. The level of housing 

should be proportionate not lead to the expansion of 

the village or neighbourhood area.  

Support for option 'b' is noted. In preparing a 

neighbourhood plan a local community are now 

expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 

housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

3769 

S Guy and Sons 

Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support option 'b'. This should be based on an updated 

review of services and facilities. The level of housing 

should be proportionate not lead to the expansion of 

the village or neighbourhood area.  

Support for option 'b' is noted. In preparing a 

neighbourhood plan a local community are now 

expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 
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housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

3867 

Warwickshire 

College 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Allocations in neighbourhood plans should be 

consistent with the eventual strategy set out in the 

SWDP Review. Where neighbourhood plans come 

forward in advance, they should contain a provision to 

undertake an early review to ensure they are consistent 

with the strategic policies of the SWDPR. 

Comments noted which are interpreted as being in 

support for option 'b'. Where a neighbourhood plan 

is being prepared alongside an emerging local plan 

the local planning authority can provide an indicative 

housing figure on request. The methodology for this 

was approved by the SWC in February 2019. Where a 

local plan strategy is in place then a neighbourhood 

area group would need to assess if a review is 

required to ensure the neighbourhood plan is in 

general conformity with the adopted housing 

strategy. However there is no requirement for a 

neighbourhood plan to be reviewed other than 

benefiting from the safeguards set out in the NPPF.   

3937 Madresfield 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

We consider that Neighbourhood Plans should follow 

the SWDP process in order to ensure that the policies 

for allocation of sites are consistent with the strategy to 

be adopted. 

Comments noted. 
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3957 ehB Reeves 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for approach in NPPF that housing numbers for 

designated Neighbourhood Areas should meet the 

identified housing need. Determining housing numbers 

in line with option 'b' is a more sustainable and holistic 

approach. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

4031 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neighbourhood Area housing numbers should take 

account of both the existing size of the settlement and 

the availability of existing services and facilities. Weight 

should be apportioned to the availability of existing 

services and facilities when determining the numbers. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

4255 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

There is no established methodology for determining 

the housing number for neighbourhood plan areas as 

required by the NPPF. Consequently the housing 

requirement should reflect the overall strategy for the 

pattern and scale of development and any relevant 

allocations, or indeed an indicative figure if requested 

by the neighbourhood planning body. In doing so a 

combination of the two options would be the most 

appropriate approach.  

In preparing a neighbourhood plan a local 

community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 
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account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

4333 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neither in isolation. The proportion of dwellings needs 

to be considered as overdevelopment can lead to the 

loss of community cohesion. No more than a reasonable 

percentage increase should be allowed to ensure sense 

of place is retained. 

Comments noted. In preparing a neighbourhood plan 

a local community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

4460 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

NPPF requires that the LPA should provide a target if a 

neighbourhood plan group requests one.  The new 

SWDP should accordingly include parameters to 

determine this. The allocations should be skewed firstly 

to towns and then towards those villages with the best 

facilities, as the most sustainable communities. 

The existing strategy of Category villages has led to over 

Comments noted. The SWC have identified the 

policies in the SWDP that are considered strategic for 

NP examination purposes against the governments 

criteria.  In preparing a neighbourhood plan a local 

community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 
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development in villages and towns resulting in the a loss 

of individuality and character. The concerns and 

preferences expressed in any available neighbourhood 

plans should be the primary consideration, before 

directing housing to villages.  

All SWDP policies should be designated as strategic or 

non-strategic, as a NP is only obliged to conform to the 

former and may adopt different policies for the latter. 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

4463 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

It is neither practicable nor appropriate for 

Neighbourhood Plan Areas to determine their own 

Objectively Assessed Need (OAN) whether for housing 

or other purposes. NPPF requires that the LPA should 

provide a target if a Neighbourhood Plan Group 

requests one.  The new SWDP should accordingly 

include parameters from which OAN targets can be 

determined.   

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter.    

4464 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

This is a duplicate of 4463.  Noted. 

4517 St Philips Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

There is no established methodology for assessing the 

required housing number for defined neighbourhood 

areas. Therefore in such circumstances, the council’s 

should consider the encouragement of sustainable 

Comments noted. In preparing a neighbourhood plan 

a local community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 
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growth within a plan led approach. 

Housing delivery should be transparent. 

Therefore support, in principle, is given option 'b' for 

numbers to be determined on the availability of services 

and facilities within the neighbourhood area. This 

enables settlements to grow sustainably and apportion 

growth to the principle function of each settlement. 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

10 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Blank entry Blank entry 

40 Prosser 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Housing numbers for Neighbourhood Area should be 

determined on the basis of the proportion of dwellings 

currently located within the Neighbourhood Area. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The South 

Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

133 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The proximity to employment sites should also be a 

factor. Commutes to work contribute to congestions 

and C02 emissions. Linking housing to job locations will 

help reduce this.  

The SWC have approved a methodology for providing 

an indicative housing figure for NA based on the 

current housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 378



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. Consideration of proximity 

to employment opportunities would provide an 

additional criteria for the setting of a housing 

figure and could come into play once the SWDPR 

employment strategy is in place.     

160 

Mr 

Chris 

Williams 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The availability of services and facilities is essential for 

housing growth, and urban brownfield sites should be 

prioritised. 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter. Support for option 'b' is noted and a 

brownfield allowance could be a factor in developing 

a suitable approach.   

171 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neighbourhood Area housing numbers should be based 

on the availability of services and facilities within the 

Neighbourhood Area as per the settlement hierarchy. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The South 

Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.    
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233 

Sandy 

Peach 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

No support for either option. The housing requirement 

should be determined on locally identified needs from 

current housing data sources.  

The South Worcestershire Councils have 

subsequently approved a methodology for 

calculation NP housing figures in February 2019 and 

are providing indicative figures on that basis. 

Comments are noted and a local housing needs 

survey could complement options a and b. However 

it is difficult to see how employing Home Choice Plus 

and the self build register would inform need as 

these relate more to housing ownership 

preferences.   

339 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Option B Support for option 'b' is noted. 

360 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Option "b". Support for option 'b' is noted.  

1455 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neither option is appropriate. The neighbourhood plan 

concept is flawed and inadequately funded given the 

requirement now to update them after 5 years.  

Comments noted. In preparing a neighbourhood plan 

a local community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions. 

Neighbourhood plans generally cover a 10 year 

timescale but to remain up to date inevitably parish 

and town councils should review them, although not 

specifically required to do so. Funding for 

neighbourhood plans is provided by the Government 

via Locality to the tune of £9K, plus a range of 
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technical and practical support. On average a 

neighbourhood plan will cost approx £13K to 

prepare.    

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

412 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Option b. Support for option 'b' is noted. 

447 

Mrs 

Jill 

Crawley 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Calculation should be based on the availability of 

services. 
Support for option 'b' is noted.  

655 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

B. Support for option 'b' noted. 

481 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for a combination of both options a and 

b. The proportion of current dwellings can 

be considered against existing  SWDP 2016 allocations 

to proportion of dwellings as at 2015 and the availability 

of services and resources. The principle of allocating 

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 
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further housing where there has been 

previous housing growth is not equitable and can over 

burden existing services and facilities.  

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

1403 

Mr 

David 

Clark 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Comments relate directly to a proposed development 

at Naunton. Housing area numbers should be allocated 

according to the ability of the area to cope with 

increased population, such as pedestrian/public 

transport access to shops and schools and access to 

frequent public transport links.  

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

2422 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

a. Noted. 

1625 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Blank Response Blank Response 

693 

Mr 

Leon 

Crawley 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Housing numbers should be determined on the basis of 

availability of services and facilities. This will reduce 

journeys and ensure long term suitable levels of service. 

Support for option 'b' noted. Through preparing a 

neighbourhood plan national planning policy now 

requires NP areas to allocate sites for 

residential development over and above that 

identified in a local plan, e.g. the SWDP.    

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 
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figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

1020 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for option 'b'.  

Support for option 'b' noted. The South 

Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

2701 

MR 

David 

Drury 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

a. disagree 

b. agree 

Support for option 'b' noted. The South 

Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

2707 

MRS 

Anita 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

A. disagree 
Support for option 'b' noted. 
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Drury Numbers B. agree 

1560 

Mr 

David 

Yates 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Blank Response Blank Response 

835 

Mr 

Haydon 

Higgins 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for option 'b'.  

Support for option 'b' noted. The preparation of a 

neighbourhood plan allows for policies to support 

local services and facilities.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

903 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

  

Blank entry 

Blank entry 

1100 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for Option 'b'.  

Support for option 'b' noted. The South 

Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 
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development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.    

1432 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for option 'b'. It is inappropriate to direct new 

housing to locations with a limited range of 

infrastructure, services and facilities which barely 

support existing communities.  

  

Comments noted. In preparing a neighbourhood plan 

a local community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

1336 

Mr 

Malcolm 

Pink 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Options 'a' and 'b' do not provide a satisfactory 

answer. An alternative would be to target housing and 

employment development toward rural settlements in 

order to secure existing services. This will also 

encourage provision of new services to sustain rural 

communities.  

Comments noted. The response relates to wider 

issues of developing a strategy for directing 

development to rural areas to encourage growth and 

sustain country living. Elements of the response may 

be relevant to determining a housing figure for 

neighbourhood plans. However a significant amount 

of new housing is normally required to support or 

reinstate new services and facilities and this in itself 

is not a sustainable option. 
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1017 

Annette 

Crouchman 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Doubt the value to a parish of preparing a 

neighbourhood plan as they are over-ruled in planning 

decisions. The Issues and Options consultation is a 'tick 

box' exercise and the SWDP Review will have to 

conform to the Government's national planning 

polices.  

Noted. National planning policy directs that the 

planning system is plan-led, which includes 

neighbourhood plans that have the same weight 

once adopted as the local plan. The NPPF at para 14 

sets out that having an up-to-date neighbourhood 

plan in place, that includes an allocation for housing, 

can out weigh speculative applications for housing 

development.    

The Response to the document will be given careful 

consideration. However the Issues and Options 

consultation is one element of the 

Review preparation and provides an evidence base 

alongside other technical studies. Overall, along with 

national planning policies, this evidence will inform 

the first draft the Review.  

1325 

Mr 

Ian 

Rodenhurst 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

No support for either option. Linking numbers to 

existing development and ignoring available services or 

by looking at the provision of just existing services is not 

suitable. An alternative  would be to direct housing and 

employment development toward rural settlements, in 

order to secure existing and future services.  

Support for neither options is noted. In preparing a 

neighbourhood plan a local community are now 

expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 

housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 
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figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

1330 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Saunders 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Options 'a' and 'b' do not provide a satisfactory 

answer. An alternative would be to target housing and 

employment development toward rural settlements in 

order to secure existing services. This will also 

encourage provision of new services to sustain rural 

communities.  

Comments noted. The response relates to wider 

issues of developing a strategy for directing 

development to rural areas to encourage growth and 

sustain country living. Elements of the response may 

be relevant to determining a housing figure for 

neighbourhood plans. However a significant amount 

of new housing is normally required to support or 

reinstate new services and facilities and this in itself 

is not a sustainable option. 

1416 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The availability of services and facilities within 

the neighbourhood area as per the settlement hierarchy 

  

Comments noted.   

1547 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Blank Response Blank Response 

3544 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Comments relate specifically to Kemspey. In this 

case neither of the two options are applicable. It is 

considered that Kempsey has met its needs based on an 

allocation in the adopted neighbourhood plan, 

alongside the strategic allocation in the SWDP and 

those allowed on a lack of 5 year housing supply.  

Comments noted. In preparing a neighbourhood plan 

a local community are now expected, under national 

planning policy, to accommodate a level of growth 

that reflects the development strategy in the local 

plan. Directing housing to sustainable locations will 

need to be a consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 
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methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

1937 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Housing numbers should be based on available 

facilities/services. Neighbourhood plans should also be 

receptive to increasing the housing numbers in the local 

plan if evidence shows this is required in 

a neighbourhood area. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by specific 

Government guidance on the matter.   

1808 

Mr and Mrs 

Ross and Sarah 

Naulls 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for option 'b'.  

Support for option b noted. In preparing a 

neighbourhood plan a local community are now 

expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 

housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 
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account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

1868 Lioncourt Homes 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Within its overall requirement, strategic policies should 

set out a housing requirement for designated 

neighbourhood areas which reflects the overall strategy 

for the pattern and scale of development. But 

neighbourhood plans should also plan positively for new 

housing and employment opportunities and not be used 

as a vehicle to restrict development.   

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. The NPPF requires 

neighbourhood plans to be positively prepared and 

the revised Framework has incentivised 

neighbourhood plans to allocate sites for housing in 

terms of 5 year housing land supply, although not 

actual requirement remains for them to do so. 

1914 Kler Group Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Option 'a' not supported as it would constrain growth 

effectively following historical trends. Option 'b' 

provides a basis for considering numbers but it is a 

simplistic approach. A more refined way would be to 

asses whether there are services and facilities under 

threat which would benefit from new 

development thereby retaining those services and 

facilities.  

Qualified support for option 'b' is noted. A 

neighbourhood plan allows for a community to set 

out policies to safeguard facilities and services as 

well as promote new development to support 

existing provision. However a significant amount of 

development is usually required to safeguard 

services in practice. The NPPF requires local 

authorities to provide a figure for designated 

neighbourhood areas in accordance with the 
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development strategy in the local plan.        

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

2075 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for option 'b'. In addition neighbourhood plans 

should not set out less development than that required 

by the strategic policies in the SWDP Review.    

Support for option 'b' noted. In preparing a 

neighbourhood plan a local community are now 

expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 

housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions. It is recognised that 

any figure is a starting point and that further housing 

can be delivered if supported through the 

neighbourhood plan preparation process.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 
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be informed by Government guidance on the 

matter.   

2322 

Jan 

Russell 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Support for option 'b'. Support for this option is noted. 

2563 

Land 

Partnerships 

Developments 

Ltd 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Neighbourhood plans should follow the SWDP process 

in order to ensure that the policies for allocation of sites 

are consistent with the strategy to be adopted. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by specific 

Government guidance on the matter.   

2960 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

More support given to option 'b' but option 'a' could 

also be an important element in developing an 

approach to distribute housing to neighbourhood 

areas.  

Support for a combination of the options noted. The 

South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 

i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

3414 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

The housing requirement for neighbourhood areas 

should be generated in accordance with the advise set 

out in the NPPF. This is based on evidence of need, the 

settlement hierarchy and the development strategy and 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 
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the access to services and facilities within the plan area. adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

3415 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Any methodology should conside rthe proportion of 

dwellings alongside the availability of services and 

facilities with a Neighbourhood Area. Further the 

potential of additional services and facilities as part of 

any new development should also be a consideration. 

Comments noted. The South Worcestershire Councils 

have approved a methodology for providing an 

indicative housing figure for NA based on the current 

housing strategy, i.e. the adopted SWDP with 

adjustments to take account of the areas 

population. In due course the figures for NA will need 

to reflect the SWDPR development strategy to 2041 

and furthermore may be informed by Government 

guidance on the matter. 

3416 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Blank Response Blank Response 

4216 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

 Support for a combination of both options reflecting 

the guidance in the NPPF. The proportion of dwellings 

currently located within the Neighbourhood Area is a 

consideration, but also the availability of services and 

facilities within the neighbourhood area as per the 

settlement hierarchy should also be taken into account. 

Support for a combination of the options is noted. In 

preparing a neighbourhood plan a local community 

are now expected, under national planning policy, to 

accommodate a level of growth that reflects the 

development strategy in the local plan. Directing 

housing to sustainable locations will need to be a 

consideration in these decisions.   

The South Worcestershire Councils have approved a 

methodology for providing an indicative housing 

figure for NA based on the current housing strategy, 
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i.e. the adopted SWDP with adjustments to take 

account of the areas population. In due course the 

figures for NA will need to reflect the SWDPR 

development strategy to 2041 and furthermore may 

be informed by Government guidance on the matter. 

4532 

Mr 

A 

Wheelwright 

Neighbourhood 

Area Housing 

Numbers 

Option 'b'. Support for option 'b' noted. 

707 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

a. Large developments such as a new town or village 

should include employment land. 

b & e. Employment land is currently being developed at 

Junction 6 of the M5.  Junction 7, being also close to 

Worcester Parkway station would also be suitable for 

development.  More use could be made of Hartlebury 

station which has some employment land nearby. 

c.  The A46 already suffers from congestion.  Its 

suitability for more development depends on 

improvement work.  

d. Some existing employment sites, e.g. Berry Hill in 

Droitwich and Vale Park in Evesham, could take more 

development. Some of the more rural sites with poor 

access and few nearby residents may not be suitable. 

Noted and agree in part. Residents of the most rural 

parts of South Worcestershire need local 

employment opportunities as well however and the 

suitability of a site could be related to the scale of 

development proposed just as much as to the access 

available to the premises. 

505 

Charlton Parish 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

D & e subject to infrastructure being upgraded as 

necessary. 
Noted 
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543 

Robert Hitchins 

Ltd 

Employment 

Growth 

It is important that employment land is allocated in 

accessible and commercially attractive locations. For 

that reason locations at/near motorway junctions will 

remain an important component looking to the future. 

The new Worcestershire Parkway Station also provides 

an opportunity for the area to the south east of 

Junction 7 of the M5 to become a focus for future 

economic growth. 

With that in mind we have submitted alongside the 

representations details of a parcel of land in this area 

that could form part of a larger allocation in this area 

for employment/mixed use development. 

See also our response to Q5. 

Agree for major new business parks but where the 

scale is appropriate to the location employment 

opportunities are needed in all parts of South 

Worcestershire. 

605 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 

Employment 

Growth 

This option will need further consideration in light of 

the environmental implications of each choice available. 

Further work will therefore be required before we can 

provide helpful comments. 

Agree this is the purpose of the sustainability 

appraisal published along side the Issues and Options 

consultation. 

635 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

Pebworth Parish Council support options b and c. We 

consider that option e is not realistic as it is unlikely that 

people will constrain both their living and employment 

options to proximity to rail stations. 

Noted 

776 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Employment 

Growth 

We would favour solutions based upon b, c and e. We 

would argue that employments must have direct access 

to the motorway or major arteries to be commercially 

acceptable. We again site those many employment sites 

that have been lost to housing, where almost all had 

Noted and agree in part. Residents of the most rural 

parts of South Worcestershire need local 

employment opportunities as well however and the 

suitability of a site could be related to the scale of 

development proposed just as much as to the access 
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access judged to be poor. All of the successful 

employment sites in neighbouring authorities, that have 

enjoyed rapid take up, have all been adjacent to major 

road arteries. 

available to the premises. 

3258 

Canal & River 

Trust 

Employment 

Growth 

A is preferred. Waterside location can help stimulate 

economic growth Waterways can offer a platform to 

provide conditions for economic growth and can 

provide a physical environment that can foster 

regeneration. Waterways can also help provide 

attractive working environments. The Trust would 

welcome early engagement if waterside land is being 

considered for any type of allocation. 

Noted 

2595 Historic England 
Employment 

Growth 

How might the plan conserve and enhance the quality 

of the historic environment in order to encourage 

tourism, help create successful places for businesses to 

locate and attract inward investment? What 

opportunities are there for heritage-led regeneration? 

These questions will inform the preferred options for 

the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review. 

3056 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Employment 

Growth 

Small scale developments would be appropriate for A. 

Large scale would be better suited to C and E. 

Noted 

2514 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Employment 

Growth 

New employment should be located in sustainable 

locations where appropriate infrastructure can be 

provided so that it does not have a harmful impact on 

the capacity of existing networks and services and is 

accessible to existing and future communities. 

Agree 

2268 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Employment 

Growth 

i) a) The rationale for locating businesses close to 

housing is not clear cut. There is no guarantee that 

Agree, it is an objective but also very difficult to plan 

to match local residents with local employment 
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Council occupants in the houses will work at the employment 

centres alongside. This is especially true in the early 

stages. In the longer term, when businesses and 

housing are established, people may take the 

opportunity to move closer to work, providing the 

housing mix, schools etc. are also suitable. The 

infrastructure required for industrial, and even 

commercial/ services, and the possibility of HGV 

movements, may make the housing less desirable. 

However, commercial/office accommodation close to 

residential centres is needed. Some form of shared 

office space/ hot desks for smaller companies may be 

the answer. One such facility in Leigh is fully let. 

opportunities. The plan needs to support options 

that at least provide the opportunity for residents to 

work locally. 

2352 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

The best location for new employment depends on the 

scale of proposed allocations. 
Agree 

3181 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

Employment 

Growth 

New employment should be located near 

existing/proposed rail stations and around existing 

employment sites both within towns and villages. 

Noted, support for options d and e. 

2896 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

Employment 

Growth 

We consider the allocation of employment land should 

be based on market factors, in this instance we favour 

expansion of existing major employment sites. 

Noted this response is in support of potential site 

allocations. 

957 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Employment 

Growth 

Where should new employment be located: 

1. Yes 

2. No 

3. No 

4. Yes 

Noted 
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5. Yes 

958 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Employment 

Growth 
No comment Noted 

1171 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Employment 

Growth 
b, c and e only. 

Noted but the residents of the most rural parts of 

South Worcestershire need local employment 

opportunities as well. 

991 Merton College 
Employment 

Growth 

Options B and E as this comment is promoting a site 

adjacent to Worcestershire Parkway Station and M5 

junction 7. 

The Sustainability Appraisal recognises that this option 

would have a positive impact on the reduction of 

greenhouse gas emissions, as well as increasing the use 

of sustainable transport (paragraph 3.8.6). As 

recognised in paragraph 3.5.13 of the Sustainability 

Appraisal, focusing new employment development near 

railway stations would be desirable to business owners 

and would have a positive impact on the local economy. 

This is reflected by the ‘major positive’ score under 

‘Economy and Employment’ in the scoring matrix for 

this option. We consider the score given under 

‘Transport and Accessibility’ should be revised to ‘major 

positive’ for this option, to reflect the score given in the 

scoring matrix for ‘Overall Development Strategy’. 

Noted.  Comments are noted and will be considered 

in the next iteration of the SA report.  

1830 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

New employment sites should be in sustainable 

locations and appropriate for the constraints of the site. 
Agree 
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1388 

Abberley Parish 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

Abberley Parish Council would prefer to see 

employment growth in the following order 

a - alongside housing growth, 

e- by existing or new rail 

b - at or near motorway junctions 

Noted, the residents of the most rural parts of South 

Worcestershire need local employment 

opportunities as well. 

3924 

Bishampton and 

Throckmorton 

Parish Council 

Employment 

Growth 

The following are particularly important to the economy 

of south Worcestershire: 

• Farming, agriculture and horticulture. 

• High tech. 

• Business services. 

• Wholesale and retail. 

• Tourism. 

We think the key issues for the economy are: 

• Ensuring we protect our most successful 

industrial estates and business parks. 

• Ensuring that we identify enough land for our 

future employment needs. 

Previous employment policies (Econ 10) allocated 

Throckmorton Airfield for high tech / light industrial 

use.   The Parish Council considers this is still the 

preferred use, particularly as existing businesses are 

important for National Defence and believes that a 

Noted, this appears to be qualified support for 

option d. These points will be taken into 

consideration when determining the preferred site 

allocations for the SWDP Review. 
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similar policy should be included in the revised 

SWDP.  Alternatively, the Parish Council believes the 

open airfield land should be considered for a Solar 

Farm.  Initial assessments indicate this could be capable 

of generating 25 MW of electricity. 

No further expansion of B8 uses should be allowed on 

the airfield unless and until a new link is provided to the 

A44 Wyre Piddle bypass. 

The parishes are very popular with cyclists and cycling 

clubs, which contribute to the local shop and pub. There 

is considerable potential for developing this as part of 

the local tourist economy. 

4354 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Employment 

Growth 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

The Public Health Directorate support a, d and e. New 

employment located where high quality active travel 

routes can be designed and built regardless of the 

specific location, this maybe near housing growth, 

existing employment sites or rail stations. 

Noted 

4420 

Evesham Town 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

All of the suggested locations are suitable, however, 

reference must be made to the local transport 

infrastructure when allocating new employment land. 

Noted, full site appraisals will be carried out on all 

sites and these will include the accessibility of sites. 

1740 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Employment 

Growth 
a, c and d Noted 
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2019 

Wyre Forest 

District Council 

Employment 

Growth 

The council notes that the majority of employment land 

is to be allocated within the Wychavon District. The 

revised supply of employment land for the 2018-2041 

period allocated 189.8 hectares of land to Wychavon, 

35 ha to Worcester and 70 ha to Malvern Hills. The 

recent report from Midlands Connect on the potential 

conversion of the A46 as an express dual carriageway 

may help to alleviate the expected increase in traffic. 

Noted 

2020 

Wyre Forest 

District Council 

Employment 

Growth 

The Wyre Forest District Council Employment Land 

Review (Oct 2018) concludes that Wyre Forest District is 

a self contained functional economic market area with 

the majority of residents working within the district. 

The district does not propose to make any site 

allocations to accommodated needs identified in the 

South Worcestershire Economic Development Needs 

Assessment 2018. 

Noted. 

2144 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Employment 

Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations 

Noted 

2174 IM Land 
Employment 

Growth 

A combination of all Options would be appropriate, to 

provide for and stimulate economic growth. 
Agree 
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2201 IM Land 
Employment 

Growth 

Please see the answer to Question 5. In addition to this, 

employment growth should be located in sustainable 

developments and where this is an identified need. A 

combination of all Options would be appropriate, to 

provide for and stimulate economic growth. 

  

Noted (duplicate entry) 

2240 Natural England 
Employment 

Growth 

The chosen approach should result in no adverse impact 

on any designated nature conservation sites or 

protected landscapes. Development should also avoid 

the Best & Most Versatile Land (BMV) where possible. 

Agree 

2471 

Stoford 

Development Ltd 

Employment 

Growth 

Large scale B2 and B8 uses should be located close to 

motorway junctions, on trunk roads and through the 

expansion of existing sites. 

Agree that access to the principal road network is 

important for large scale B2 and B8 occupiers. 

2652 Broadway Trust 
Employment 

Growth 
All options “b – e” . Noted 

2815 Jessup Ltd 
Employment 

Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations. 

Noted 

2843 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Employment 

Growth 
We consider that employment development should be Noted 
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considered in the following locations: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations 

We consider that the development strategy should be 

based on a combination of the following: 

Rail Station Focussed Development - locate all 

significant new development within two miles of an 

existing, enhanced or proposed rail station. 

Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development 

Strategy - locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. 

2847 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Employment 

Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations 

Noted 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 402



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

2864 

Trustees Of The 

Spetchley Estate 

Employment 

Growth 

The development strategy for distributing employment 

development must be based on a combination of the 

above options and, importantly, supply should be 

informed by and respond to demand. The SW Councils 

must recognise the importance of warehouse 

floorspace needing to be sited at accessible locations, 

on/next to the strategic road network. In this context 

support is given to Option 5b. 

Agree 

3823 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Employment 

Growth 

 We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations 

Noted 

3144 

University of 

Worcester 

Employment 

Growth 

Sites will be required in all locations but should be 

deliverable, e.g. attractive to the commercial property 

market. 

Agree 

3168 

Ombersley 

Conservation 

Trust 

Employment 

Growth 
Option a. Noted 

3171 

Harris Land 

Management 

Employment 

Growth 

New employment should be located alongside housing 

growth and have access to a trunk road. 

Noted this response is in support of a potential site 

allocation. 

4150 

Richborough 

Estates 

Employment 

Growth 
We consider new employment should be located as Noted 
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follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations 

3496 

St Modwen 

Developments 

Ltd 

Employment 

Growth 

In terms of the suggested options for the location of 

employment it is considered that a balanced approach 

should be taken, and each of these offers the 

opportunity to make a contribution to meeting the 

need for employment land. Crucially, though, emphasis 

should be placed on identifying sites which are 

genuinely deliverable; they must be viable, and 

attractive to developers and occupiers. 

Noted, and agree sites should only be allocated 

where it is likely that they will be built out for the 

allocated uses. 

3518 Maximus 
Employment 

Growth 

These options are presented as alternative growth 

options, when in fact a combination of these options 

will be needed to address the significant employment 

land deficit identified in the consultation document. We 

consider that the SWDP needs to allocate a sufficient 

number and range of sites to meet the identified 

employment land requirements and retain and attract 

businesses to the South Worcestershire area. This may 

include sites in all of the locational options identified in 

the consultation document. The focus should be on the 

suitability and deliverability of sites. 

Noted, and agree sites should only be allocated 

where it is likely that they will be built out for the 

allocated uses. 

3594 North Oak Employment We consider new employment should be located as Noted 
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Homes Growth follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations 

3716 

Gladman 

Developments 

Employment 

Growth 

Any revised or replacement Local Plan policies should 

be in accordance with the requirements of the NPPF. 
Agree 

3869 

Warwickshire 

College 

Employment 

Growth 

Consider that the allocation of land for employment 

growth should be based upon market factors and that 

the actual allocation of land will be a mix of different 

locations. 

Noted, however the land submitted to the SHELAA 

may not be the most attractive sites for developers. 

4032 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Employment 

Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations 

Noted 

4071 Newland Homes 
Employment 

Growth 

We consider that employment development should be 

considered in the following locations: Noted 
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a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations 

4075 Newland Homes 
Employment 

Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations. 

Noted 

4111 Piper Homes 
Employment 

Growth 

THIS RESPONSE WAS INCORRECETLY TITLED ON THEIR 

RESPONSE FORM UNDER QUESTION 6 INSTEAD OF 

OPTION 5 

We consider that employment development should be 

considered in the following locations: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations 

Noted 
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4107 Piper Homes 
Employment 

Growth 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

 An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should 

be reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the 

supply to respond to the clear levels of demand. We do 

not consider that the employment land supply can be 

distributed more evenly. 

Noted, and agree the options for allocating 

additional employment land within Worcester are 

limited. The most sustainable location to meet 

Worcester’s need however will be as close to the City 

boundary as possible. 

4334 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Employment 

Growth 

Alongside the housing growth – no creates unintegrated 

mass – loses sense of place. 

At/near motorway junctions – sometimes but getting to 

saturation. 

Along trunk road corridors (for example the A46) – not 

fit for purpose and A46 to become expressway so in 

parts may move from current location! 

Expand existing employment sites yes if you can and 

HGV’s and rural roads with no foundations not an issue. 

Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations – yes if possible. 

Noted 

4508 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Employment 

Growth 

Bloor Homes are firmly of the view that new 

employment land should be located alongside housing 

growth and to expand existing sites, as with the case 

with Land to the South of the Temple Laugherne Fruit 

Noted, the deliverability of this site will be 

considered as part of the site appraisal and preferred 

site allocations processes. 
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Processing Factory. 

As noted in para 8.2 if any employment sites were to be 

de-allocated this would increase the need for additional 

new employment allocations in the SWDPR. Land to the 

South of the Temple Laugherne Fruit Processing Factory 

is a deliverable employment site and should be 

allocated as an employment allocation. 

4461 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Employment 

Growth 

A combination of options is probably needed. 

• Office developments merely need people (not 

lorries) to be able to reach them: they need to 

be within 0.5 miles from stations (a 10-minute 

walking isochrone). This is probably the 

maximum that would be achievable, reliant on 

walking.  Two miles is much too large a radius: 

most people will not walk that far to work. 

• Employment sites (factories and warehouses) 

needing to handle significant quantities of 

goods obviously need good transport links, but 

with the decline of rail freight, this must mean 

locations with good highway connections. Sites 

that are well linked to motorway junctions may 

on occasions be preferable to development 

close to the junctions themselves. 

• A46 within the County runs though the 

Cotswolds AONB. Development in or close to 

that AONB should be unacceptable on 

landscape grounds (see Q.1).  Development on 

Noted 
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the best agricultural land in the Vale of 

Evesham should also be unacceptable, due to 

the land quality (see NPPF paras 170-3).  This 

means that the use of an A46 corridor should 

not be an acceptable option in this county, even 

if it may be elsewhere (which other CPRE 

branches might dispute).  

719 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

 a. The SWDP Review should identify those employment 

sites that are essential to the success of the South 

Worcestershire economy and seek to prevent their 

redevelopment for non-employment uses. 

Noted 

793 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Employment 

Growth 

We consider that both point a) & b) depend upon 

location. Employment sites fail if access is seen to be 

restricted. We would argue that s why Wychavon have 

achieved a superior employment site take up. The 

current planning policy of requiring a certain amount of 

employment land to be allocated for large 

developments regardless of location would benefit from 

adjustment. Small employment areas for local services 

and limited employees should be included. 

Disagree option 16 is a choice between seeking to 

prevent the loss of all employment land or just 

strategic employment land. There may be strategic 

sites that have restricted access such as Malvern Hills 

Science Park and Hartlebury Trading Estate 

compared to the most accessible sites such as 

Worcester Business Park. 

3261 

Canal & River 

Trust 

Employment 

Growth 

Neither option is supported. The potential for the 

blanket protection of employment land is not supported 

by the revised NPPF. There needs to be a review of 

existing sites, particularly those which have been 

identified as being developable such a Diglis in order to 

look at in detail at each employment allocations to 

establish whether benefits may be delivered by a 

Agree and this is one of the roles of the Economic 

Development Needs Assessment which has found 

that the supply of commercial premises throughout 

South Worcestershire is sub optimal due to the lack 

of supply. Given the current and likely continuing 

emphasis on delivering housing increased protection 

of existing and allocated employment land may be 
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change of use which help in the delivery of the Council’s 

overall objectives and which would outweigh any 

potential loss of employment land. 

justified. 

2606 Historic England 
Employment 

Growth 

How might the plan conserve and enhance the quality 

of the historic environment in order to encourage 

tourism, help create successful places for businesses to 

locate and attract inward investment? What 

opportunities are there for heritage-led regeneration? 

These questions will inform the preferred options for 

the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review. 

3076 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Employment 

Growth 

We think that b. is more flexible and therefore more 

likely to be beneficial to employment. 
Noted 

2526 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Employment 

Growth 

Agree with both options. In terms of (b) any proposals 

must demonstrate that they do not have adversely 

harmful impact on the overall stock of employment land 

to meet identified need. In addition proposals should 

provide details of the numbers and types of 

employment and jobs that will be delivered. There 

should also be reference to the sequential test and any 

potential impact on the vitality and viability of retail 

centres. 

Noted, and agree in part, however the sequential 

test is a test for new town centre development and 

the application of a sequential test for new B2 and 

B8 uses could not be supported. 

2364 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

We think that b. is more flexible and therefore more 

likely to be beneficial to employment. 
Noted 

3188 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

Employment 

Growth 

The SWDPR should not prevent the redevelopment of 

employment land for residential purposes unless they 

are strategic sites or part of a wider site identified for 

employment purposes/growth. There are countless 

sites across South Worcestershire which are technically 

classed as employment sites but which do not 

Noted, the evidence from the South Worcestershire 

Economic Development Needs Assessment however 

suggests there is a shortage of land and premises for 

employment uses and in parts of South 

Worcestershire the past loss of older industrial 

estates has contributed to this lack of supply. 
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contribute to the employment growth of the plan area. 

The redevelopment of these sites would cause no harm 

to employment growth and therefore the 

redevelopment of these brownfield sites for other uses 

including residential should be permitted under policy. 

2902 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

Employment 

Growth 

Agree that key employment sites should be protected 

for redevelopment from non-employment uses. 

However, this should not preclude non-class B uses 

which would otherwise be permitted on such sites. 

However, it should be clear that this policy should apply 

to those sites which are ‘essential’ to the economy and 

therefore not all Class B sites should be affected. 

Noted, response appears to support option A. 

967 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Employment 

Growth 

Any policy that applies criterion ( b) must ensure that it 

allows the conversion of some town centre buildings to 

residential use or other alternative uses, to bring 

activity back into towns and to allow buildings to have a 

new use following the dramatic changes in the retail 

environment. Flexibility in policy will be 

needed when considering redevelopment or re-use of 

town centre buildings. Policy needs to specify that in 

any change to residential use, the appearance of the 

street scheme must be maintained. 

Option 16 is about the protection of B2 and B8 uses 

from conversion to residential use as the evidence 

from the South Worcestershire Economic 

Development Needs Assessment suggest that there 

is a shortage of suitable premises for these uses. It 

would be a very unusual case to find these uses in a 

town centre location. 

1078 

Lindridge Parish 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

Items a and b are too restrictive.  They do not recognise 

the need/opportunity to redevelop redundant 

commercial/industrial sites in smaller communities, for 

example Eardiston.  This type of redevelopment is 

essential for the sustainability of this rural community. 

Disagree the evidence from the South 

Worcestershire Economic Development Needs 

Assessment suggests there is a shortage of land and 

premises for employment uses. To date there is no 

evidence that the development of new homes of 

other uses has been limited by a lack of suitable 
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sites. 

1192 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Employment 

Growth 
a only. Noted 

1841 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

Agree with both options. In terms of (Option (b)) any 

proposals must demonstrate that they do not have 

adversely harmful impact on the overall stock of 

employment land to meet identified need. In addition 

proposals should provide details of the numbers and 

types of employment and jobs that will be delivered. 

There should also be reference to the sequential test 

and any potential impact on the vitality and viability of 

retail centres. This is the objective of Policy ME4: Non-

Employment Development within Existing Industrial 

Estates and Business Parks within the Submission 

Version Malvern Neighbourhood Plan. 

Noted, if the Malvern Neighbourhood Plan is 

adopted consideration will be given to the adopted 

policies to try to ensure they are not contradicted by 

revised Local Plan policies. 

1752 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Employment 

Growth 
b Noted 

2663 Broadway Trust 
Employment 

Growth 
Adopt both. Noted 

3145 

University of 

Worcester 

Employment 

Growth 

The University of Worcester considers that option (a) 

should be the preferred approach, provided that the 

right sites are identified in the first place that are 

demonstrably aligned with market requirements and 

are capable of delivery over the plan period. 

Noted 

3511 St Modwen Employment An approach of directing office growth to the City Agree in part, the South Worcestershire Councils 
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Developments 

Ltd 

Growth Centre, and then the town centres, remains a sensible 

one, and consistent with emerging aspirations via the 

City Centre Masterplan work. More generally, attention 

should be paid to the evidence base in this regard.  For 

example, Stage 1 of the EDNA begins to take a view on 

which sites that can be excluded by taking out from its 

estimated supply locations where it considers 

employment development is unlikely.  Such an 

approach is sensible and should be translated into 

policy and allocations. 

If the SWDP Review is to “identify those sites that are 

essential to the success of the south Worcestershire 

economy and seek to prevent their redevelopment for 

non-employment sustaining uses” then this must be 

restricted to those locations which are indeed 

“essential” in the true meaning of the word.  For other 

locations a criteria based approach should be used 

which supports other employment generating uses, 

broadly defined, as an alternative, and does not prevent 

housing where such a use can be justified. 

however will not be able to meet the objectively 

assessed needs of South Worcestershire in full if 

developers can easily flip sites between uses 

depending on the changing price of land for different 

uses. 

4351 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Employment 

Growth 
Option A Noted 

4509 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Employment 

Growth 

Bloor Homes are supportive of Option 16b where the 

Council’s introduce a policy that is preventive subject to 

exceptions where this is permitted by national planning 

policy. This is for the reason that there needs to be an 

Noted 
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element of flexibility to allow for changing 

circumstances in the economy. 

4483 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Employment 

Growth 

Employment sites that are non-conforming uses in 

residential areas are best recycled to residential use. 

Conversely, employment sites in areas dominated by 

industrial uses should be safeguarded for employment, 

because industrial uses are liable to cause nuisance at a 

level that is unacceptable to residents. Accordingly we 

support a mixture of alternatives a and b. 

Noted, but disagree in part. Non conforming uses are 

very rare and this term is often misused by 

developers who would create residential only zones 

which are not as sustainable as a mix of uses. 

4539 

Cotswold District 

Council 

Employment 

Growth 

Both options are preventative measures. CDC has 

chosen not to provide commentary on the suitability of 

the options presented, although it would be 

advantageous to explain what positive interventions 

(within the planning system and beyond) that are being 

taken to ensure employment land remains viable and 

used for its intended use. 

Agree, these options are about how best to respond 

to the evidence provided by the South 

Worcestershire Economic Development Needs 

Assessment that the supply of employment land in 

South Worcestershire is constrained and limiting the 

growth of some businesses. 

11 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Employment 

Growth 
Blank response Blank response 

41 Prosser 
Employment 

Growth 

New employment should be accommodated by 

expanding existing employment sites. 
Noted 

134 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Employment 

Growth 

5a has it the wrong way around. Most people moving in 

the area have specific skill sets and career expectations, 

which cannot be met by viable 'local' business. The 

housing growth needs to be where there is ready access 

to suitable employment / career opportunities.  

It is impossible to predict who will occupy new 

homes or what their employment needs will be. 

Increasingly people do not make choices about 

where to live based on the location of their work, 

this is a challenge to the aim of achieving sustainable 

development. The plan can help to provide the 
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Is there something missing from the evidence base 

here: on the skills / professions of those moving in to 

the area and on where they are finding / can find 

matching employment? 

opportunity for residents to find work locally by 

ensuring enough land is available for local 

businesses. 

161 

Mr 

Chris 

Williams 

Employment 

Growth 

Based on the nature of Worcestershire and the limited 

access to urban centres (River Severn bridges) 

employment growth should be focused on most 

accessible transport links, so at/near motorway 

junctions and along trunk road corridors. 

Agree for major new business parks but where the 

scale is appropriate to the location employment 

opportunities are needed in all parts of South 

Worcestershire. 

172 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Employment 

Growth 

New employment growth should be located alongside 

the housing growth and near existing rail stations or 

opportunities for new rail stations. 

Noted 

207 

Mr 

Andrew 

Robinson 

Employment 

Growth 

None of the above. Market forces will dictate where 

employment growth happens, this sort of 'central 

planning' simply does not work, as evidenced by the 

fact that land allocated in the SWDP has not been 

developed. More consideration should be given to the 

fact that Worcestershire is increasingly becoming a 

suburb of Birmingham, and therefore employment 

growth will also happen through residents commuting 

outside the SWDP area. 

Disagree, there will be less development to support 

new local jobs if planning doesn't allocate sites for 

this type of development. The primary purpose of 

planning is to promote sustainable development, 

it seems unlikely that market forces will deliver 

sustainable communities based on passed and 

current experience. 

221 

Mr 

Stuart 

Dickenson 

Employment 

Growth 

New employment should be located near existing rail 

stations or opportunities for new rail stations. 
Noted 

361 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Employment 

Growth 

My first choice for where new employment should be 

located is option "a". This reduces travel to/from work, 

improves viability of public transport, etc. Following this 

Noted 
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option, option "e" is next. 

However, certain rail station areas such as Shrub Hill 

could provide more opportunities but otherwise not 

options "d" or "e". 

1456 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Employment 

Growth 
b and e Noted 

413 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Employment 

Growth 
A balance of a., d. and e. Noted 

437 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

Employment 

Growth 
b&e Noted 

448 

Mrs 

Jill 

Crawley 

Employment 

Growth 

As the vision is to reduce the emphasis on private car 

journeys, then employment has to be encouraged near 

rail stations. Or on bus routes. 

Noted 

652 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Employment 

Growth 
E and b. Noted 

482 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Employment 

Growth 

Option 5 - b, c, d and e, where transport facilities can be 

maximised. 
Noted 

2423 

Mr 

Dean 

Employment 

Growth 

It would seem that a mixture of all these locations 

would make sense depending on the nature of the 
Agree 
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Clarke employment. Large scale employment, because of 

logistics should be situated near to Motorway or rail 

links. 

1626 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Employment 

Growth 
Blank response Blank response 

694 

Mr 

Leon 

Crawley 

Employment 

Growth 

New employment should be near public transport links 

such as rail stations or bus routes. 
Noted 

1021 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Employment 

Growth 

New employment should be located alongside the 

housing growth at or near motorway junctions. 
Noted 

1565 

Mr 

David 

Yates 

Employment 

Growth 
Blank response Blank response 

905 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Employment 

Growth 
Blank response Blank response 

1102 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Employment 

Growth 

Expand existing employment sites 

Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

Noted 

1433 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Employment 

Growth 

I believe it would make sense to locate new 

employment: e. "Near existing rail stations or 

opportunities for new rail stations" as this 

Noted 
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would encourage the use of public transport for travel 

to work (instead of additional car users and congestion 

on the roads). 

1183 

Mr 

Steve 

Davies 

Employment 

Growth 

New employment and business allocation should be 

nearer to the better transport links. Malvern is already a 

very busy town to drive into and around and adding 

more business will increase congestion and pollution.  

Malvern residents will have to travel further, adding 

to congestion, if there are not enough local 

employment opportunities however so coordinating 

development and transport planning is a balance to 

provide the right number of jobs in the right places 

to minimise congestion. 

1417 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Employment 

Growth 

The supply of employment land should be matched to 

demand as this is the most sustainable strategy with a 

minimum need for commuting to work 

Noted, this is one of the purposes of the South 

Worcestershire Economic Development Needs 

Assessment. 

1503 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Employment 

Growth 

We have had a large increase of this locally and most of 

these I have yet to see any employment activity. 

Those sites that have been filled have caused a volume 

in appropriate vehicles on our lanes, traveling at speed. 

Noted. Assuming locally is Broomhall I'm not aware 

of recent development for employment that could 

be responsible for an increase in speeding traffic. 

1522 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Employment 

Growth 

Employment growth should be at/near motorway 

junctions 
Noted 

1572 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Employment 

Growth 
B. To minimise suburban traffic. Noted 

4278 

Mr 

Paul 

Brown 

Employment 

Growth 

With respect: Option 5, Employment Growth, is not fit 

for purpose. It ignores the variety in employment and 

the multiplicity of motivations among consultees. For 

Strongly disagree option 5 is a choice between 

slavishly following the market trends of the past ten 

years as evidenced in the Economic Development 
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example, is one to answer from the point of view of a 

long retired cottager with strong emotional links to the 

property passed down the family, or from that of a city-

dwelling young mum thinking of her infant’s needs in 15 

years’ time, or of what a heavy drop forge Managing 

Director will be looking for when searching the 

Midlands for a new location? It needs breaking down 

into several layers. With the earlier paragraph about 

disproportionate growth of manufacturing in 

Worcestershire, it is not clear whether Option 5 is about 

more manufacturing employment or about all kinds of 

employment. If only the former, that needs to be made 

clear by including the word “manufacturing in the 

heading of the blue background box. If it is meant to be 

the latter, that justifies further layering of the Option. 

Reasons for siting a drop forge at one of the types of 

location listed are unlikely to be similar to 

considerations a care home will have for deciding where 

they wish to be. Electronics assembly and dairy farming 

will have different preferences and present different 

potential problems in relation to planning. 

Any attempts by consultees to actually answer the 

present version of this option are likely to be based on 

presumptions they felt obliged to make even though 

any grounds for them were not given in the SWDPR 

draft. Their suggestions are therefore at risk of being 

given in ignorance. 

Needs Assessment in which case your answer would 

be no, or planning for a more even spread of 

employment opportunities than has been provided 

by the market in the past ten years in which case 

your answer would be yes. No need to seek any 

deeper meanings. 

3545 Mr Employment Section paragraph 8.20 does not encourage developers Noted, and agree sites should only be allocated 
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David 

Harrison 

Growth to build employment on allocated employment land, as 

they could hold out to the next plan (SWDPR2- in a 

further five years time) whether land values would 

increase as housing land is worth more than industrial 

land. 

If, as stated, “most of the employment land is to be in 

Wychavon”, housing should be close to employment 

land. 

Option 5 – paragraph a – some small employment units 

should be reasonably close to the housing growth but I 

believe that major employment should be at paragraph 

B or C – i.e. at or near motorway junctions or along 

trunk road corridors. The trunk roads have to be 

capable of taking the extra heavy vehicles. 

where it is likely that they will be built out for the 

allocated uses. 

1949 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Employment 

Growth 

Option d but remain mindful of congestion and ensure 

infrastructure is improved accordingly 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the plan 

review an Infrastructure Delivery Plan will be 

published identifying the essential infrastructure 

required to support the preferred site allocations. 

2488 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Employment 

Growth 
Support option a. Noted 

2076 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Employment 

Growth 

We do not have any specific comments to make in 

relation to the above question but do nevertheless 

reserve the right to comment further on this in so far as 

it may affect our client’s land interests. 

Noted 
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2564 

Land 

Partnerships 

Developments 

Ltd 

Employment 

Growth 

We consider that the allocation of land for employment 

growth should be based upon market-based factors. 

This would include a variety of locations including sites 

at motorway junctions and the principal highways 

including the A449 and the A46.  

Agree in part, allocations need to be capable of being 

delivered by the property market but other 

objectives also need to be supported by any 

preferred site allocations. 

2961 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Employment 

Growth 

Employment Growth.  Prioritise e) but all are 

worthwhile 
Noted 

3418 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Employment 

Growth 

Given the extent of employment land demand within 

South Worcestershire identified above, it is appropriate 

to pursue an approach comprised of a mixture of the 

above options. 

Option d should be the preferred option with option a 

the second preference. Honeybourne Airfield (CFS0924) 

is a suitable location if these options are given priority. 

Noted 

4300 Summix Ltd 
Employment 

Growth 

Summix Limited has no specific comments to offer in 

relation to the remaining Questions and Options in the 

Review Consultation at this juncture beyond the 

relevant comments included in Section 3, which provide 

Summix’s position in relation to the matters of detail 

that the Plan Review will address moving forward. 

Noted 

3750 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Employment 

Growth 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should 

Noted, and agree the options for allocating 

additional employment land within Worcester are 

limited. The most sustainable location to meet 

Worcester’s need however will be as close to the City 

boundary as possible. 
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be reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the 

supply to respond to the clear levels of demand. We do 

not consider that the employment land supply can be 

distributed more evenly. 

3753 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Employment 

Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new 

rail stations 

Noted 

3893 

Society of 

Merchant 

Venturers 

Employment 

Growth 

The SMV supports the view that new employment land 

should be delivered alongside new homes and be 

located at motorway junctions (i.e. Options A and B). 

The proposals subject of these representations could 

deliver circa 80-100 ha of employment land in a 

sustainable location along the M5 and would make a 

sizeable contribution to the economic needs of the 

combined South Worcestershire Councils. Initial 

feasibility studies indicate that an additional motorway 

junction can be accommodated between Junctions 7 

and 8 of the M5 motorway to facilitate access to this 

land. 

Furthermore, the scale of development proposed will 

Noted, response supports CFS0206. 
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ensure that complimentary business/suppliers etc. can 

locate together. In addition, the new settlement in the 

location proposed will deliver c. 5,000 dwellings 

ensuring that businesses have access to a large-scale 

workforce and internalise a number of trips. 

59 Prosser 
Employment 

Growth 

The SWDPR should include a policy which seeks to 

prevent the redevelopment of employment land for 

residential purposes, but is more accommodating to 

proposals for change of use to other employment 

generating uses. 

Noted 

104 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Employment 

Growth 

The SWDPR should identify those sites that are essential 

to the success of the south Worcestershire economy 

and seek to prevent their redevelopment for non-

employment sustaining uses. 

Noted 

140 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Employment 

Growth 

Not sure of the subtleties behind the distinction 

between 'employment sustaining' and 'employment 

generating', but I think (b) seems preferable (more 

flexible in response to changing patterns of business / 

work). 

Noted, the difference in the two options is actually 

whether planning policy seeks to prevent residential 

redevelopment of all existing land used for 

employment or just those industrial estates/business 

parks that are considered strategic to the South 

Worcestershire economy. 

377 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Employment 

Growth 

Option "b". 

Whereas it is a good idea to protect some sites that may 

be essential for the South Worcestershire economy, this 

assumes we can know how the economy will develop - 

this is impossible to predict. There must be flexibility 

and option "a" does not give that. 

Noted, option B is the comprehensive approach 

which was part of Local Plan policy before the 

adoption of the SWDP. 
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440 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

Employment 

Growth 
a Noted 

666 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Employment 

Growth 
B Noted 

810 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Employment 

Growth 

Option 16 a - To be honest, I'm not sure these are the 

right questions. Businesses have a choice of where they 

locate, and I would suggest that GOOD transport links 

are a key factor, and Worcester hasn't historically had 

many (compared to other counties) that are either close 

to motorway junctions or near "good" roads with no 

traffic congestion. Unfortunately Worcester has 

TERRIBLE road congestion, in part due to the old 

infrastructure, but also due to bad past decisions. 

Whilst the new "dualling" of the A4440 Temeside Way 

will help in the short term, I believe that the long term 

solution is for the 'Ring Road" around Worcester needs 

to be completed and connect up to the A443 AND the 

A449 to really provide the connectivity to Kidderminster 

and beyond without traffic needing to go through the 

city centre. At present we only have two bridges over 

the river Severn and they struggle to cope with the 

present volume of traffic. Therefore if the "Ring Road" 

was completed as outlined above, I believe this would 

greatly assist in Businesses locating to the area.   

For me the second thing is GOOD internet and mobile 

Disagree the South Worcestershire Economic 

Development Needs Assessment provides evidence 

that businesses do not have a choice of where to 

locate and the manufacturing sector is stronger in 

the area and likely to grow. The largest industrial 

estate in SW is at Hartlebury and is popular with 

business despite having less than perfect access. 
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phone networks. Businesses have ever changing needs.  

At the moment my impression is that Worcester is 

effectively a commuter town, rather than an industrial 

hub where businesses want to relocate to for the 

reasons above. What currently differentiates Worcester 

to other towns or cities in the Midlands and makes 

people to want to locate here ?     

2435 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Employment 

Growth 
I would agree with both A & B 

Noted, option a however would also be achieved if 

option b were taken forward so both options are not 

required. 

1640 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Employment 

Growth 
Blank response Blank response 

922 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Employment 

Growth 
Blank response Blank response 

1132 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Employment 

Growth 

include a policy that seeks to prevent the 

redevelopment of employment land for residential 

purposes but is more accommodating to proposals for 

change of use to other employment generating uses. 

Noted 

1198 

Mr 

Steve 

Davies 

Employment 

Growth 

To attract businesses there needs to be good access and 

allocation for parking etc. By putting business 

allocations into housing developments this is not 

catered. The development on North Site in Malvern is a 

prime example of this where the 'business' allocation 

was put at the deepest part of the development 

Agree, site allocations for employment on mixed 

development sites need to be on the most 

prominent part of the site with the best access to the 

existing highway network. 
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meaning access was very poor. Surprisingly enough this 

was not taken up by businesses and was then re-

allocated for more houses. 

3559 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Employment 

Growth 

I agree with both section A and section B. 

Section a – these sites are probably identified as being 

near transport hubs/transport corridors. 

Section B – the redevelopment of employment land for 

residential purposes must be prevented at all costs due 

to the fact that if it is not, developers will put it in for 

employment land, not develop it and wait five years or 

so, and then want to change it to housing because it is 

more profitable. 

Noted, and agree any new policies or allocations 

need to minimise the risk that development will not 

come forward in accordance with the plan. 

1952 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Employment 

Growth 
Option b Noted 

2496 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Employment 

Growth 
Support "a" Noted 

2089 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Employment 

Growth 

We do not have any specific comments to make in 

relation to Options 16 - 23 but do nevertheless reserve 

the right to comment further on this in so far as it may 

affect our client’s land interests. 

Noted 

2107 

Ms 

Anna 

Frankel 

Employment 

Growth 

I do not want employment land used for retail or food 

outlets, such as drive in takeaways.   The employment is 

poor and the products make little, if any contribution to 

Noted, option B would be most likely to support the 

aim suggested by this response. 
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the health of the community. 

2972 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Employment 

Growth 
Probably favour b) Noted 

3435 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Employment 

Growth 

The identification of sites that are considered essential 

to the success of the South Worcestershire economy is 

supported. However, a rigid approach to restrict their 

development for non-employment sustaining uses is 

not supported. 

A flexible approach to employment land should be 

taken, to allow for sites to accommodate market 

fluctuations and varied demand towards both 

employment and alternative uses. 

Disagree, the SWDP needs to meet the objectively 

assessed needs of South Worcestershire in full. 

This cannot be achieved if land owners can flip site 

allocations depending on the changing price of land 

for different uses. 
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708 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Density 

a.  Areas of Worcester City should take higher density 

development, 

b. Some sites in the larger towns may be suitable for higher 

density development. 

c.  Housing density in rural areas should have a lower density. 

Noted. 

460 

Severn Trent 

Water 
Density 

Option a – this should be done in consideration of the impact of 

increasing density on the existing sewerage network. Sites should 

be encouraged to improve surface water runoff drainage through 

use of SuDS and water efficient building design – i.e. rainwater 

harvesting and greywater recycling. By reducing the surface water 

input into the existing system, this may release capacity in the 

sewerage network to allow increases in foul flow. 

Noted.  The Water Cycle Strategy and 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment and 

Infrastructure delivery Plan will provide 

information on these matters to inform 

both site allocations and policy 

requirements.  

584 

West Midlands 

HARP Planning 

Consortium 

Density 

We encourage the Councils to commit to supporting development 

that makes efficient use of land. The revised Framework places a 

stronger emphasis on increasing densities, particularly in areas 

well served by public transport and for LPAs to set minimum 

densities in local plan policies. It would therefore be helpful for 

the Review to identify areas where higher density development 

can be delivered across South Worcestershire, so long as such a 

policy contains an element of flexibility to respond to individual 

site circumstances. 

Noted. 

606 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 
Density 

This option will need further consideration in light of the 

environmental implications of each choice available. Further work 

will therefore be required before we can provide helpful 

Noted. 
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comments. 

777 

Lower Broadheath 

Parish Council 
Density 

a & b) With land remaining expensive and the centre of major 

cities and towns having minimal land for housing, an increase of 

housing density seems inevitable. Only a limited proportion of the 

budding house owners and renters, find favour with high density 

housing. Those who do, still require open spaces for recreation. 

Therefore, high density is not an automatic gain but must be 

employed with care. Option c) Should not be automatically 

adopted but must be allowed to evolve. 

Noted. 

636 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 
Density 

Continue with the density policy in the adopted SWDP 

(SWDP13).  Pebworth Parish Council support option c 
Noted. 

2596 Historic England Density 

The response makes no specific comments on the options set. It 

refers to the NPPF requirements and Historic England's Good 

Practice Advice Note 1: The Historic Environment in Local Plans. 

Comments are noted. The policy will be 

in general conformity with the NPPF 

and the SWCs will have regard to the 

advice in Historic England's Good 

Practice Advice Note when preparing 

the SWDP Review. 

2133 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 
Density 

The SWDP was required to maximise the use of brownfield land, 

in accordance with national policy that prevailed at the time, but 

even when doing so it was clear that all development needs could 

not be accommodated within the built up areas. 

Given the sensitive and relatively low rise nature of existing 

development within the main urban areas, we do not consider 

that a significant increase in densities could be appropriately 

accommodated without significant adverse impact upon the 

relevant townscapes. Accordingly, we would support option ‘c’. 

Noted.  It is recognised that there is 

now enough capacity within the main 

towns to accommodate all of the 

required development.  
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3058 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Density A Noted. 

2515 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Density 

The SWDPR should look to work with local communities and 

stakeholders to identify areas that could accommodate higher 

densities particularly adjacent to transport hubs within City and 

Town Centres. Housing densities within designated 

Neighbourhood Plan Areas could be identified through the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

Noted.  Where neighbourhood plan are 

being prepared these can set out more 

local policies providing they are 

supported by appropriate evidence and 

are in general conformity with the 

SWDP.   

3441 Fisher German LLP Density States that any approach should be consistent with the NPPF.  

Noted.  It is recognised that the policy 

will need to be in general conformity 

with the NPPF. 

2269 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Density 

See little merit in squeezing extra capacity from new 

developments, the additional numbers would be small and the 

additional density would be detrimental to the overall quality of 

development.  Garden space has been reduced to a minimum and 

this should be reconsidered.  WCC are rightly reconsidering 

parking space, currently this is too low. Increasing density should 

be weighed against these factors.       

Flats in Worcester and larger towns would be appropriate for 

younger people but there is little need for such accommodation in 

rural areas. 

Noted.  The Strategic Housing Market 

Assessment will provide evidence as to 

the need for specific types and sizes of 

property.  

2353 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Density 

Continue with the density policy in the adopted SWDP (SWDP13). 

We would hope that sufficient sites can be found in Worcester 

City (a.) but it may be necessary to find further higher density sites 

in other towns (b.) 

Noted. 
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3182 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 
Density 

The SWDPR should identify high density areas in Worcester such 

as Lowesmoor Wharf where there are opportunities for 

regeneration and mixed use developments.  The approach to 

density elsewhere should not be prescribed. It should be based on 

a site by site analysis. Density should be determined based on the 

character of an area and the accessibility and locational 

sustainability of any particular site. 

Noted.  Density requirements will 

reflect the character and accessibility of 

the area they are applied to. 

2897 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 
Density 

Areas in Worcester where high density can be accommodated 

should be identified. Elsewhere, SWDP13 should be applied. 
Noted. 

1173 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Density Yes to a and b only. Noted. 

992 Merton College Density 

Considers it appropriate for high densities to be promoted in new 

settlements as well as areas of strategic development, in 

particular around the new parkway station.  Refers to NPPF and 

the need to set minimum densities in areas well served by public 

transport.  Considers hat minimum densities should be considered 

for parts of the plan and that densities should reflect 

accessibility.  Considers that higher densities could be required 

near to Parkway Station.  

Noted. 

1831 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Density 

The SWDPR should look to work with local communities and 

stakeholders to identify areas that could accommodate higher 

densities particularly adjacent to transport hubs within City and 

Town Centres. Housing densities within designated 

Neighbourhood Plan Areas could be identified through the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

Noted.  Where Neighbourhood Plans 

are being prepared these can set out 

more local policies providing they are 

supported by evidence and in general 

conformity with the SWDP.  

1290 

Barwood 

Development 
Density 

Generally supports SWDP13 however NPPF refers to setting 

minimum densities in city and town centres and locations that are 
Noted. 
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Securities Ltd highly accessible by public transport.  Therefore, SWDP13 will 

require amendment.  The appropriate density will depend on 

location and site specific considerations as well as housing need 

and market demand.  Density policies need to be flexible to allow 

development to respond to local character. 

1802 Lone Star Land Density 

Option ‘b’ is supported. 

Paragraph 123 of the revised NPPF requires that minimum density 

standards are set for city and town centres and other locations 

well served by public transport. 

It should also be the case that the impact of the 40% green 

infrastructure policy SWDP 5 needs to be reviewed.  This is an 

arbitrary standard that mitigates against the efficient use of land. 

Noted.  With regard to the 40% GI 

requirement, consideration will be 

given as to whether this is still 

appropriate and justified as part of the 

SWDP Review.  

1344 

Custom Land 

Limited 
Density Continue the density policies of the Development Plan. Noted. 

1389 

Abberley Parish 

Council 
Density Option a is preferred. Noted. 

4355 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Density 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: No specific preference but this 

complex decision should factor in variables such as air pollution 

and existing AQMA. Higher densities should be properly planned 

for, creating more space for public realm walking and cycling 

routes, cycle storage in homes and cycle parking in developments. 

Refer also to the Transport for New Homes 2018 document. 

Noted. 

4424 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Density 

There may be areas of Worcester City which could support higher 

density development than currently permitted by SWDP 13. It is 

unlikely that there will be locations outside the city where that 

Noted. 
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would be appropriate. 

4192 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 
Density 

SWDP13 should be reviewed for its compatibility with NPPF 

2018.  Refers to paragraphs 122 and 123 of the NPPF and suggests 

that options b and c are most likely to conform with the 

requirements.  

Minimum densities should consider the inter-relationship 

between density, house size (any implications from the 

introduction of optional space and accessible / adaptable homes 

standards), house mix and developable acreage on viability. 

Noted.  It is recognised that the policy 

approach will need to be in general 

conformity with the NPPF.  

1741 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Density a and b Noted. 

1915 

West Country 

Developments Ltd 
Density 

b) should be the approach. The Plan should identify areas where 

opportunities exist for higher than existing density housing can be 

provided. 

Noted. 

2145 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Density 

Supports options a and b.  

In our view, Worcester may struggle to deliver high levels of 

affordable housing (density is therefore important) in the city 

centre because of viability (and perhaps heritage) issues in some 

cases. It should be led by the masterplan. We would support 

higher densities in other town centres too, but with the same 

caveats. We do not agree that the density policy in the SWDP 

(SWDP13) should remain, there needs to be more flexibility and 

autonomy granted to development management during the 

decision-taking process. 

Noted. 
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2175 IM Land Density 

Refers to para 122 and 123 of the NPPF and the need to avoid 

homes being built at low densities.  Suggests that the plan should 

maximise densities in the towns and cities and other locations 

accessible by public transport through a minimum density 

requirement and set a range of densities to reflect accessibility. 

Suggests that a blanket policy should be avoided as density should 

respond to the characteristics of a site. 

Supports a mix of options B and C. 

Noted. It is agreed that the policy will 

need to be in general conformity with 

the NPPF. 

2202 IM Land Density 

Refers to para 122 and 123 of the NPPF and the need to avoid 

homes being built at low densities.  Suggests that the plan should 

maximise densities in the towns and cities and other locations 

accessible by public transport through a minimum density 

requirement and set a range of densities to reflect accessibility. 

Suggests that a blanket policy should be avoided as density should 

respond to the characteristics of a site. 

Supports a mix of options B and C. 

Noted. It is agreed that the policy will 

need to be in general conformity with 

the NPPF. 

2241 Natural England Density 

Natural England does not have a particular preference for the 

strategy options that have been set out but would wish to ensure 

that the chosen approach results in no adverse impact on any 

designated nature conservation sites or protected landscapes. We 

would also advise that development should avoid Best & Most 

Versatile Land (BMV) where possible. 

Noted. 

2406 

Wallace Land 

Investments 
Density 

Wallace support the efficient use of land, in accordance with 

National Planning Policy and Guidance. However, we would not 
Noted. 
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support the introduction of a district-wide minimum density 

standard as we feel sites need to be considered on a site-by-site 

basis, having regard to local character, context, environmental 

designations, constraints and other planning policy requirements. 

2653 Broadway Trust Density Adopt “a” and “c”. Noted. 

2754 Greystoke Land Density 

Suggests that new development in villages should be allowed to 

come forward at higher densities than SWDP13 allows. 

It is noted that the evidence shows there is shortage of affordable 

one and two bed units for the next 5 years. 

Allowing higher densities would ensure that where small pockets 

and BMVAL are allocated for development it would be sued to 

best effect.  BMVAL should not automatically be discounted for 

development purposes.  Refers to a recent appeal decision where 

BMVAL was not a reason for refusal. 

Noted.  

2783 Taylor Wimpey Density 

Suggests that minimum density standards might be counter 

productive to the delivery of sustainable development which 

reflects local character. Refers to NPPF requirements to set 

minimum density where there is a shortage of land but suggests 

that if sufficient sites are allocated this should not be necessary in 

the SWDP area. States that any approach must be consistent with 

the NPPF requirements. 

Noted.  It is recognised that the policy 

will need to be in general conformity 

with the NPPF. 

2816 Jessup Ltd Density 

In our view, Worcester may struggle to deliver high levels of 

affordable housing (density is therefore important) in the city 

centre because of viability (and perhaps heritage) issues in some 

cases. It should be led by the masterplan. We would support 

Noted. 
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higher densities in other town centres too, but with the same 

caveats. We do not agree that the density policy in the SWDP 

(SWDP13) should remain, there needs to be more flexibility and 

autonomy granted to development management during the 

decision-taking process. 

2849 

2 Counties 

Construction 
Density 

Supports options b and c. 

In our view, Worcester may struggle to deliver high levels of 

affordable housing (density is therefore important) in the city 

centre because of viability (and perhaps heritage) issues in some 

cases. It should be led by the masterplan. We would support 

higher densities in other town centres too, but with the same 

caveats. We do not agree that the density policy in the SWDP 

(SWDP13) should remain, there needs to be more flexibility and 

autonomy granted to development management during the 

decision-taking process. 

Noted. 

2929 Cala Homes Ltd Density 

Supports option C and current SWDP13 approach.  The need to 

deliver new homes needs to be balanced with the characteristics 

of the location.  The policy can work in tandem with design and 

open space policies to achieve a balance in any given location. 

Noted. 

3061 

Spitfire Bespoke 

Homes 
Density 

The adopted SWDP Policy 13 should be reviewed for its 

compatibility with the 2018 NPPF with regards to development 

making the efficient use of land.  The density of development 

should take into account a sites location as well as other site 

constraints and therefore in our view should be approached on a 

site by site basis. 

Noted. 

3123 Rooftop Housing Density Option 6 C is supported. Continue with the density policy in the Noted. 
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Association adopted SWDP (SWDP13). 

  

3356 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Density 

Policy SWDP13 sets out broad indications of appropriate average 

net densities for housing or mixed-use development in a variety of 

locations across the South Worcestershire area. Whilst this 

approach is generally supported, and the NNPF deems that it may 

be appropriate to set out a range of densities that reflect the 

accessibility and potential of different areas, it is also noted that 

the NPPF refers to the use of minimum density standards for city 

and town centres and other locations that are well served by 

public transport. It is therefore clear that policy SWDP13 will 

require amendment to ensure conformity with the NPPF in this 

respect. In addition, it is considered that the average net density 

of 30 dwellings / ha in the villages, is supported, but should also 

be altered to refer to a minimum net density of 30, rather than an 

average. 

Noted.  The policies in the SWDP review 

will need to be in general conformity 

with the NPPF.  

3158 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Density 

Option 6 C is supported. Continue with the density policy in the 

adopted SWDP (SWDP13). 

  

Noted. 

3824 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Density 

In our view, Worcester may struggle to deliver high levels of 

affordable housing (density is therefore important) in the city 

centre because of viability (and perhaps heritage) issues in some 

cases. It should be led by the masterplan. We would support 

higher densities in other town centres too, but with the same 

caveats. We do not agree that the density policy in the SWDP 

(SWDP13) should remain, there needs to be more flexibility and 

Noted. 
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autonomy granted to development management during the 

decision-taking process. 

3210 Grammont Group Density 
Support option 6B as it is in accordance with the NPPF 

requirements. 
Noted. 

3235 

Gleeson Strategic 

Land Limited 
Density 

Supports continuing with the current policy (SWDP13) because 

there is limited scope to boost densities outside of the 

urban areas because density needs to respond to 

character.  Increased density within redevelopment schemes in 

Worcester is unlikely to yield significant increases in dwellings.  

Noted. 

3279 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Density 

Areas in Worcester City where high density development can be 

accommodated should be identified. Elsewhere we consider that 

the density policy in the adopted SWDP (SWDP13) provides 

sufficient guidance and that such densities are consistent with the 

overall objectives of providing the housing needs of the Plan area 

whilst having regard to environmental and heritage designations. 

Noted. 

4003 

Richborough 

Estates 
Density 

Refers to para 122 and 123 of the NPPF and the need to avoid 

homes being built at low densities.  Suggests that the plan should 

maximise densities in the towns and cities and other locations 

accessible by public transport through a minimum density 

requirement and set a range of densities to reflect accessibility. 

Suggests that a blanket policy should be avoided as density should 

respond to the characteristics of a site. 

Supports a mix of options B and C. 

Noted. It is agreed that the policy will 

need to be in general conformity with 

the NPPF 

4151 

Richborough 

Estates 
Density 

In our view, Worcester may struggle to deliver high levels of 

affordable housing (density is therefore important) in the city 
Noted. 
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centre because of viability (and perhaps heritage) issues in some 

cases. It should be led by the masterplan. We would support 

higher densities in other town centres too, but with the same 

caveats. We do not agree that the density policy in the SWDP 

(SWDP13) should remain, there needs to be more flexibility and 

autonomy granted to development management during the 

decision-taking process. 

3498 

St Modwen 

Developments Ltd 
Density 

The SWDPR should set out principles which seek to optimise 

density and the use of previously developed land, but also invite 

submissions from applicants to justify the approach taken on 

individual sites. Generic policy with overarching targets is 

inappropriate in this regard, when so much depends on the 

specific circumstances of individual sites.  For example, questions 

around viability, urban design, neighbouring uses, character, 

amenity, abnormal costs, and so on, will all play a role in 

determining the most appropriate density of development, as well 

as the suitability of brownfield land.  This means that a 

prescriptive policy approach is inappropriate, and one which 

guides the principles to be followed is to be preferred. 

Noted.  All of these issues are important 

considerations when determining the 

appropriate density for a site/area. 

3597 North Oak Homes Density 

In our view, Worcester may struggle to deliver high levels of 

affordable housing (density is therefore important) in the city 

centre because of viability (and perhaps heritage) issues in some 

cases. It should be led by the masterplan. We would support 

higher densities in other town centres too, but with the same 

caveats. We do not agree that the density policy in the SWDP 

(SWDP13) should remain, there needs to be more flexibility and 

autonomy granted to development management during the 

decision-taking process. 

Noted. 
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3625 Miller Homes Ltd Density 

In terms of setting an appropriate policy on density, the starting 

point should be paragraph 122 of the NPPF. The achievement of 

an appropriate density across a site is the result of range of 

factors, many of which are outlined in the NPPF. As is the 

established thinking within the development industry density is a 

function of land use change, not a determinant of it. On this basis, 

the current adopted approach (Policy SWDP13 iv. and v.) is 

broadly supported, which supports a ‘masterplanning’ approach 

where surrounding characteristics and features adjacent to sites 

can be taken into account in the overall design process. 

Noted. 

3678 Bovis Homes Density 

Bovis Homes considers that appropriate densities should be 

determined through masterplanning and the development 

management process taking into account the characteristics of 

the site and the surrounding area. In that regard Bovis Homes 

would support a continuation of the density policy in the adopted 

SWDP (SWDP13). 

Noted. 

3721 

Gladman 

Developments 
Density 

Gladman agree that it is key to ensure the efficient use of 

land, but would recommend a flexible policy approach in relation 

to this rather than rigid policy requirements. A range of densities 

is preferable to a blanket minimum requirement. There will be 

certain sites and locations where it will not be appropriate to 

deliver schemes that meet minimum density requirements so the 

policy should have some flexibility to allow schemes to reflect 

local circumstances and site specifics. 

Noted. 

3740 

The Southall 

Trustees 
Density 

We would favour bullet point c, tempered by the need to consider 

all of the development factors that are important for the proper 

and reasonable delivery of housing. 

Noted. 
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3743 

The Southall 

Trustees 
Density 

We would favour bullet point a tempered by the need to consider 

all of the development factors that are important for the proper 

and reasonable delivery of housing. 

Noted. 

3776 S Guy and Sons Ltd Density 

We would favour bullet point c, tempered by the need to consider 

all of the development factors that are important for the proper 

and reasonable delivery of housing. 

Noted. 

3798 The Crown Estate Density 

Support the identification of areas of higher density development, 

including at Crowngate Shopping Centre as an important retail 

anchor in the city centre. 

Noted. 

3857 

Rooftop Housing 

Group 
Density 

Whilst SWDP13 set out appropriate densities, this approach is 

generally supported. However SWDP13 will need updating to 

ensure conformity with NPPF minimum density standards. In 

addition, it's considered the average net density of 

30dwellings/ha in the villages is supported but should also be 

altered to refer to minimum net density, rather than an average. 

Noted. It is recognised that the policy 

will need to be in general conformity 

with the NPPF. 

3870 

Warwickshire 

College 
Density 

Areas in Worcester City where high density development can 

accommodated should be identified. Where development is 

proposed near to transport nodes or corridors, higher density 

development may be appropriate in these locations. Elsewhere, 

consider that the density policy in the adopted SWDP (SWDP13) 

provides sufficient guidance. 

Noted. 

3938 Madresfield Density 

Areas in Worcester City where high density development can be 

accommodated should be identified. Elsewhere we consider that 

the density policy in the adopted SWDP (SWDP13) provides 

sufficient guidance and that such densities are consistent with the 

overall objectives of providing the housing needs of the Plan area 

whilst having regard to environmental and heritage designations. 

Noted. 
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3958 ehB Reeves Density 

Refers to para 122 and 123 of the NPPF and the need to avoid 

homes being built at low densities.  Suggests that the plan should 

maximise densities in the towns and cities and other locations 

accessible by public transport through a minimum density 

requirement and set a range of densities to reflect accessibility. 

Suggests that a blanket policy should be avoided as density should 

respond to the characteristics of a site. 

Supports a mix of options B and C. 

Noted. It is agreed that the policy will 

need to be in general conformity with 

the NPPF. 

4033 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Density 

a. Identify areas of Worcester City that can accommodate higher 

density development. 

b. Identify further areas and/or specific sites for higher density 

development. 

In our view, Worcester may struggle to deliver high levels of 

affordable housing (density is therefore important) in the city 

centre because of viability (and perhaps heritage) issues in some 

cases. It should be led by the masterplan. We would support 

higher densities in other town centres too, but with the same 

caveats. We do not agree that the density policy in the SWDP 

(SWDP13) should remain, there needs to be more flexibility and 

autonomy granted to development management during the 

decision-taking process. 

Noted. 

4076 Newland Homes Density 

a. Identify areas of Worcester City that can accommodate higher 

density development. Noted. 
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b. Identify further areas and/or specific sites for higher density 

development. (see above to include towns) 

2.24 In our view, Worcester may struggle to deliver high levels of 

affordable housing (density is therefore important) in the city 

centre because of viability (and perhaps heritage) issues in some 

cases. It should be led by the masterplan. We would support 

higher densities in other town centres too, but with the same 

caveats. We do not agree that the density policy in the SWDP 

(SWDP13) should remain, there needs to be more flexibility and 

autonomy granted to development management during the 

decision-taking process. 

4121 Piper Homes Density 

a. Identify areas of Worcester City that can accommodate higher 

density development. 

b. Identify further areas and/or specific sites for higher density 

development. (see above to include towns) 

In our view, Worcester may struggle to deliver high levels of 

affordable housing (density is therefore important) in the city 

centre because of viability (and perhaps heritage) issues in some 

cases. It should be led by the masterplan. We would support 

higher densities in other town centres too, but with the same 

caveats. We do not agree that the density policy in the SWDP 

(SWDP13) should remain, there needs to be more flexibility and 

autonomy granted to development management during the 

decision-taking process. 

  

Noted. 
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4256 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 
Density 

Policy SWDP13 sets out broad indications of appropriate average 

net densities for housing or mixed-use development in a variety of 

locations across the South Worcestershire area. Whilst this 

approach is generally supported, and the NPPF deems that it may 

be appropriate to set out a range of densities that reflect the 

accessibility and potential of different areas, it is also noted that 

the NPPF refers to the use of minimum density standards for city 

and town centres and other locations that are well served by 

public transport. It is therefore clear that policy SWDP13 will 

require amendment to ensure conformity with the NPPF in this 

respect. In addition, it is considered that the average net density 

of 30 dwellings / ha in the villages, is supported, but should also 

be altered to refer to a minimum net density of 30, rather than an 

average. 

Noted.  It is recognised that the policy 

approach will need to be in general 

conformity with the NPPF. 

4335 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Density 

a. Identify areas of Worcester City that can accommodate higher 

density development. YES where possible 

b. Identify further areas and/or specific sites for higher density 

development. No 

c. Continue with the density policy in the adopted SWDP 

(SWDP13) - Natural England has produced a map which looks at 

open space and heath for the whole of England. It is quite clear 

lack of open space, lack of green space correlates with poor health 

– physical and mental – outcomes. We have a duty not to solve 

our problems and create other problems for society. 

Noted.  The provision of open space will 

be taken into account within the SWDP 

Review.  

4411 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 
Density 

Refers to paragraph 9.5 of the consultation document and the 

issues set out there.  Suggests that SWDP13 adequately addresses 

the three main issues associated with effective use of land and 

Noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 444



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

supports option c. 

4462 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Density 

We favour high densities, within reason, including terraced 

housing. However, very high densities often mean 

flats.  Experience has shown that these are unsuitable for families 

with young children.  

Noted. 

12 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Density Blank entry Blank entry 

39 Prosser Density 
The SWDPR should identify further areas and/or specific sites for 

higher density development. 
Noted. 

42 Prosser Density 
The SWDPR should identify further areas and/or specific sites for 

higher density development. 
Noted. 

93 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Density 
The SWDPR should identify further areas and/or specific sites for 

higher density development. 
Noted. 

162 

Mr 

Chris 

Williams 

Density 

The SWDPR should identify areas of Worcester City that can 

accommodate higher density development and identify specific 

sites for higher density development. Regards Checketts Lane 

Trading Estate as a perfect site for urban brownfield development. 

Noted. 

325 

Barbourne Road 

Group 
Density 

SWDP13 allows for a variety of densities of development suitable 

to a site’s individual character. This policy should be carried 

forward with a stronger emphasis on providing higher density 

development in existing settlements, where other considerations 

such as historic environment are taken into consideration. 

Noted. 

362 Mr Density Option "a" is my choice because I believe there ought to be more Noted. 
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Peter 

Morgan 

high quality high density housing, such as apartments, within and 

close to the centre of Worcester City. 

1457 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Density a Noted. 

414 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Density Option a. Noted. 

656 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Density A Noted. 

483 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Density c, current density. Noted. 

1406 

Mr 

David 

Clark 

Density 

My comments pertain directly to the proposed development at 

Fowlers Farm, Green Lane, Naunton. 

The SWDP should: 

1. identify areas of Worcester and the other major towns 

where higher density development can be 

accommodated. This will relieve pressure on other sites 

and reduce the need for sites overall.  

2. consider higher density development on sections of the 

proposed development sites around the transport hub at 

Worcester Parkway. 

Noted, however, there is a need to 

allocate a mix of sites and to meet the 

NPPF requirements for at least 10% of 

the housing requirement to be met on 

sites of less than 1 hectare. 
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Overall, considering areas for higher density will remove the need 

for very small sites, including Naunton, and removes the overall 

burden of multiple sites from the planning process. 

768 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Density 

Option 6a - The conversion / designation of the Old Co-op building 

in St Nicholas Street would seem to be ideal for the provision of 

flats / apartments to provide cost effective accommodation close 

to the city centre. The High Street is likely to change in the future, 

and to ensure it doesn't start to have lots of empty units some 

should be converted to accommodation. The city CENTRE can also 

provide the necessary transport links and reduce the need for 

cars. 

Noted.  Specific sites can only be 

allocated where landowners are willing 

to make them available.  

2424 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Density A and B Noted. 

1627 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Density Blank Response Blank Response 

1025 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Density 
The SWDPR should identify areas of Worcester City that can 

accommodate higher density development. 
Noted. 

688 

Miss 

Maureen 

Williams 

Density 
b - identify further area and sites around current developments 

for higher density e.g. development in rural gardens 
Noted. 

1575 

Mr 

David 

Yates 

Density Blank Response. Blank Response. 
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882 

Mrs 

Kathleen 

Maddams 

Density 
B - identify further area and sites around current developments 

e.g. gardens/yards 
Noted. 

907 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Density 

All new housing in town and city centres should, wherever 

possible and practical, be higher density housing such as multi-

level apartment blocks. However the height and size of each 

building will need careful consideration as to what is acceptable 

and desirable in each situation. Worcester already has good 

examples around the canal at Diglis and Sidbury. The existing 3 

tower blocks at Tybridge street are too tall for Worcester's city 

centre, but are effective and appropriate in their St. Johns 

location. They demonstrate that even buildings above 3 or 4 levels 

can be successful in the right place.  More areas and sites both in 

Worcester City and elsewhere should be identified for higher 

density housing.  In town and city centres more housing should be 

found above shops and offices. 

Noted.  Any increase in density 

requirements will be considered in the 

context of the area in which 

development sits, including impact on 

the historic environment.  

911 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Density Blank response Blank response 

1103 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Density 

Identify areas of Worcester City that can accommodate higher 

density development, identify further areas and/or specific sites 

for higher density development. 

Noted. 

1186 

Mr 

Steve 

Davies 

Density 

I think more, smaller, developments is the way to go. This reduces 

the impact on the area being developed in terms of, both, over 

population of the area and affects to transport and access. 

Noted. 

1418 

Mrs 

Gillian 
Density 

The SWDPR should identify areas of Worcester City that can 

accommodate higher density development. 
Noted. 
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Crisp 

1523 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Density 
Identify areas of Worcester City that can accommodate higher 

density development. 
Noted. 

1548 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Density Blank Response. Blank Response. 

1595 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Density B. Noted. 

1561 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Density B. Noted. 

4279 

Mr 

Paul 

Brown 

Density 

The items in Option 6 each concern density of housing. That has 

to do with quality as far as space, room for movement, and 

appearance of the neighbourhood are concerned and some other 

aspects. Quality of each home also has much to do with how it is 

built, with the materials used and how it is fitted out and serviced. 

The reluctance of Building for Life to engage with these aspects 

notwithstanding, surely they should be included in deliberations 

on Quality? 

Noted.  These matters are addressed in 

the design quality policy within the 

SWDP and the Design Quality 

Supplementary Panning Document.  

3546 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Density 

Section A – Worcester City are proposing development near Shrub 

Hill station, and this could easily be of a higher density with three 

or four story properties/flats etc. – see article from Worcester 

News attached that option 3. 

Noted. 
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Section B – some of the larger developments for housing could 

quite easily have a higher density at the centre of the site by 

incorporating three or four or more story properties/flats as long 

as there is enough car parking. 

Section C – this means, that I believe that SWDP 13 should be 

amended. 

1938 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Density 
Option c but remain mindful of existing density, especially in rural 

areas that may well be part of the natural heritage 
Noted. 

2489 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Density Support "c" Noted. 

1922 Kler Group Ltd Density 

The density policy within the SWDP (Policy 13) has been largely 

successful in balancing the need to make an effective and efficient 

use of land whilst also delivering high quality developments. 

Because South Worcestershire does not have a preponderance of 

large cities it is inevitably going to be more challenging increasing 

densities in the development plan area. It is considered therefore 

more appropriate to continue the policy that has demonstrated 

the deliverability of housing as set out in the SWDP. 

Noted. 

2077 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Density 

Increased densities will not address the pressing need for family 

housing and will lead to an increase in flatted schemes.  The 

SWDPR needs to include a mix of sites to fully meet housing 

need.  Refers to the NPPF density requirements and suggests that 

option b is the most appropriate approach.  

Noted.  The Strategic Housing Market 

Assessment will provide evidence as to 

the need and demand for different 

types of housing within the area. 

2323 Jan Density C Noted. 
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Russell 

2565 

Land Partnerships 

Developments Ltd 
Density 

Areas in Worcester City where high density development can be 

accommodated should only be identified if this approach is 

supported by robust evidence that higher densities can be 

achieved without adversely affecting the character of the area, 

and delivering a mix of house types that are market facing. 

Elsewhere we consider that the density policy in the adopted 

SWDP (SWDP13) provides sufficient guidance and that such 

densities are consistent with the overall objectives of providing 

the housing needs of the Plan area whilst having regard to 

environmental and heritage designations. 

Noted.  

2962 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Density Continue with current SWDP policy. Noted. 

3419 Johnson Brothers Density 

Policy SWDP13 sets out broad indications of appropriate average 

net densities for housing or mixed-use development in a variety of 

locations across the South Worcestershire area. Whilst this 

approach is generally supported, and the NNPF deems that it may 

be appropriate to set out a range of densities that reflect the 

accessibility and potential of different areas, it is also noted that 

the NPPF refers to the use of minimum density standards for city 

and town centres and other locations that are well served by 

public transport. It is therefore clear that policy SWDP13 will 

require amendment to ensure conformity with the NPPF in this 

respect. In addition, it is considered that the average net density 

of 30 dwellings / ha in the villages, is supported, but should also 

be altered to refer to a minimum net density of 30, rather than an 

average. 

Noted.  It is recognised that the policy 

will need to be in general conformity 

with the NPPF.  
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3754 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Density 

In our view, Worcester may struggle to deliver high levels of 

affordable housing (density is therefore important) in the city 

centre because of viability (and perhaps heritage) issues in some 

cases. It should be led by the masterplan. We would support 

higher densities in other town centres too, but with the same 

caveats. We do not agree that the density policy in the SWDP 

(SWDP13) should remain, there needs to be more flexibility and 

autonomy granted to development management during the 

decision-taking process. 

Noted. 

4217 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Density 

Policy SWDP13 sets out broad indications of appropriate average 

net densities for housing or mixed use development in a variety of 

locations across the South Worcestershire area. Whilst this 

approach is generally supported, and the NNPF deems that it may 

be appropriate to set out a range of densities that reflect the 

accessibility and potential of different areas, it is also noted that 

the NPPF refers to the use of minimum density standards for city 

and town centres and other locations that are well served by 

public transport. It is therefore clear that policy SWDP13 will 

require amendment to ensure conformity with the NPPF in this 

respect. In addition, it is considered that the average net density 

of 30 dwellings/ha in the villages, is supported, but should also be 

altered to refer to a minimum net density of 30, rather than an 

average. 

Noted.  it is recognised that the policy 

approach will need to be in general 

conformity with the NPPF. 

709 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Brownfield Land 

Not all brown field land will be suitable for development for 

various reasons, so option c is the only acceptable option.  
Noted. 

461 

Severn Trent 

Water 
Brownfield Land 

Option b – Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within 

development boundaries. This should be done in consideration of 

the impact of increasing density on the existing sewerage 

Noted. The comments relating to water 

management will be addressed through 

the Strategic Flood Risk Assessment and 
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network. Sites should be encouraged to improve surface water 

runoff drainage through use of SuDS and water efficient building 

design – i.e. rainwater harvesting and greywater recycling. By 

reducing the surface water input into the existing system, this 

may release capacity in the sewerage network to allow increases 

in foul flow. 

the Water Cycle Study. 

520 

Middle Battenhall 

Farm Land Action 

Group 

Brownfield Land 
Option 7a should be adopted to maximise the re-use of 

brownfield land, in line with Objective 4. 
Noted. 

607 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 
Brownfield Land 

This option will need further consideration in light of the 

environmental implications of each choice available. Further work 

will therefore be required before we can provide helpful 

comments. 

Noted.  Further work will be undertaken 

as we progress through the stages of 

plan-making. 

778 

Lower Broadheath 

Parish Council 
Brownfield Land 

a & b) Exploiting brownfield land that is within existing boundaries 

and found to be suitable is a requirement of the NPPF.  Brownfield 

sites which are outside of current boundaries should be treated 

like any other planning application unless exceptional 

circumstances can be justified. 

c) We feel there is a case for permitting some inner urban area 

brownfield sites to be used entirely for affordable housing but 

only if matched with an open market site of suitable size. 

Noted.  

637 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 
Brownfield Land 

Only allocate brownfield land where sites can deliver all of the 

essential planning policy requirements, such as affordable housing 

and infrastructure contribution 

Pebworth Parish Council support option c 

Noted. 
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3259 Canal & River Trust Brownfield Land 

The revised NPPF’ places emphasis on the reuse of previously 

developed land to deliver development. A more targeted 

approach than simply seeking allocation of all brownfield land, but 

also the need for adopting flexibility when considering the loss of 

commercial land, giving full weight to possible benefits is needed 

therefore C is the preferred option. However, it is important to 

ensure that the allocation and redevelopment of brownfield land 

also delivers benefits to the area and the wider objectives of the 

plan. The regeneration of previously developed land can assist in 

delivering benefits to older areas where historic use for 

employment are no longer practical or appropriate and where 

greater benefits can be provided with alternative uses. 

Noted. 

2597 Historic England Brownfield Land 

The response makes no specific comments on the options set.  It 

refers to the NPPF requirements and Historic England's Good 

Practice Advice Note 1: The Historic Environment in Local Plans. 

Comments are noted.  The policy will be 

in general conformity with the NPPF 

and the SWCs will have regard to the 

advice in Historic England's Good 

Practice Advice Note when preparing 

the SWDP Review.  

2134 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 
Brownfield Land 

NPPF is clear on the need to maximise the use of brownfield land 

however it is also clear that local plans should be prepared on the 

basis of achieving sustainable development, therefore, brownfield 

land is only one consideration, therefore, option c is supported.      

Noted. 

3060 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Brownfield Land B Noted. 

2516 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Brownfield Land 

The SWDPR should look to re-use all brownfield land and include a 

flexible planning framework to ensure development can be 

deliverable on these sites particularly where there are significant 

Noted.  Viability testing will forma n 

important part of the SWDP Review to 

ensure that sites and policies are 
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costs associated with remediation of the site. deliverable.  

2270 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Brownfield Land 

i) Option 7a seems to be the better option but there are a 

significant number of cases where brownfield land has not been in 

any particular use for many years and where development could 

have a severe impact on the local landscape, and character. Or 

Option 7b could be adopted with the provision that sites outside 

development areas could be developed in appropriate 

circumstances. It is accepted that neither of these comments 

leads to a specific policy and their subjective nature, whilst 

pragmatic, might be difficult to enforce. 

 ii) Option 7c: Provided development of a site is not manipulated 

for profit alone then it should be possible to develop brownfield 

sites without all essential planning requirements. 

Noted. 

2354 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Brownfield Land 

We would recommend b. although we would hope to see some 

affordable housing provided. 

Noted. The affordable housing policy 

will be updated to reflect the latest 

evidence of need and viability.    

3183 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 
Brownfield Land 

Brownfield sites should be prioritised over greenfield sites. Where 

there is no available brownfield site within a particular village or 

town then greenfield sites should be released.  Brownfield sites 

should benefit from the presumption in favour of sustainable 

development even in rural areas. 

Noted.  It is recognised that there is not 

sufficient capacity to meet all 

development needs on brownfield 

sites.  

2898 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 
Brownfield Land 

Agree policies should maximise the use of brownfield land within 

development boundaries, which would indicate MDS boundaries. 

It may be possible to allocate all such sites. Where those are 

known and it is clear alternative uses for redevelopment could 

occur, then sites should be subject to specific allocation policies. 

Noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 455



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

However, policies which seek to allow previously development 

sites to be re-used should be formulated in accordance with S11 

of the Framework. The allocation of sites outside settlement 

boundaries should have regard to their ability to contribute to 

sustainability. 

959 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
Brownfield Land 

Should the SWDPR: 

a. No, this is not likely to be sustainable, due to the scattered, 

isolated nature of many of these sites in the rural areas. 

b. Yes 

c. No 

Noted. 

1076 

Lindridge Parish 

Council 
Brownfield Land 

We wholly endorse item a to maximise the use of brown field 

land.  In Eardiston there are opportunities to bring back 

redundant industrial/commercial properties into meaningful 

use.  These properties currently sit outside the development 

boundary but are within what would be regarded as the village. 

Noted.  The Development Boundaries 

are being reviewed as part of the SWDP 

Review.  

1174 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Brownfield Land c only. Noted. 

1832 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Brownfield Land 

The SWDPR should look to re-use all brownfield land and include a 

flexible planning framework to ensure development can be 

deliverable on these sites particularly where there are significant 

costs associated with remediation of the site. 

Noted. 

1291 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Brownfield Land 

Whilst the effective re-use of land is fully supported, it is 

recognised that many brownfield sites have additional constraints 

which may impact on their delivery. It is therefore considered that 

the SWDPR should maximise the re-use of brownfield land in 

accordance with the NPPF, whilst also making sure that a range of 

sites are available to ensure flexibility in the housing supply. 

Noted.  There is not a sufficient supply 

of brownfield land to only allocate 

brownfield sites.  The SWDP Review will 

be subject to a viability assessment to 

ensure that policies and sites are 

deliverable.  
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1805 Lone Star Land Brownfield Land 

Option ‘a’ is supported. 

Paragraph 118 of the revised NPPF states that substantial weight 

should be given to the value of using suitable brownfield within 

settlements; but other brownfield land should be considered for 

development.  It would clearly not be appropriate to allocated 

brownfield that cannot deliver essential planning policy 

requirements but there is a case for applying a reduced affordable 

housing target for brownfield sites to reflect the cost of their 

delivery against greenfield sites. 

Noted.  The viability assessment of the 

plan will look at typologies and whether 

different levels of developer 

contributions are required for different 

typologies.  

1345 

Custom Land 

Limited 
Brownfield Land 

Allocating previously developed land outside development 

boundaries depends upon the location of a site.  If the site is on 

the edge of a settlement then there is merit in this option.  If sites 

are in isolated locations then this does not deliver sustainable 

patterns of development.  Any previously developed site will have 

viability issues in terms of demolition and remediation costs. 

Noted.  Viability will be an important 

consideration in the SWDP review.  

1390 

Abberley Parish 

Council 
Brownfield Land Option c is preferred. Noted. 

4425 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Brownfield Land 

Bringing unused brownfield land back into productive use, either 

for residential or commercial development, should be a priority. 

However, this must be subject to the capacity of the local 

infrastructure. Not all brownfield land is suitable for being re-

purposed for other forms of use. In particular, conversion of town 

centre commercial brownfield land to residential use can result in 

unacceptable pressure on local roads with minimal opportunities 

for improving their capacity. In some cases, re-purposing 

commercial brownfield land for leisure use will be more 

appropriate. 

Noted.  The Infrastructure delivery Plan 

will identify the infrastructure required 

to support the implementation of the 

SWDP Review. 
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4193 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 
Brownfield Land 

As set out in the 2018 NPPF planning policies should promote the 

effective use of land in meeting the need for homes and support 

development that makes as much use as possible of previously 

developed or brownfield land (para 117). Any brownfield land 

allocated for housing development and included in the HLS should 

pass the 2018 NPPF definitions of deliverable and developable. 

Noted.  Only sites which are deliverable 

and developable will be allocated.  

1742 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Brownfield Land a Noted. 

1916 

West Country 

Developments Ltd 
Brownfield Land a) and b) should be the approach. Noted. 

1933 FCC Environment Brownfield Land 

FCC support option (a) that the Plan Review should "maximise the 

re-use of brownfield land by allocating all available brownfield 

land including land outside of development boundaries". 

Paragraph 117 of the NPPF states that "strategic policies should 

set out a clear strategy for accommodating objectively assessed 

needs, in a way that makes as much use as possible of previously-

developed or ‘brownfield’ land". 

Noted. 

2146 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Brownfield Land 

We consider that the SWDPR should combine the following: 

a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries. 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 

Noted.  The viability assessment will 

look at benchmark land vales and their 

application.  
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We cannot support option c, because we believe it would limit the 

delivery of the plan and put its effectiveness at risk. We 

encourage the council to look again at longstanding sites and seek 

to potentially reallocate on that basis. We also encourage the 

council to look again at benchmark land values and understand 

whether these are being correctly applied in cases where viability 

is an issue. 

2176 IM Land Brownfield Land 

While the revised NPPF supports and promotes the effective use 

of brownfield land, we consider that a blanket policy of allocating 

all brownfield sites will not meet the tests required for allocating 

sites. As such, we would not support this policy and, if SWDP 

allocate any brownfield sites, they should ensure they are 

deliverable and developable. 

Noted.  Only sites which are deliverable 

and developable will be allocated.  

2203 IM Land Brownfield Land 

While the revised NPPF supports and promotes the effective use 

of brownfield land, we consider that a blanket policy of allocating 

all brownfield sites will not meet the tests required for allocating 

sites. As such, we would not support this policy and, if SWDP 

allocate any brownfield sites, they should ensure they are 

deliverable and developable. 

Noted.  The SWDP review will only 

allocate sites which are considered to 

be deliverable and developable.  

2242 Natural England Brownfield Land 

We advise that this option should also consider the biodiversity 

value of some brownfield sites and also the contribution they 

could make to the wider green infrastructure network. This would 

ensure that the guidance set out in paragraph 117 (footnote 44) 

of the revised NPPF is followed i.e. that development on 

brownfield sites should avoid harm to designated sites of 

importance for biodiversity. 

Noted.  The biodiversity of sites will be 

considered as part of the site selection 

process.  

2654 Broadway Trust Brownfield Land All options. Noted, however, the plan can not 
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progress all options as they contradict 

each other. 

2743 TN & DJ Stratton Brownfield Land 

a. “Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries.” 

Noted. 

2784 Taylor Wimpey Brownfield Land 

RPS supports the general promotion of the effective use of land, 

as set out in NPPF Para 117. The fact that land is brownfield is not 

in itself sufficient justification for it to be allocated and any 

proposed allocation would need to go through a detailed 

assessment to ensure that it is deliverable, developable and 

viable, within the plan period. 

Noted, only sites which are deliverable, 

developable and viable within the plan 

period will be allocated.  

2817 Jessup Ltd Brownfield Land 

We consider that the SWDPR should combine the following: 

a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries. 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 

We cannot support option c, because we believe it would limit the 

delivery of the plan and put its effectiveness at risk. We 

encourage the council to look again at longstanding sites and seek 

to potentially reallocate on that basis. We also encourage the 

council to look again at benchmark land values and understand 

whether these are being correctly applied in cases where viability 

is an issue. 

Noted.  The viability assessment will 

look at benchmark land vales and their 

application.  
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2851 

2 Counties 

Construction 
Brownfield Land 

We consider that the SWDPR should combine the following: 

a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries. 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 

We cannot support option c, because we believe it would limit the 

delivery of the plan and put its effectiveness at risk. We 

encourage the council to look again at longstanding sites and seek 

to potentially reallocate on that basis. We also encourage the 

council to look again at benchmark land values and understand 

whether these are being correctly applied in cases where viability 

is an issue. 

Noted.  The viability assessment will 

look at benchmark land vales and their 

application.  

2931 Cala Homes Ltd Brownfield Land 

Supports the reuse of brownfield land and therefore supports 

option B.  

Raises concerns about option A and C because they potentially 

risk allocating sites which are not deliverable and do not seem to 

take into account the NPPF requirement to promote the effective 

use of land whilst safeguarding and improving the environment 

and to make use of 'suitable' brownfield sites.  

Noted.  Only sites which are deliverable 

and developable will be allocated.  

3033 

Millstrand 

Properties Ltd 
Brownfield Land 

It is agreed that the reuse of PDL should be encouraged and this 

option is supported. As only larger Brownfield sites can be 

entered on the Brownfield Register smaller will, most likely, not 

be included in any allocation. Brownfield sites, including rural 

Noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 461



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

brownfield sites and smaller sites are important. They should be 

given greater encouragement and priority in planning balance. 

3063 

Spitfire Bespoke 

Homes 
Brownfield Land 

The Council should ensure that any brownfield land allocated for 

housing development and included in the housing land supply 

should pass the 2018 NPPF definitions of deliverable and 

developable. The onus is for the Council is to demonstrate the 

deliverability of sites. 

Noted.  Only those sites which meet the 

NPPF 2018 definitions of deliverable 

and developable will be allocated.  

3103 

Kemerton 

Conservation Trust 
Brownfield Land 

We would opt for (b.) so long as it is recognised that some 

brownfield sites are extremely important for biodiversity. 
Noted. 

3104 

Kemerton 

Conservation Trust 
Brownfield Land 

We would opt for (b.) so long as it is recognised that some 

brownfield sites are extremely important for biodiversity. 
Noted. 

3357 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Brownfield Land 

Whilst the effective re-use of land is fully supported, it is 

recognised that many brownfield sites have additional constraints, 

which may impact on their delivery. It is therefore considered that 

the SWDPR should maximise the re-use of brownfield land, in 

accordance with the NPPF, whilst also making sure that a range of 

sites are available to ensure flexibility in the housing supply. 

Noted.  Only sites that are deliverable 

and developable will be allocated.  

3825 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Brownfield Land 

We consider that the SWDPR should combine the following: 

a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries. 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 

We cannot support option c, because we believe it would limit the 

Noted.  The viability assessment will 

look at benchmark land vales and their 

application.  
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delivery of the plan and put its effectiveness at risk. We 

encourage the council to look again at longstanding sites and seek 

to potentially reallocate on that basis. We also encourage the 

council to look again at benchmark land values and understand 

whether these are being correctly applied in cases where viability 

is an issue. 

3211 Grammont Group Brownfield Land 

Considers that Option B is the most appropriate in respect of 

compliance with the NPPF.  Paragraph 9.6 of the Issues and 

Options recognises that there is a 'relatively limited' supply of 

brownfield sites in the District.   

Noted.  It is acknowledged that there is 

not sufficient brownfield land to meet 

all of the development requirements.  

3222 Bellway Homes Ltd Brownfield Land 

As discussed in response to Options 1 and 3 above, there is a role 

for brownfield land, however alone it will only make minimal 

contribution to the SWDP area’s housing needs.  Furthermore, 

none of the brownfield land register sites have a ‘permission in 

principle’. As such they have not been tested to identify whether 

they are available, suitable or deliverable for allocation. It is 

therefore likely that 2,471 dwellings represents a ‘best case’ 

scenario and in reality, less new homes will be delivered on 

brownfield land. 

Noted.  It is acknowledged that there is 

not sufficient capacity to met all of the 

housing need on brownfield sites.  The 

brownfield land register only includes 

sites which have an allocation or a 

current planning consent and therefore 

these sites are considered to be 

deliverable.  The deliverability of 

existing allocations which have not yet 

been developed will be considered as 

part of the SWDP review.    

3236 

Gleeson Strategic 

Land Limited 
Brownfield Land 

There is already a strong emphasis on re-using brownfield sites 

within both national and local planning policy. Although 

brownfield sites should be encouraged for development, not all 

brownfield land will be appropriate for residential sites - nor 

should it be – otherwise there may be a shortage of employment 

opportunities in future and employment sites may be deflected to 

more sensitive greenfield land whilst housing is accommodated 

Noted and agree with the need to 

balance the housing land and 

employment land requirements within 

the plan area. 
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on more difficult and contaminated brownfield land which could 

better be used for employment or marginal uses. There are 

unlikely to be extensive areas of existing housing where increased 

density is going to be feasible. 

3280 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Brownfield Land 

Agree that policies should maximise the use of brownfield land 

within existing settlement boundaries and on sites adjacent to 

settlements. 

Response suggests that land at Hamilton Close (their landholding) 

provides an opportunity to release land for redevelopment.  

Noted. 

4004 

Richborough 

Estates 
Brownfield Land 

While the revised NPPF supports and promotes the effective use 

of brownfield land, we consider that a blanket policy of allocating 

all brownfield sites will not meet the tests required for allocating 

sites. As such, we would not support this policy and, if SWDP 

allocate any brownfield sites, they should ensure they are 

deliverable and developable. 

Noted.  Only sites which are deliverable 

and developable will be allocated.  

4152 

Richborough 

Estates 
Brownfield Land 

We consider that the SWDPR should combine the following: 

a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries. 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 

We cannot support option c, because we believe it would limit the 

delivery of the plan and put its effectiveness at risk. We 

encourage the council to look again at longstanding sites and seek 

Noted.  The viability assessment will 

look at benchmark land vales and their 

application.  
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to potentially reallocate on that basis. We also encourage the 

council to look again at benchmark land values and understand 

whether these are being correctly applied in cases where viability 

is an issue. 

3499 

St Modwen 

Developments Ltd 
Brownfield Land 

The SWDPR should set out principles which seek to optimise 

density and the use of previously developed land, but also invite 

submissions from applicants to justify the approach taken on 

individual sites. Generic policy with overarching targets is 

inappropriate in this regard, when so much depends on the 

specific circumstances of individual sites.  For example, questions 

around viability, urban design, neighbouring uses, character, 

amenity, abnormal costs, and so on, will all play a role in 

determining the most appropriate density of development, as well 

as the suitability of brownfield land.  This means that a 

prescriptive policy approach is inappropriate, and one which 

guides the principles to be followed is to be preferred. 

Noted.  The SWDPR will set out site 

specific requirements for allocations 

where this is appropriate. 

3596 North Oak Homes Brownfield Land 

We consider that the SWDPR should combine the following: 

a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries. 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 

We cannot support option c, because we believe it would limit the 

delivery of the plan and put its effectiveness at risk. We 

encourage the council to look again at longstanding sites and seek 

Noted.  The viability assessment will 

look at benchmark land vales and their 

application.  
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to potentially reallocate on that basis. We also encourage the 

council to look again at benchmark land values and understand 

whether these are being correctly applied in cases where viability 

is an issue. 

3626 Miller Homes Ltd Brownfield Land 

RPS agrees with the IOD (at para 9.6) which recognises that the 

supply of brownfield land in sustainable locations, which are 

available for development, is relatively limited and whose 

contribution towards meeting the housing and employment needs 

of South Worcestershire to 2041 are likely to be ’modest’. 

Noted.  It is acknowledged that there is 

not sufficient brownfield land to meet 

all of the development requirements.  

3654 St Philips Ltd Brownfield Land 

Pursuance of Option A is recommended in order to achieve 

sufficient flexibility and enable development to be responsive to 

maximising the delivery of housing beyond the plan period. The 

Council will be aware through previous representations to the 

SWDP Boundary Review Consultation, St Philips support the 

allocation of development to include land beyond development 

boundaries. Furthermore, the approach should support sites 

which share common boundaries with existing development 

boundaries, reinforcing the importance of sustainable 

development. 

Noted.  The development boundary 

review and assessment of potential site 

allocations is on-going and will inform 

the Preferred Options.  

3679 Bovis Homes Brownfield Land 

Bovis Homes recognises the importance of maximising the re-use 

of brownfield land and agree with Option B that all deliverable 

sites within development boundaries should be allocated. 

However, it is important that it can be demonstrated that sites, 

which are being relied on to meet housing need are deliverable. 

Noted.  Only those sites that are 

deliverable and developable will be 

allocated.  

3741 

The Southall 

Trustees 
Brownfield Land We would favour bullet point a. Noted. 

3777 S Guy and Sons Ltd Brownfield Land We would favour bullet point a. Noted. 
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3873 

Warwickshire 

College 
Brownfield Land 

Agree that policies should maximise the use of brownfield land on 

sites within existing Development Boundaries, as well as on 

previously developed sites outside of Development Boundaries. 

One such site is Pershore College. 

Noted. 

3959 ehB Reeves Brownfield Land 

While the revised NPPF supports and promotes the effective use 

of brownfield land, we consider that a blanket policy of allocating 

all brownfield sites will not meet the tests required for allocating 

sites. As such, we would not support this policy and, if SWDP 

allocate any brownfield sites, they should ensure they are 

deliverable and developable. 

Noted.  Only sites which are deliverable 

and developable will be allocated. 

4034 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Brownfield Land 

We consider that the SWDPR should combine the following: 

a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries. 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 

We cannot support option c, because we believe it would limit the 

delivery of the plan and put its effectiveness at risk. We 

encourage the council to look again at longstanding sites and seek 

to potentially reallocate on that basis. We also encourage the 

council to look again at benchmark land values and understand 

whether these are being correctly applied in cases where viability 

is an issue. 

Noted.  The viability assessment will 

look at benchmark land vales and their 

application.  

4077 Newland Homes Brownfield Land 
We consider that the SWDPR should combine the following: Noted.  The viability assessment will 

look at benchmark land vales and their 
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a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries. 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 

We cannot support option c, because we believe it would limit the 

delivery of the plan and put its effectiveness at risk. We 

encourage the council to look again at longstanding sites and seek 

to potentially reallocate on that basis. We also encourage the 

council to look again at benchmark land values and understand 

whether these are being correctly applied in cases where viability 

is an issue. 

application.  

4122 Piper Homes Brownfield Land 

We consider that the SWDPR should combine the following: 

a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries. 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 

We cannot support option c, because we believe it would limit the 

delivery of the plan and put its effectiveness at risk. We 

encourage the council to look again at longstanding sites and seek 

to potentially reallocate on that basis. We also encourage the 

council to look again at benchmark land values and understand 

whether these are being correctly applied in cases where viability 

Noted.  The viability assessment will 

look at benchmark land vales and their 

application.  
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is an issue. 

4259 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 
Brownfield Land 

Whilst the effective re-use of land is fully supported, it is 

recognised that many brownfield sites have additional constraints, 

which may impact on their delivery. It is therefore considered that 

the SWDPR should maximise the re-use of brownfield land, in 

accordance with the NPPF, whilst also making sure that a range of 

sites are available to ensure flexibility in the housing supply. 

Noted, only sites which are deliverable 

and developable will be allocated. 

4336 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Brownfield Land 

a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries Yes unless the site is damaging landscape 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. – No a. 

C. Only allocate brownfield land where sites can deliver all of the 

essential planning policy requirements, such as affordable 

housing and infrastructure contribution – no a but there must be 

an affordable housing and infrastructure contribution 

Noted. 

4473 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Brownfield Land 

Brownfield land (even beyond settlement boundaries) should 

almost always be developed in preference to greenfield sites. 

However formal allocation (option 7a) is probably unnecessary, 

leaving rural brownfield sites to be brought forward as windfalls.  

Noted. 

4518 St Philips Ltd Brownfield Land 

Pursuance of Option A is recommended in order to achieve 

sufficient flexibility and enable development to be responsive to 

maximising the delivery of housing beyond the plan period. The 

Council will be aware through previous representations to the 

SWDP Boundary Review Consultation, St Philips support the 

Noted. 
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allocation of development to include land beyond development 

boundaries. Furthermore, the approach should support sites 

which share common boundaries with existing development 

boundaries, reinforcing the importance of sustainable 

development. 

13 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Brownfield Land Blank entry Blank entry 

43 Prosser Brownfield Land 

Option A - The SWDPR should maximise the re-use of brownfield 

land by allocating all available brownfield land including land 

outside of Development Boundaries. 

Noted 

44 Prosser Brownfield Land 

Option A - The SWDPR should maximise the re-use of brownfield 

land by allocating all available brownfield land including land 

outside of Development Boundaries. 

Noted 

94 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Brownfield Land 
The SWDPR should allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within 

Development Boundaries. 
Noted 

163 

Mr 

Chris 

Williams 

Brownfield Land 

Option B- The SWDPR should allocate all deliverable brownfield 

sites within Development Boundaries. Employment/brownfield 

land should be encouraged on the main transport corridors, 

leaving brownfield sites within settlement boundaries for housing 

use, for example Checketts Lane Trading Estate. 

Noted. 

326 

Barbourne Road 

Group 
Brownfield Land 

The SWDPR should maximise the re-use of brownfield land by 

allocation of all brownfield land including land outside 

development boundaries in accordance with option a. BUT those 

sites outside development boundaries should only be allocated 

Noted.  Viability will be a key 

consideration in the SWDP review.  
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where they are in sustainable locations. Smaller brownfield sites 

should be redeveloped but consideration will need to be given to 

the viability to overcome existing use values. 

341 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

Brownfield Land 
Agree with point a and b.  We should look pragmatically at C to 

ensure we can use the site. 
Noted. 

363 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Brownfield Land 
Option "c" - although I suspect most of the brownfield land will 

come under this option. 
Noted. 

1458 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Brownfield Land a Noted 

415 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Brownfield Land Option a. Noted. 

438 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

Brownfield Land b Noted. 

657 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Brownfield Land A Noted. 

484 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Brownfield Land b and c. Noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 471



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

549 

Mr 

Robin 

Tilling 

Brownfield Land 

Existing Brownfield sites should be the priority for development. 

Additional housing growth should go into the truly sustainable 

areas, ie: towns and not in Villages with poor public transport and 

few facilities, to stop this large scale commuting. 

Comments are noted however the 

towns do not have sufficient capacity to 

accommodate all of the development 

required.  

562 

Mary 

Rimell 
Brownfield Land I feel very strongly that brownfield sites should be developed first. Noted. 

572 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Brownfield Land Consider 7a in order to maximise the re-use of brownfield land. Noted. 

772 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Brownfield Land 

Option 7a should be adopted to maximise the re-use of 

brownfield land. (see 7b below) 

Option 7b. Need to be clear what "Brownfield sites" are.. My take 

is where the land is where there maybe existing buildings that are 

no longer being used for there original use. ie old commercial / 

retail buildings that possibly could be converted into flats / 

apartments. In that case YES, but NOT if it is land currently used 

for leisure. Developers maybe less keen on these brownfield sites 

if the "clear up costs" are high (ie ground decontamination), but 

where they maybe offer the best answers to the public and the 

city. Look what has been done in Manchester and London with 

such sites. 

Noted.  Brownfield sites are those 

which fall under the definition of 

'Previously Developed Land' as set out 

in the National Planning Policy 

Framework.  

2425 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Brownfield Land I would only favour C. Noted. 

2720 Craig Brownfield Land Option 7a should be adopted to maximise the re-use of Noted. 
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Muncaster brownfield land, in line with Objective 4. 

2804 

Mr 

Stephen 

Hyde 

Brownfield Land 

Brownfield land if contaminated from past uses or effected by oil 

pipelines, services, bases and lack of infrastructure are unviable to 

bring forward without major grants. Each brownfield site 

identified within SWDP should have a risk assessment as many 

won't come forward and should therefore not be counted as 

development sites in the 2041 SWDP. 

Noted.  The SWDP review will be 

subject to a viability assessment to 

ensure that sites and policies are 

deliverable.  

1001 

Ms 

Karen 

Pace 

Brownfield Land 
Brownfield sites should be developed firstly before expanding 

green belt/agricultural land. 
Noted. 

1885 

Martin and Nicky 

Parry 
Brownfield Land 7a should be adopted. Noted. 

1191 

Daniel 

Harding 
Brownfield Land 

Option 7a using objective 4, the re-use of brownfield land should 

be maximised as much as possible 
Noted.  

1628 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Brownfield Land Blank Response Blank Response 

2032 

Emily 

Shaw 
Brownfield Land 

Option 7a should be adopted to maximise the re-use of 

brownfield land, in line with Objective 4. 
Noted. 

1056 

Neil 

Hickling 
Brownfield Land Option 7a is one I would support. Noted. 

1026 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Brownfield Land 

The SWDPR should maximise the re-use of brownfield land by 

allocating all available brownfield land including land outside of 

development boundaries and allocate all deliverable brownfield 

sites within development boundaries. 

Noted. 
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689 

Miss 

Maureen 

Williams 

Brownfield Land 

a - brownfield or previously developed land should be maximised 

for development even in the "countryside" and even outside of 

development boundaries 

Noted. 

1600 

Mr 

David 

Yates 

Brownfield Land Blank response. Blank response. 

883 

Mrs 

Kathleen 

Maddams 

Brownfield Land A - brownfield/previously developed land should be maximised. Noted. 

908 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Brownfield Land 

All brownfield sites should be made available for housing 

provision, but not at the cost of disregarding all other planning 

policy requirements. 

Noted. 

912 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Brownfield Land Blank entry Blank entry 

1104 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Brownfield Land 

1. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of 

development boundaries. 

2. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within 

development boundaries. 

Noted. 

1434 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Brownfield Land 
Option b) "Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within 

development boundaries.'' 
Noted.  

1419 Mrs Brownfield Land The SWDPR should maximise the re-use of brownfield land by Noted. 
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Gillian 

Crisp 

allocating all available brownfield land including land outside of 

development boundaries and allocate all deliverable brownfield 

sites within development boundaries. 

1504 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Brownfield Land 

Each individual brownfield site is different and therefore we as 

the public can't make this decision without more information on 

the 'brownfield sites' being considered. 

Noted. 

1776 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Brownfield Land 
Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 
Noted. 

1524 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Brownfield Land 
Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 
Noted. 

1549 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Brownfield Land Blank Response. Blank Response. 

1596 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Brownfield Land 
B. The Green Belt should not be compromised on the back of a 

brownfield description. 
Noted.  

3547 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Brownfield Land 
Section C – I believe that all Brownfield sites should deliver all 

affordable housing and infrastructure if required. 
Noted. 

1944 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Brownfield Land Option b Noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 475



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

1648 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Brownfield Land 

7a: I support this. Re-use of brownfield sites should be maximised. 

7b: I support this.  

Noted. 

1574 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Brownfield Land 
Option 7a should be adopted to maximise the re-use of 

brownfield land, in line with Objective 4. 
Noted. 

1660 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Brownfield Land 
Option 7a should be adopted to maximise the re-use of 

brownfield land, in line with Objective 4. 
Noted. 

1708 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Brownfield Land 
Option 7a should be adopted in line with Objective 4 to maximise 

the re-use of Brownfield land. 
Noted. 

2490 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Brownfield Land Support "a" including land outside Development Boundaries. Noted. 

1869 Lioncourt Homes Brownfield Land 

There will of course be a role for brownfield sites are part of the 

SWDPR however they must be in sustainable locations and be able 

to contribute positively and viably to the development needs of 

the Plan area. Greenfield sites are always going to be required, 

more so in circumstances where they often provide a more viable 

option of achieving positive planning gains and needed affordable 

housing. 

Noted.  It is agreed that there will not 

be sufficient capacity for all of the 

required development on brownfield 

sites and therefore greenfield 

allocations will also be required.  

1923 Kler Group Ltd Brownfield Land 

Important to recognise that there is no sequential approach to 

brownfield land instead of greenfield land since PPS3 was 

revoked.  Clearly the opportunity presented by brownfield sites 

should be maximised but not at the expense of delivering 

Noted.  Only those sites that are 

deliverable and developable will be 

allocated.  
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essential planning policy requirements such as affordable 

housing. Brownfield sites should only be allocated where there is 

a reasonable prospect of them being taken up during the plan 

period.    

2078 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Brownfield Land 

SWCs should recognise the importance of paragraph 117 of the 

NPPF.  Option 7a would result in land coming forward in 

unsustainable locations.  It is necessary to demonstrate that all 

sites are deliverable and therefore, option 7c is the most 

appropriate.  

Noted.  Only sites which are deliverable 

and developable will be allocated.  

2318 

Annetta 

Rodway 
Brownfield Land 

Consider the use of brownfield sites within the city for additional 

housing rather than in neighbouring villages. 

Noted, however, there is not sufficient 

capacity for all of Worcester City's 

growth needs within its administrative 

boundary.  

2338 

Susan 

Weaver 
Brownfield Land 

Worcester City should utilise all possible `Brownfield` sites first 

and foremost, irrespective of the fact that they are deemed more 

costly for any developers. 

Noted. 

2566 

Land Partnerships 

Developments Ltd 
Brownfield Land 

The use of suitable PDL should be maximised in accordance with 

the requirements of the Framework.   However, not all previously 

developed land will be suitable for development. In addition, the 

cost and viability of developing PDL sites is often uncertain until 

details surveys are undertaken. 

The allocation of sites outside of settlement boundaries should 

have regard to their ability to contribute to sustainability 

objectives. 

Noted.  Only those sites that are 

deliverable will be allocated.  

4548 

Mr 

Denis 
Brownfield Land Op7 - Only in favour of a. Brown-field land. Noted 
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Bennett 

2963 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Brownfield Land Brownfield land:  Prioritise a) – though all options have merit. Noted. 

2989 

Keith 

Bridgewater 
Brownfield Land 

Maximise the use of Brownfield land, use already available rental 

properties e.g. above shops. 
Noted. 

3420 Johnson Brothers Brownfield Land 

Whilst the effective re-use of land is fully supported, it is 

recognised that many brownfield sites have additional constraints, 

which may impact on their delivery. It is therefore considered that 

the SWDPR should maximise the re-use of brownfield land, in 

accordance with the NPPF, whilst also making sure that a range of 

sites are available to ensure flexibility in the housing supply. 

Noted.  It is acknowledged that there is 

not sufficient brownfield land available 

to meet all of the development 

requirements.  

3760 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Brownfield Land 

We consider that the SWDPR should combine the following: 

a. Maximise the re-use of brownfield land by allocating all 

available brownfield land including land outside of development 

boundaries. 

b. Allocate all deliverable brownfield sites within development 

boundaries. 

We cannot support option c, because we believe it would limit the 

delivery of the plan and put its effectiveness at risk. We 

encourage the council to look again at longstanding sites and seek 

to potentially reallocate on that basis. We also encourage the 

council to look again at benchmark land values and understand 

whether these are being correctly applied in cases where viability 

Noted.  The viability assessment will 

look at benchmark land vales and their 

application.  
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is an issue. 

4218 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Brownfield Land 

Whilst the effective re-use of land is fully supported, it is 

recognised that many brownfield sites have additional constraints, 

which may impact on their delivery. It is therefore considered that 

the SWDPR should maximise the re-use of brownfield land, in 

accordance with the NPPF, whilst also making sure that a range of 

sites are available to ensure flexibility in the housing supply. 

Noted.  It is acknowledged that there is 

not a sufficient supply of brownfield 

land to meet all of the development 

needs. 

710 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'.  Best and most versatile agricultural land 

should be preserved. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

521 

Middle Battenhall 

Farm Land Action 

Group 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. Review should be continued to minimise 

the amount of BMVAL lost to development, in line with the 

objectives of the SWDP. Option 8b is not supported.  

Support for option 'a' is noted. The 

NPPF recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    
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608 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

This option will need further consideration in light of the 

environmental implications of each choice available. Further work 

will therefore be required before we can provide helpful 

comments. 

Comments noted. 

780 

Lower Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

If new settlements are to be established then the existing policy 

SWDP13h will need to be updated. Therefore, development in 

BMVAL should be permitted in some locations. 

Comments noted. SWDP13 is a 

development management policy for 

determining planning applications and 

not a criteria for plan making and 

allocating sites for development. 

638 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. Continue the current approach in the 

adopted SWDP 13.  

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

2598 Historic England 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

There are no specific comments on this option in Historic 

England's response. 
Noted. 

2135 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. Support for option 'b' noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 480



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

3062 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. Noted. 

2517 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. The NPPF approach to allocating 

sites involving agricultural land directs that consideration should 

be given to poorer quality land than higher quality. Therefore 

the current approach set out in Policy SWDP13 to windfall 

development is considered to be suitable. 

Support for option 8a noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

2271 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. Important to protect the best agricultural 

land for sustainable food production and to reduce 'food miles'. 

Support for option 8b noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside in terms of 

sustainable food production. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

2355 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

Support for option 8a. 

Support for option 8a noted. The NPPF 

continues to recognises the value that 

BMVAL contributes to the character, 
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(BMVAL) natural capital/ecosystems and 

economic benefit to the countryside. It 

also directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications and not a basis for 

identifying sites for housing allocations.  

3184 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

The BMVAL classification is outdated and unreliable. It should not 

be used to determine planning policy or planning applications 

until it is updated. 

  

Comments noted. The NPPF continues 

to recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications for windfall development 

and not a basis for identifying sites for 

housing allocations.  

2899 Schroders UK Best and Most Support for option 8b. Policy should allow the development of Support for option 8b noted. The NPPF 
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Property Fund Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

BMVAL in sustainable locations. recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. 

2879 

Malvern 

Community Forest 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

The representation sets out a number of proposed amendments 

to SWDP 13 which seek to safeguard woodland and forest from 

development. 

Comments noted. The questions in 

Option 8 relate to the use of BMVAL 

rather than woodland. The suggested 

specific amendments are more 

appropriate to the Preferred Option 

stage consultation on the first draft of 

the SWDPR in the autumn of 2019.  

960 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Best and Most Versatile Agricultural Land should only be released 

for development in exceptional circumstances, following the 

guidance in the NPPF. 

Comments noted. The NPPF recognises 

the value that BMVAL contributes to 

the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

1175 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 
Support for option 'a'. Support for option 'a' noted. 
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Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

1833 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. The NPPF approach to allocating 

sites involving agricultural land directs that consideration should 

be given to poorer quality land than higher quality. Therefore 

the current approach set out in Policy SWDP13 to windfall 

development is considered to be suitable. 

Support for option 8a noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

1292 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. It is considered that SWDP 13 is not in 

conformity with the NPPF as the latter does not specify a figure 

that constitutes a significant loss of BMVAL and therefore the 2ha 

threshold is unduly restrictive.  

Therefore this approach is considered unsound. The appropriate 

approach is a policy which ensures that the loss of BMVAL is one 

factor taken into account in the wider planning balance 

when making decisions on planning applications. 

Consequently the SWDP should allow the development of BMVAL 

in sustainable locations. 

Support for option 'b' is noted. The 

current wording in the 2019 NPPF is not 

significantly different on this matter 

than that set out in the 2012 version. 

Neither versions have specified what 

constitutes a significant loss of BMVAL, 

yet the rationale for the threshold and 

approach set out in the reasoned 

justification of SWDP13 was found 

sound at the SWDP examination. 

The NPPF continues to recognises the 

value that BMVAL contributes to the 

character, natural capital/ecosystems 

and economic benefit to the 

countryside. It also directs where there 

is significant development likely to 
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require agricultural land on greenfield 

sites areas of poorer quality land should 

be preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications and not a basis for 

identifying sites for housing allocations.  

1346 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Best and Most Versatile Agricultural Land (BMVL) is not a 

constraint policy in the NPPF.  Whilst the retention of BMVL is 

desirable it should not impede development at sustainable 

locations. 

Support for option 'b' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.     

1391 

Abberley Parish 

Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. Support for option 'a' noted. 
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4398 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for Option 8b. Development in sustainable locations of 

BMVAL is acceptable provided there is no negative impact on the 

natural and historic environment, rural economy, or place 

a disproportionate burden on infrastructure for which WCC is 

responsible including as a priority transport and education. 

Comments noted. The NPPF continues 

to recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications for windfall development 

and not a basis for identifying sites for 

housing allocations.  

4426 

Evesham Town 

Council 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. The current policy of resisting large 

development on BMVAL (SWDP13h) should be retained. 
Support for option 8a noted. 

1743 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b' 

Support for option 'b' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 
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preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.     

2147 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8b. Development of BMVAL in sustainable 

locations is supported. The weight to be given BMVAL should 

outweigh the need for housing, without exception. 

Support for option 8b noted. However 

the response appears to be 

contradictory in advocating a higher 

level of constraint than that set out in 

the NPPF.    

2177 IM Land 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. Support for option 'b' noted. 

2204 IM Land 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'.  Support for option 'b' noted. 

2243 Natural England 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Natural England advise that the guidance in the NPPF para. 171 is 

followed with respect to the release of BMVAL for development.  

Comments noted.  The NPPF continues 

to recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 
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agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

  

2407 

Wallace Land 

Investments 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8b. This approach enables sites of BMVAL 

interest to be assessed on their individual opportunities and 

constraints within sustainable locations. Thus allowing flexibility in 

enabling development to meet the objectives set out in the SWDP 

vision. 

Support for option 8b noted. The NPPF 

continues to recognises the value that 

BMVAL contributes to the character, 

natural capital/ecosystems and 

economic benefit to the countryside. It 

also directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications for windfall development 

and not a basis for identifying sites for 

housing allocations.  

2655 Broadway Trust 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Any loss of BMVAL should be resisted unless it is a last resort as 

this may be a more valuable asset in the future. 

Comments noted. The NPPF continues 

to recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 
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areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

2755 Greystoke Land 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8b. Housing allocations in villages are unlikely 

to require the development of ‘significant’ areas of BMVAL 

that Natural England define as 20ha or more. 

Therefore sustainable sites should not be discounted solely on the 

basis they may be Grade 1-3a agricultural land and considered in 

accordance with NPPF para. 170b. 

It is noted that consultation on the 2018 SHELAA methodology 

included consideration of the agricultural land value for Level 2 

sites. 

Support for option 8b noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. SWDP 13 is 

a policy for determining windfall 

development and not criteria for 

allocating residential sites in the local 

plan.  

2785 Taylor Wimpey 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Current policy should be reviewed in relation to its degree of 

compliance with the revised NPPF at para. 170(b).  

Comments noted. The current wording 

in the 2019 NPPF is not significantly 

different on this matter than that set 

out in the 2012 version. Neither 

versions have specified what 

constitutes a significant loss of BMVAL, 

yet the rationale for the threshold and 

approach set out in the reasoned 

justification of SWDP13 was found 

sound at the SWDP examination. 

The NPPF continues to recognises the 

value that BMVAL contributes to the 
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character, natural capital/ecosystems 

and economic benefit to the 

countryside. It also directs where there 

is significant development likely to 

require agricultural land on greenfield 

sites areas of poorer quality land should 

be preferred to higher quality.   

2818 Jessup Ltd 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. The weight accorded to BMVAL should 

outweigh the need for housing without exception. 

Support for option 'b' noted. However 

the response appears to be 

contradictory as it seems to be 

supportive of applying an alternative 

constraint approach to BMVAL. 

2852 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. The weight accorded to BMVAL should 

outweigh the need for housing without exception. 

Support for option 'b' noted. However 

the representation appears to be 

contradictory as it seems to be support 

applying an alternative constraint 

approach to BMVAL. 

2934 Cala Homes Ltd 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. The continuation of the approach in the 

adopted SWDP is supported. This is a sensible compromise 

approach to minimise the amount of BMVAL lost to development, 

but recognises that the development of some is needed to meet 

the development needs of south Worcestershire. 

Support for option 8a noted. The NPPF 

continues to recognises the value that 

BMVAL contributes to the character, 

natural capital/ecosystems and 

economic benefit to the countryside. It 

also directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   
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3358 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

As worded SWDP13 is unduly restrictive as the NPPF does not 

specify an amount which would constitute a significant loss of 

BMVAL. Therefore it is considered that the SWDP should allow the 

development of BMVAL in sustainable locations, or where socio-

economic benefits of development clearly outweigh the loss 

of land. 

Comments noted. The current wording 

in the 2019 NPPF is not significantly 

different on this matter than that set 

out in the 2012 version. Neither 

versions have specified what 

constitutes a significant loss of BMVAL, 

yet the rationale for the threshold and 

approach set out in the reasoned 

justification of SWDP13 was found 

sound at the SWDP examination. 

The NPPF continues to recognises the 

value that BMVAL contributes to the 

character, natural capital/ecosystems 

and economic benefit to the 

countryside. It also directs where there 

is significant development likely to 

require agricultural land on greenfield 

sites areas of poorer quality land should 

be preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications and not a basis for 

identifying sites for housing allocations.  

3826 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. The weight accorded to BMVAL should 

outweigh the need for housing without exception.  

  

Support for option 'b' noted. However 

the response appears to be 

contradictory as it seems to be 

supportive of applying an alternative 
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constraints approach to BMVAL.  

3224 Bellway Homes Ltd 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 9b. South Worcestershire a significant amount 

of BMVAL. However in order to accommodate the level of growth 

identified in the Review, and the absence of PDL, a significant 

level of development will need to utilise greenfield sites. 

Consequently the preferred approach is to direct new 

development to sustainable locations, with necessary 

infrastructure even if this leads to some loss of BMVAL. In the 

event this likely to result in a minimal loss of BMVAL given the 

amount across the plan area.  

Furthermore, accommodating development on greenfield land 

will only represent a minimal loss given the majority of the area 

comprises best and most versatile agricultural land. 

Best and most versatile agricultural land is just another factor 

which should be weighed in the balance when considering the 

merits of potential development; however it should not outweigh 

the need to locate development sustainably and in close proximity 

to existing transport infrastructure. 

Any best and most versatile agricultural land policy in the Review 

should therefore not restrict the plan’s ability to deliver new 

settlement scale development to meet the area’s housing needs. 

Support for option 9b noted. The NPPF 

continues to recognise the value that 

BMVAL contributes to the character, 

natural capital/ecosystems and 

economic benefit to the countryside. It 

also directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications and not a basis for 

identifying sites for housing allocations.  

3237 

Gleeson Strategic 

Land Limited 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

South Worcestershire, particularly to the north, south and south-

east of Worcester have large areas of BMVAL. Elsewhere, e.g. to 

the east of Worcester around Crowle the land is poorer quality. 

Therefore support for option 8a although, but there will be 

Support for option 8a noted. The NPPF 

continues to recognises the value that 

BMVAL contributes to the character, 

natural capital/ecosystems and 
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sustainable locations which outweigh the BMVL constraint. economic benefit to the countryside. It 

also directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

4153 

Richborough 

Estates 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. The weight accorded to BMVAL should 

outweigh the need for housing without exception.   

Support for option 'b' noted. However 

the response appears to be 

contradictory as it seems to be 

supportive of applying an alternative 

constraint approach to BMVAL. 

3393 

Richborough 

Estates 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8b. This enables sites of BMVAL interest to be 

assessed on their individual opportunities and constraints within 

sustainable locations. The approach provides flexibility 

by enabling development to meet the objectives contained in 

the SWDP vision. 

  

Support for option 8b noted. The 

current wording in the 2019 NPPF is not 

significantly different on this matter 

than that set out in the 2012 version. 

Neither versions have specified what 

constitutes a significant loss of BMVAL, 

yet the rationale for the threshold and 

approach set out in the reasoned 

justification of SWDP13 was found 

sound at the SWDP examination. 

The NPPF continues to recognises the 

value that BMVAL contributes to the 

character, natural capital/ecosystems 

and economic benefit to the 

countryside. It also directs where there 

is significant development likely to 

require agricultural land on greenfield 
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sites areas of poorer quality land should 

be preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications and not a basis for 

identifying sites for housing allocations.  

3598 North Oak Homes 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for 8b. The weight accorded to BMVAL should outweigh 

the need for housing without exception.   

Support for option 'b' noted. However 

the response appears to be 

contradictory as it seems to be 

supportive of applying an alternative 

constraints approach to BMVAL. 

3655 St Philips Ltd 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. This approach would allow sites of BMVAL 

interest to be assessed on their individual opportunities and 

constraints within sustainable locations. The approach will enable 

sufficient flexibility in enabling development to meet the 

principles and objectives as set out within the SWDP vision. 

Support for option 'b' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

3680 Bovis Homes 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

The current SWDP13 approach is not supported. The review 

should consider a more refined evidence based approach, based 

on a detailed Agricultural land Classification Survey allowing 

release of BMVAL for development in sustainable locations. This 

can then account for both the quality of the agricultural land, but 

also the consequences on the wider availability of BMVAL. 

Comments noted. The NPPF continues 

to recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 
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development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. SWDP13 is a 

policy for determining windfall 

development applications, rather than 

allocating land for development. Any 

allocation process would look at BMVAL 

quality as part of the assessment 

process.     

3939 Madresfield 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. The policy should allow the development of 

BMVAL in sustainable locations. 

Support for option 'b' noted.  The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.  

3960 ehB Reeves 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

Support for option 8b. The safeguarding of BMVAL cannot be the 

overriding factor if there are other significant sustainable benefits 

arising from a specific development. 

Support for option 8b is noted. The 

NPPF continues to recognises the value 

that BMVAL contributes to the 
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(BMVAL) character, natural capital/ecosystems 

and economic benefit to the 

countryside. It also directs where there 

is significant development likely to 

require agricultural land on greenfield 

sites areas of poorer quality land should 

be preferred to higher quality.   

4036 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8b. The weight accorded to BMVAL should 

outweigh the need for housing without exception.   

Support for option 8b noted. However 

the response appears to be 

contradictory as it seems to be 

supportive of applying an alternative 

constraint approach to BMVAL. 

4078 Newland Homes 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. The weight accorded to BMVAL should 

outweigh the need for housing without exception. 

Comments noted. However the 

response appears to be contradictory as 

it seems to be supportive of applying an 

alternative constraints approach to 

BMVAL. 

4123 Piper Homes 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

  

Support for option 'b'. The weight accorded to BMVAL should 

outweigh the need for housing without exception.   

  

Support for option 'b' noted. However 

the response appears to be 

contradictory as it seems to be 

supportive of applying an alternative 

constraints approach to BMVAL.   

4258 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. It is considered that SWDP 13 is not in 

conformity with the NPPF as the latter does not specify a figure 

that constitutes a significant loss of BMVAL and therefore the 2ha 

threshold is unduly restrictive.  

Support for option 'b' noted. The 

current wording in the 2019 NPPF is not 

significantly different on this matter 

than that set out in the 2012 version. 
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Neither versions have specified what 

constitutes a significant loss of BMVAL, 

yet the rationale for the threshold and 

approach set out in the reasoned 

justification of SWDP13 was found 

sound at the SWDP examination. 

The NPPF continues to recognises the 

value that BMVAL contributes to the 

character, natural capital/ecosystems 

and economic benefit to the 

countryside. It also directs where there 

is significant development likely to 

require agricultural land on greenfield 

sites areas of poorer quality land should 

be preferred to higher quality.   

4337 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. No support for option 'b'. 
The respondents position on this matter 

is noted.  

4413 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. In order to meet the housing needs 

identified for the review of the SWDP development on BMVAL 

should be supported by policy provided the sites are located in 

sustainable locations.  

Support for option 'b' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 
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preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.     

4474 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

The BMVAL is a limited and important resource, which should be 

safeguarded from development. The existing threshold in 

SWDP13 is too high. Grade 1 farmland should be protected in 

preference to lower grades, where the loss of some Greenfield 

land is inevitable.  

Comments noted. The response 

introduces a level of constraint that 

goes beyond that set out in national 

planning policy. The NPPF continues to 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

4519 St Philips Ltd 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. Allows for BMVAL site to assessed on 

its merits within sustainable locations. Provides flexibility for the 

SWDPR to meet the required development needs. 

Support for option 'b' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 
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preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.      

45 Prosser 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. The SWDPR should allow the development 

of BMVAL in sustainable locations. 

Support for option 'b' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

46 Prosser 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. The SWDPR should allow the development 

of BMVAL in sustainable locations. 

Support for option 'b' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

47 Prosser Best and Most Support for option 'b'. The SWDPR should allow the development Support for option 'b' noted. The NPPF 
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Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

of BMVAL in sustainable locations. recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. This policy 

is for determining planning applications 

and not allocating sites.    

95 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. The SWDPR should continue the current 

approach in order to minimise the amount BMVAL lost to 

development. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

135 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. It is necessary to safeguard BMVAL as 

a strategic local and national resource.  

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 500



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

173 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. The Review should continue the current 

approach to resist development on the BMVAL in order to 

minimise the loss to development. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

303 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

BMVAL should not be used for development as it is a precious 

asset unique to the Vale of Evesham. 

Comments noted. It is not possible to 

give a blanket protection to all BMVAL 

as national planning policy in the NPPF 

does not support that approach. 

However it is recognised the value that 

BMVAL contributes to the character, 

natural capital/ecosystems and 

economic benefit to the countryside. It 

also directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

340 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

Support for a combination of option 'a' and 'b'.  

Support for options 'a' and 'b' noted. 

The NPPF recognises the value that 

BMVAL contributes to the character, 
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(BMVAL) natural capital/ecosystems and 

economic benefit to the countryside. It 

also directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

364 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

1459 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. 

  

Support for option 'a' noted. 

416 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. It is most important to preserve high 

quality agricultural land where possible. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 
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agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

439 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Resist development of agricultural land especially around the 

Malvern Hills, and particularly to the east. Where the land is not 

visible from the hills it may be appropriate to allow development 

closer to the Malvern Hills.  

The NPPF recognises the value that 

BMVAL contributes to the character, 

natural capital/ecosystems and 

economic benefit to the countryside. It 

also directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

658 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

573 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. Continue with this approach which is in line 

with the SWDP objectives. Strong objection to option 8b. 

  

Comments noted. The NPPF recognises 

the value that BMVAL contributes to 

the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 
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development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

775 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. Development of BMVAL should be 

resisted in line with the objectives of the SWDPR. Retention 

of high quality farmland is both important for the county and its 

agricultural economy, as well as providing habitats for wildlife and 

biodiversity. 

   

Support for option 'a' noted. The 

importance of BMVAL for wildlife and 

the rural economy is recognised. The 

NPPF recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.    

2426 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. BMVAL is a scarce resource and it 

is sensible to protect this diminishing asset. 

Support for option 8a and comments 

noted. 

2721 

Craig 

Muncaster 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a' and object to option 'b'.  
Respondent’s position on this matter is 

noted. 

1886 

Martin and Nicky 

Parry 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

8b not supported. Objection to option 'b' noted. 
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(BMVAL) 

1193 

Daniel 

Harding 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. Continue with the existing approach in the 

adopted SWDP. Object to option 'b'. 

Support for option 'a' and objection to 

option 'b' noted. The NPPF recognises 

the value that BMVAL contributes to 

the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

1629 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Blank Response Blank Response 

2033 

Emily 

Shaw 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Object to option 'b'. Objection to option 'b' noted. 

2933 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Object to option 'b'. Loss of BMVAL to development should be 

resisted when other more appropriate sites, e.g. brownfield 

land can be considered. 

Objection to option 'b' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 
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agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.     

1057 

Neil 

Hickling 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a and object to option 8b. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

1022 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

The SWDPR should continue to resist development of all BMVAL 

in order to minimise the amount lost to development. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   
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909 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

913 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Blank entry Blank entry 

1105 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. Continue with the current approach in the 

adopted SWDP.  

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

1435 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. All BMVAL should be excluded from 

consideration for development if the land is situated in an 

unsustainable location. 

Support for option 'a' noted. 
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1259 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. As much agricultural land needs to be kept 

as possible.  
Support for option 'a' noted.   

1420 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. Continue to resist development 

on BMVAL to minimise the loss to development. 

  

Support of option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. 

1777 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'.  Support for option 'a' noted. 

1525 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. Continue to resist development of 2ha or 

more on the BMVAL to minimise loss. 
Support for option 8a noted. 

1550 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Blank Response. Blank Response. 

1597 Mr Best and Most Support for option 'a'. Support for option 'a' noted. 
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Steven 

Sparrow 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

4027 

Mr 

Martin 

O'Brien 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

No BMVAL should be released for development as it is a valuable 

resource required for food production etc.   

Comments noted. This level of 

constraint goes beyond that set out in 

national planning policy. The NPPF 

continues to recognises the value that 

BMVAL contributes to the character, 

natural capital/ecosystems and 

economic benefit to the countryside. It 

also directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications and windfall development 

not a basis for identifying sites for 

housing allocations.  

3548 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Neither of the options presented are considered to be appropriate 

and policy SWDP 13 H does not seem to work be robust enough to 

prevent the loss of BMVAL and therefore should be tightened up.  

Comments noted. The NPPF recognises 

the value that BMVAL contributes to 

the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 
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areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met. It is no 

in accordance with national planning 

policy to prevent no loss of BMVAL to 

development.    

1939 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. 

Support for option 8a noted. The NPPF 

continues to recognises the value that 

BMVAL contributes to the character, 

natural capital/ecosystems and 

economic benefit to the countryside. It 

also directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

1650 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. Object to Option 8b.  Response noted. 

1577 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

Support for option 8a. Strongly object to option 8b. 
The respondent’s opinion on this option 

is noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 510



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

(BMVAL) 

1665 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. Object to Option 8b.  Response noted. 

1709 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. Strongly object to option 8b.  Respondent’s comments noted. 

2491 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. 

Support for option 'a' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.     

1870 Lioncourt Homes 
Best and Most 

Versatile 

The loss of some BMVL to development is unavoidable. The 

NPPF requires planning policies to “recognise the economic and 

Support for option 'b' noted. Support 

for option 'b' noted. The NPPF 
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Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

other benefits of the best and most versatile agricultural land” 

(para.170). It is argued this approach does not resist the loss of all 

BMVL land and in sustainable locations it is appropriate to release 

it for development. 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.     

2079 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Option 8a is not supported as it does not conform to guidance in 

the NPPF (para.170). 

Comments noted.  The NPPF recognises 

the value that BMVAL contributes to 

the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 
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restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.    

2324 

Jan 

Russell 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'a'. Support for option 'a' noted. 

2340 

Susan 

Weaver 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. All land in agricultural use should be 

protected as such as it is vital to the heritage of the landscape. 

Support for option 8a noted. This is a 

higher level of constraint that is not 

supported by national planning policy 

set out in the NPPF.  

2477 Valefresco Ltd 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. BMVAL should be released in sustainable 

locations in order to help secure overarching sustainable 

development. 

Support for option 'b' noted. The NPPF 

recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 

BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.     

2567 Land Partnerships Best and Most Support for option 8b. The policy should allow the development Comments noted. The NPPF continues 
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Developments Ltd Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

of BMVAL in sustainable locations. The presence of BMVAL is just 

one matter for consideration in the planning balance and site 

selection process. 

to recognises the value that BMVAL 

contributes to the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications and not a basis for 

identifying sites for housing allocations.  

4549 

Mr 

Denis 

Bennett 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 8a. Objection to Option 8b.  The preferences are noted. 

2991 

Keith 

Bridgewater 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

BMVAL agricultural land should NOT be developed in line with the 

SWDPR objectives. 

Comments noted. The NPPF recognises 

the value that BMVAL contributes to 

the character, natural 

capital/ecosystems and economic 

benefit to the countryside. It also 

directs where there is significant 

development likely to require 

agricultural land on greenfield sites 

areas of poorer quality land should be 

preferred to higher quality. This sets 

out a sequential approach to the use of 
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BMVL and SWDP 13 as worded reflects 

this by acknowledging the need of 

sustainable development, whilst not 

restricting development on BMVL 

provided that tests can be met.     

3423 Johnson Brothers 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. It is considered that SWDP 13 is not in 

conformity with the NPPF as the latter does not specify a figure 

that constitutes a significant loss of BMVAL and therefore the 2ha 

threshold is unduly restrictive.  

Therefore this approach is considered unsound. The appropriate 

approach is a policy which ensures that the loss of BMVAL is one 

factor taken into account in the wider planning balance 

when making decisions on planning applications. 

Consequently the SWDP should allow the development of BMVAL 

in sustainable locations. 

Support for option 'b' is noted. The 

current wording in the 2019 NPPF is not 

significantly different on this matter 

than that set out in the 2012 version. 

Neither versions have specified what 

constitutes a significant loss of BMVAL, 

yet the rationale for the threshold and 

approach set out in the reasoned 

justification of SWDP13 was found 

sound at the SWDP examination. 

The NPPF continues to recognises the 

value that BMVAL contributes to the 

character, natural capital/ecosystems 

and economic benefit to the 

countryside. It also directs where there 

is significant development likely to 

require agricultural land on greenfield 

sites areas of poorer quality land should 

be preferred to higher quality.   

SWDP13 is a development management 

policy for determining planning 

applications and not a basis for 
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identifying sites for housing allocations.  

3761 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. The weight accorded to BMVAL should 

outweigh the need for housing without exception.  

Support for option 'b' noted. However 

the response appears to be 

contradictory as it seems to be 

supportive of applying an alternative 

constraints approach to BMVAL.   

4219 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Best and Most 

Versatile 

Agricultural Land 

(BMVAL) 

Support for option 'b'. It is considered that SWDP 13 is out of date 

given the position in the latest version of the NPPF (2018) as it 

does not specify an amount which would constitute a significant 

loss of BMVAL. Therefore, rather than resist development of 2ha 

or more on BMVAL it is considered that the SWDP should allow 

the development of BMVAL in sustainable locations. 

Support for option 'b' noted. It is 

considered that the wording in the 

current version of the NPPF relating to 

BMVAL does no significantly differ to 

that in the 2012 document which also 

did not specify a threshold that would 

constitute significant loss. SWDP 13 was 

examined against this version of the 

NPPF and the approach of a 2ha or 

above threshold was found to be 

sound. The NPPF recognises the value 

that BMVAL contributes to the 

character, natural capital/ecosystems 

and economic benefit to the 

countryside. It also directs where there 

is significant development likely to 

require agricultural land on greenfield 

sites areas of poorer quality land should 

be preferred to higher quality.     

711 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

It is important that the housing mix meets the needs of local 

communities.  Pressure from the housing market would lead to 

rural areas becoming mainly commuter areas with many young 

Support for option d noted. 
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people unable to afford to live and work in the countryside. 

The NPPF has enabled the division of properties.  This is a 

welcome way of providing more affordable housing, particularly in 

rural areas where many properties have been enlarged. 

506 

Charlton Parish 

Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

b (Not include a policy setting out the housing mix required and 

leave it to market forces to determine what mix of housing is 

delivered.) 

Support for option b noted.   

585 

West Midlands 

HARP Planning 

Consortium 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The existing Policy SWDP 15: Meeting Affordable Housing Needs, 

allows for negotiation on the final tenure mix of affordable 

housing on individual sites. Revisions to this policy should 

recognise the new tenures within the NPPF however in the same 

way as the existing policy it should seek to meet needs wherever 

that arises, ensuring deliverability with a continued emphasis on 

delivering affordable homes to those in need. 

Policy SWDP14 does not relate to 

Affordable Housing, therefore these 

comments irrelevant for SWDP14 

(Agent has made the same comments 

for SWDP15 so will be covered).  

782 

Lower Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

a, b & c)Whilst the open market housing continues to be the total 

source of finance for developments, economics is will drive the 

housing mix. Unless public funds can be secured, developer’s 

profit will decide the mix 

d) Sub division of housing led to some of the most squalid over-

crowding in history. We would oppose easing the current 

restrictions. 

Comments regarding options a, b and c 

noted.  

Opposition to option d noted. 

639 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Continue to require a specified mix of homes to meet the needs of 

particular types of households.  

Pebworth Parish Council support option a 

Support for option a noted. 
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3260 Canal & River Trust 
Market Housing 

Mix 

Option a is preferred. The councils should consider whether there 

is need to plan specifically for those wishing to live aboard boats 

as part of their studies into housing need and types. 

Support for option a is noted, 

comments made to help inform the 

policy. 

2599 Historic England 
Market Housing 

Mix 

Delivering a wide choice of high quality homes – How might the 

plan encourage adaptive reuse of historic buildings? How might 

new residential developments best be integrated into historic 

areas. 

The issues raised refer to the re-use of 

historic buildings and the design of 

developments in or near heritage 

sensitive areas and should be covered 

elsewhere in the SWDPR, they do not 

relate directly to the market housing 

mix policy (SWDP14). 

3065 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 
A Support for option a is noted. 

2518 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The SWDPR should continue to require a specified mix of homes 

to meet the needs of specific areas, such as a Neighbourhood Plan 

Area, and of particular types of households. This would be 

identified through Housing Needs Surveys. An important issue is 

keeping the evidence base in terms of local need up-to-date. 

Comments noted to help inform the 

policy. 

3448 Fisher German LLP 
Market Housing 

Mix 

Paragraphs 61 & 62 of the revised NPPF recognises housing needs 

for differing demographics which should be assessed to justify any 

policies on the size, type and tenure of housing including a need 

for affordable housing. As such, the respective Authorities of 

Wychavon District, Malvern Hills and Worcester City, should take 

account of ‘market signals’ as required by the NPPF. 

Options 9b and 9c are preferred whilst Paragraph 79 (d) of the 

revised NPPF, partially supports Option D which allows for…"the 

subdivision of an existing residential dwelling"… within rural (open 

Support for options b and c and partial 

support for option d are noted. 
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countryside) areas. 

2272 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

i) a) The SWDPR should continue to require a specified mix of 

housing, determined by local need. 

ii) b) Market forces should not be allowed to determine housing 

mix; they are all too easily manipulated. 

iii) The SWDPR should be able to identify specific sites for any 

particular type of development, (for elderly, affordable, and 

executive) where local need is identified. 

Comments noted, will help inform 

policy. 

2356 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

We would support a. and also d. subject to retaining some 

restrictions in particular circumstances. 
Support for options a and d is noted. 

3185 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Market housing should be market led but based on up-to-date 

housing evidence. All major developments should be evidence 

based in terms of mix and proposed housing stock. If the evidence 

is presented and the development conforms to the evidence then 

the application should not be questioned by Councils. 

Comments noted to help inform the 

policy. 

961 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Yes, with particular reference to the need for bungalows and 

ground-floor apartments for the elderly. Also, to acknowledge 

that many young people do not have cars and therefore homes 

with limited parking provision can encouraged, to provide for this 

type of household; this would be particularly beneficial for 

developments in or close to town centres, with ease of access to 

services and would help to minimise the impact of the built 

development on the historic character of an area. 

b. No 

c. No 

Support for option a noted with 

particular reference to accommodation 

for the elderly. Conditional support for 

option d noted. Self build is covered 

elsewhere in the SWDPR I&O 

consultation. 
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d. Only in certain locations, to be defined. Policy needs to 

reference the need to maintain the external fabric of HMOs to 

avoid a detrimental visual impact on a locality. 

Add a criterion to encourage the provision of plots for ‘Build Your 

Own’ home. 

1077 

Lindridge Parish 

Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 
We support item a. Support for option a noted. 

1176 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

a only (Continue to require a specified mix of homes to meet the 

needs of particular types of households) 
Support for option a noted. 

993 Merton College 
Market Housing 

Mix 

Our client considers a continuation of Policy SWDP14 of the SWDP 

to be appropriate (option a). Criteria A of this policy requires that 

housing mix and types be informed by the latest SHMA and / or 

other local data including developer assessments. Evidence 

provided in the SHMA and developer assessments will reflect 

market conditions and it is therefore appropriate for housing mix 

and type to reflect this. Our client considers it important that 

reference to location, site size and scheme viability remains in the 

policy. A continuation of this policy provides suitable flexibility to 

respond to rapid response to changes in economic circumstances, 

as required by NPPF paragraph 81. The policy is also based on 

appropriate evidence, thus securing compliance the test of 

soundness in NPPF paragraph 35. 

Support for option a noted 

1834 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The SWDPR should continue to require a specified mix of homes 

to meet the needs of specific areas, such as a Neighbourhood Plan 

Area, and of particular types of households. This would be 

identified through Housing Needs Surveys. An important issue is 

keeping the evidence base in terms of local need up-to-date. 

Comments noted to help inform the 

policy. 
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1293 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Housing mix should not be specified in any Local Plan Policy, 

which only presents a snapshot in time and instead require 

housing mix to be agreed at the detailed planning application / 

reserved matters stage, utilising appropriately worded planning 

conditions. 

The policy should direct the reader to the latest evidence base, 

such as the Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA), which 

should be routinely updated across the 15-year Plan Period. The 

policy should also allow for the submission of evidence by 

developers on market demand in the area. This ensures that 

market housing mix is reflective of identified local needs and 

demand and, therefore, the most sustainable pattern of 

development. 

On this basis, it is submitted that it is most appropriate for 

housing mix to be guided by market signals, as per option b. 

Support for option b noted. 

1806 Lone Star Land 
Market Housing 

Mix 

None of the options are supported. 

The current housing mix policy in the adopted SWDP 14 has been 

implemented in practice on the basis of a strict 

percentages.  Neither this approach or the percentages were set 

out in the adopted plan.  If the authorities intend to apply a 

percentage based policy is needs to be set out, justified and 

tested in the development plan. 

Comments noted to help inform the 

policy. 

1347 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The housing mix option has several elements: 

1. It is unlikely that the housing mix will be removed as a 

Comments noted. 
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policy. However, further thought should be given to 

having a policy which is not blanket in nature but allows 

for variations. 

2. A market input about the mix is desirable because there is 

a need to build homes that people want to buy. It may 

well be that a policy should allow for market led housing 

mixes where there is enough evidence available to 

demonstrate that such a mix is more reflective of the 

market demand. 

3. Executive homes in some locations is appropriate. 

4. Sub dividing some dwellings is a means to deliver housing 

which is more affordable and suited to some members of 

the community. 

1392 

Abberley Parish 

Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Option a preferred (Continue to require a specified mix of homes 

to meet the needs of particular types of households). 
Support for option a noted. 

4356 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Market Housing 

Mix 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

The Public Health Directorate recognise a need for a mix of 

housing and the difficulty in how we plan for mixed developments 

vs purely executive or affordable housing. However, it is not felt 

this should be left to the market to decide on this mix. 

Comments noted to help inform the 

policy. 

4427 

Evesham Town 

Council 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The current policies are broadly appropriate. However, both open 

market and social housing should have a mix of construction 

types. In particular, there should be a policy to encourage the 

inclusion of bungalows and apartments across both social and 

open market provision. 

Comments noted, will help inform the 

policy. 
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4194 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The 2018 NPPF sets out that housing needs for different groups 

should be assessed to justify any policies on the size, type and 

tenure of housing including a need for affordable housing (paras 

61 & 62). These housing policies should be underpinned by 

relevant and up to date evidence which supports and justifies the 

policies concerned (para 31). In its evidence the Councils should 

recognise that market signals are important in determining the 

mix of housing needed. All households should have access to 

different types of dwellings to meet their housing needs. When 

planning for an acceptable mix of dwellings types to meet 

people’s housing needs the focus should ensure that appropriate 

sites are allocated to meet the needs of specifically identified 

groups of households such as families, older people and self / 

custom build. The SWDPR should ensure that suitable sites are 

available for a wide range of types of development across a wide 

choice of appropriate locations rather than setting a specific 

housing mix on individual sites. Options 9b and 9c are preferred. 

Support for options b and c are noted. 

1744 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Market Housing 

Mix 

b , c and d (b: Not include a policy setting out the housing mix 

required and leave it to market forces to determine what mix of 

housing is delivered; c: Identify specific sites for executive homes 

and d: Remove the restrictions on sub dividing existing homes). 

Support for option b, c and d are noted. 

1936 FCC Environment 
Market Housing 

Mix 

FCC supports the statement in paragraph 9.8 that the South 

Worcestershire Development Plan Review should deliver "a 

variety of types of both market and affordable housing". FCC 

considers that a housing market review should be kept up to date 

to ensure that a mix of housing is provided throughout the Plan 

period in accordance with the market review. Given the lifespan 

of the plan, to 2041, it is considered that some flexibility in 

relation to housing mix should be provided within the wording of 

Comments noted. Housing market 

reviews are updated as and when 

required. 
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the policies to accommodate any variation requirements 

identified in the up-to-date housing market review. 

2148 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Market Housing 

Mix 

We consider the following option should be pursued: b. Not 

include a policy setting out the housing mix required and leave it 

to market forces to determine what mix of housing is delivered. 

The housing mix policy has caused serious problems with viability 

in our experience and delayed development from coming forward 

or being determined at reserved matters stage. 

Support for option b is noted. 

2178 IM Land 
Market Housing 

Mix 

The Revised NPPF sets out that housing policies should be 

underpinned by relevant and up -to-date evidence (Paragraph 31). 

We therefore consider Option B is the most appropriate given it 

uses market signals and allows for the use of up-to-date evidence 

and reaction to market signals. 

Support for option b noted. 

2205 IM Land 
Market Housing 

Mix 

The Revised NPPF sets out that housing policies should be 

underpinned by relevant and up -to-date evidence (Paragraph 31). 

We therefore consider Option B is the most appropriate given it 

uses market signals and allows for the use of up-to-date evidence 

and reaction to market signals.  

Support for option b is noted. 

2408 

Wallace Land 

Investments 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Any housing policies that seek to set or determine the mix of 

housing should be underpinned by relevant and up to date 

evidence which supports and justifies the policies concerned (para 

31 pf the NPPF). Therefore, if the Councils intend to use such a 

policy then they must provide the appropriate evidence. 

Prescribing the mix of housing is likely to be too prescriptive and 

Support for options b and c are noted. 
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restrictive and Wallace would not support this. 

Indeed, we express a concern that specifically outlining the 

housing mix required in a blanket manner, to be applied across 

South Worcestershire, does not allow for adequate consideration 

of the best housing mix on a site by site basis. 

Furthermore, outlining strict housing mix requirements can lead 

to delivery issues of some sites coming forward, as development 

may become unviable and does not reflect the best housing mix 

for that particular location. 

Options 9b and c are therefore preferred. 

2656 Broadway Trust 
Market Housing 

Mix 

There is an unsatisfied need for small (1/2 bedroom) units, so “a” 

is necessary. (“b” will be driven be profit and not social need). “d” 

agreed. 

Support for options b and d is noted. 

2744 TN & DJ Stratton 
Market Housing 

Mix 

b. “Not include a policy setting out the housing mix required and 

leave it to market forces to determine what mix of housing is 

delivered.” 

Support for option b noted. 

2786 Taylor Wimpey 
Market Housing 

Mix 

Paragraphs 61 and 62 of the NPPF state that housing needs for 

different groups should be assessed to justify any policies on the 

size, type and tenure of housing including a need for affordable 

housing and this is supported by RPS. Any housing policy should 

therefore be informed and supported by relevant and up-to-date 

evidence that justifies the approach taken. 

Given the timescales associated with the plan, with an end date of 

2041, any policies that are overly prescriptive in terms of the mix 

Comments noted regarding need for 

policy to be flexible and support for 

option b 
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of house types, may become out-of-date and obsolete well before 

the end of the plan. A more flexible approach to this should be 

taken, based on Option 9b, but taking account of any up-to-date 

evidence that exists at the time of planning applications being 

determined, to help guide the general mix of house types within a 

scheme. 

2820 Jessup Ltd 
Market Housing 

Mix 

We consider the following option should be pursued: b. Not 

include a policy setting out the housing mix required and leave it 

to market forces to determine what mix of housing is delivered. 

The housing mix policy has caused serious problems with viability 

in our experience and delayed development from coming forward 

or being determined at reserved matters stage. 

Support for option b noted. 

2853 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Market Housing 

Mix 

We consider the following option should be pursued: b. Not 

include a policy setting out the housing mix required and leave it 

to market forces to determine what mix of housing is delivered. 

The housing mix policy has caused serious problems with viability 

in our experience and delayed development from coming forward 

or being determined at reserved matters stage. 

Support for option b noted. 

2936 Cala Homes Ltd 
Market Housing 

Mix 

Our client considers a continuation of the current approach in 

Policy SWDP14 to be appropriate (Option A). Criteria  A of this 

Policy requires that housing mix and types are informed by the 

latest Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA) and / or 

other local data, including developer assessments. Evidence 

provided in the SHMA and developer assessments will reflect 

market conditions and it is therefore appropriate for housing mix 

Support for option a is noted. 
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and type to reflect this. 

Our client considers that it is important that reference to location, 

site size and scheme viability remains in the Policy. A continuation 

of this Policy provides suitable flexibility to respond to rapid 

response to changes in economic circumstances, as required by 

NPPF paragraph 81. The Policy is also based on appropriate 

evidence, thus securing compliance the test of soundness in NPPF 

paragraph 35. 

3034 

Millstrand 

Properties Ltd 

Market Housing 

Mix 

(a) Should be reviewed. One approach would be to limit the 

controls on household size/mix to large sites only. The restriction 

could contribute to under delivery and limit choice 

notwithstanding the good intensions of the policy to cater for 

need. 

(b) This is an option worthy of consideration (subject to the 

comment above) 

(c) This can be achieved by greater flexibility throughout the policy 

(d) There is no need to restrict subdivision of dwellings. 

Restriction of subdivision of rural dwellings is contrary to NPPF2 

paragraph 79 

Comments noted, will help inform the 

policy. 

3064 

Spitfire Bespoke 

Homes 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The 2018 NPPF sets out that housing needs for different groups 

should be assessed to justify any policies on the size, type and 

tenure of housing including a need for affordable housing (paras 

61 & 62). As a medium house builder, it is important to note that 

adhering to stringent housing mix policies have implications on 

  

Support for options b and c is noted. 
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the design quality and density of schemes. The SWDPR should 

ensure that suitable sites are available for a wide range of types of 

development across a wide choice of appropriate locations rather 

than setting a specific housing mix on individual sites. Spitfire are 

therefore of the view that Options 9b and 9c should be pursued. 

3121 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Option 9 A is therefore supported - Continue to require a specified 

mix of homes to meet the needs of particular types of households. 
Duplicate of 3157 

3359 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Our client submits that it is most appropriate for housing mix to 

be guided by market signals, as per option b. Housing mix should 

not be specified in any Local Plan Policy, which only presents a 

snapshot in time. Instead, the policy should direct the reader to 

the latest evidence base, such as the Strategic Housing Market 

Assessment (SHMA), which should be routinely updated across 

the 15-year Plan Period. This ensures that housing mix is reflective 

of market-driven need. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted. 

3157 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Option 9 A is therefore supported - Continue to require a specified 

mix of homes to meet the needs of particular types of households. 
Support for option a is noted. 

3827 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Market Housing 

Mix 

We consider the following option should be pursued: b. Not 

include a policy setting out the housing mix required and leave it 

to market forces to determine what mix of housing is delivered. 

The housing mix policy has caused serious problems with viability 

in our experience and delayed development from coming forward 

or being determined at reserved matters stage. 

Support for option b noted. 

3199 

Barwood Strategic 

Land II 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The next stage of the assessment of local housing need will be to 

breakdown the overall housing need figure into the different 

types of housing need, and the associated house sizes (paragraph 

Comments noted to help inform the 

policy. 
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61, NPPF). The SWDPR should include a reference to this updated 

needs assessment, and require Applicants to take this into 

account, alongside site considerations and the local character 

context, when bringing forward development proposals within the 

plan area. 

3223 Bellway Homes Ltd 
Market Housing 

Mix 

The SWDP Review should not set out a prescriptive housing mix, 

in accordance with NPPF2 Paragraph 11. Instead the plan could 

include a policy which identifies a ‘preferred housing mix’, but 

also provides suitable flexibility within the policy to allow for the 

mix to be influenced by both the market and housing needs 

specific to the site. 

A similarly flexible approach should also be taken with housing 

density. This flexibility will ensure that the plan is able to meet the 

development needs of the area while also being able to adapt to 

rapid change, as required by NPPF2 paragraph 11. 

Comments noted to help inform the 

policy. 

3239 

Gleeson Strategic 

Land Limited 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Although National policy within the revised NPPF emphasises the 

importance of delivering a range and type of housing both in 

terms of size, type, style and age group, the developer needs to 

have sufficient flexibility to respond to the market (and the level 

and type of need) at the time the scheme is delivered. Detailed 

prescription of housing mix therefore fails the essential test of 

being flexible enough to meet current needs. We would therefore 

favour Options a & b which continue to encourage a range of 

housing types and sizes whilst providing a greater emphasis on 

smaller homes, but this needs to be applied flexibly to respond to 

site circumstances. (It is important to emphasise that a growth in 

smaller households – from people ageing, living longer and losing 

their children as they form households of their own does not 

Support for option a but with flexibility 

to allow for developer input in final mix 

is noted. 
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automatically translate into a greater need for smaller houses – 

quite often couples prefer to stay in their own homes with their 

belongings and memories). Sites below 10 dwellings will not 

normally provide affordable housing. 

3283 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Market Housing 

Mix 

We would not favour a policy which sets a specified mix of homes 

and would favour Option B which allows the housing mix to be 

determined by market forces. We consider that small and medium 

sized sites may be appropriate for executive homes and that 

policies should have regard to the need to include executive 

homes in the overall housing mix in order to ensure that all 

sectors of the housing market are provided for. 

Support for option b is noted. 

4005 

Richborough 

Estates 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The Revised NPPF sets out that housing policies should be 

underpinned by relevant and up -to-date evidence (Paragraph 31). 

We therefore consider Option B is the most appropriate given it 

uses market signals and allows for the use of up-to-date market 

evidence. 

Support for option b is noted. 

4155 

Richborough 

Estates 

Market Housing 

Mix 

We consider the following option should be pursued: b. Not 

include a policy setting out the housing mix required and leave it 

to market forces to determine what mix of housing is delivered. 

The housing mix policy has caused serious problems with viability 

in our experience and delayed development from coming forward 

or being determined at reserved matters stage. 

Market forces will determine housing mix as long as 

densities/allocations are not suitably restricted on housing 

numbers. 

Duplicate of 4159 

4159 Richborough Market Housing Option b. Support for option b is noted. 
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Estates Mix 

3459 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Market Housing 

Mix 

HLM considers that whilst a specified mix that is underpinned by 

an up to date needs survey can provide a starting point, it is 

important that sufficient flexibility is built in to any policy so that 

upon application of that policy for development management 

purposes, regard can be had to development specific criteria, such 

as scale, location and viability, having regard to market 

intelligence and developer assessment. 

This flexibility must then be retained through the subsequent 

supporting documents (SPDs). 

Comments noted to help inform the 

policy. 

3501 

St Modwen 

Developments Ltd 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Option b) is to be preferred; the SWDPR should not include a 

policy setting out the housing mix required, but rather should 

leave it to market forces to determine what mix of housing is to 

be delivered. It might usefully require developers to explain the 

rationale for the housing mix they have selected for any given 

site.  Flexibility is essential in this regard. 

Support for option b is noted. 

3600 North Oak Homes 
Market Housing 

Mix 

We consider the following option should be pursued: b. Not 

include a policy setting out the housing mix required and leave it 

to market forces to determine what mix of housing is delivered. 

The housing mix policy has caused serious problems with viability 

in our experience and delayed development from coming forward 

or being determined at reserved matters stage. 

Support for option b is noted. 

3630 Miller Homes Ltd 
Market Housing 

Mix 

The NPPF (at para 61) is very clear that within the context of 

assessing the overall need of new housing in an area, the size, 

type and tenure of housing needed for different groups in the 

Comments noted. 
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community should be assessed and reflected in planning policies 

that seeks provision of housing to meet those particular need. In 

our view, the emerging Plan must therefore ensure that a 

sufficient mix of sites in different locations are identified in order 

to provide a wide range of opportunities to address the housing 

needs of different groups, and most importantly, where those 

needs arise. 

3681 Bovis Homes 
Market Housing 

Mix 

Bovis Homes considers it important that market housing meets 

the identified needs of the community. However, Bovis Homes do 

not support an approach that specifies a required mix of market 

homes within SWDP policy, as this can be inflexible and does not 

always reflect specific characteristics of a site, the local area and 

the most up to date evidence of need. On this basis Bovis Homes 

would suggest a policy approach that requires developments to 

provide a mix of homes that meets the needs of the community 

based upon the latest available and appropriate evidence. 

Comments noted, will help to inform 

the policy. 

3722 

Gladman 

Developments 

Market Housing 

Mix 

• With reference to paragraphs 61 and 62 of the NPPF18 

the SWDPR will need to ensure that the housing need of 

different groups within the community are assessed and 

that these different needs are reflected in the policy 

approach. 

• Gladman recommend a flexible policy approach to 

housing mix as percentage requirements for size, type and 

mix will not be appropriate in all locations and will not 

reflect the specific local needs. 

• Out of the options presented in the consultation 

document Gladman’s preference would be Option 9b) 

which would not set a specific policy requirement but 

instead leave it to market forces to determine what mix is 

Support for option b is noted. 
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delivered. This would enable schemes to be responsive to 

local needs at the time of the application rather than 

being restricted to rigid mix requirements set across the 

plan area. 

3742 

The Southall 

Trustees 

Market Housing 

Mix 

We would favour bullet point b. (Not include a policy setting out 

the housing mix required and leave it to market forces to 

determine what mix of housing is delivered). 

Support for option b noted. 

3779 S Guy and Sons Ltd 
Market Housing 

Mix 

We would favour bullet point b.  (Not include a policy setting out 

the housing mix required and leave it to market forces to 

determine what mix of housing is delivered). 

Support for option b noted. 

3858 

Rooftop Housing 

Group 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Most appropriate for housing mix to be guided by market signals 

as per option b. Housing mix should not be specified in any local 

plan policy. Instead, the policy should make reference to latest 

evidence base such as SHMA which should be routinely updated 

across plan period to ensure housing mix is reflective of the 

market. 

Support for option b is noted 

3874 

Warwickshire 

College 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Oppose a policy which sets out a favoured mix, and therefore 

support Option B. 
Support for option b noted. 

3940 Madresfield 
Market Housing 

Mix 

We would not favour a policy which sets a specified mix of homes 

and would favour Option B, which allows a policy setting the 

housing mix to be determined by market forces. We also consider 

that small and medium sized sites may be appropriate for 

executive homes and that policies should have regard to the need 

to include executive homes in the overall housing mix in order to 

ensure that all sectors of the housing market are provided for. 

Support for option b and executive 

homes on small and medium sized sites 

noted 
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3961 ehB Reeves 
Market Housing 

Mix 

The Revised NPPF sets out that housing policies should be 

underpinned by relevant and up -to-date evidence (Paragraph 31). 

We therefore consider Option B is the most appropriate given it 

uses market signals and allows for the use of up-to-date evidence 

and reaction to market signals. 

Support for option b is noted 

4037 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Market Housing 

Mix 

We consider the following option should be pursued: b. Not 

include a policy setting out the housing mix required and leave it 

to market forces to determine what mix of housing is delivered. 

The housing mix policy has caused serious problems with viability 

in our experience and delayed development from coming forward 

or being determined at reserved matters stage. 

Support for option b is noted. 

4079 Newland Homes 
Market Housing 

Mix 

We consider the following option should be pursued: b. Not 

include a policy setting out the housing mix required and leave it 

to market forces to determine what mix of housing is delivered. 

The housing mix policy has caused serious problems with viability 

in our experience and delayed development from coming forward 

or being determined at reserved matters stage. 

Support for option b noted. 

4124 Piper Homes 
Market Housing 

Mix 

We consider the following option should be pursued: b. Not 

include a policy setting out the housing mix required and leave it 

to market forces to determine what mix of housing is delivered.  

The housing mix policy has caused serious problems with viability 

in our experience and delayed development from coming forward 

or being determined at reserved matters stage. 

Market forces will determine housing mix as long as 

Support for option b is noted. 
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densities/allocations are not suitably restricted on housing 

numbers. 

4260 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Our client submits that it is most appropriate for housing mix to 

be guided by market signals, as per option b. Housing mix should 

not be specified in any Local Plan Policy, which only presents 

snapshot in time. Instead, the policy should direct the reader to 

the latest evidence base, such as the Strategic Housing Market 

Assessment (SHMA), which should be routinely updated across 

the 15-year Plan Period. This ensures that housing mix is reflective 

of market-driven need. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted. 

4343 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Market Housing 

Mix 

a. Continue to require a specified mix of homes to meet the 

needs of particular types of households. NO – look for WDC to 

provide homes for rent 

b. Not include a policy setting out the housing mix required and 

leave it to market forces to determine what mix of housing is 

delivered. – No NEED should be driver 

c. Identify specific sites for executive homes Must be balanced 

and biased towards community not just for individual investment 

d. Remove the restrictions on sub dividing existing homes Yes if 

it facilitates rent and is not too much multiple occupancy 

Comments noted. 

4416 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The variety of types of both market and affordable housing is an 

important consideration for Local Planning Authorities when 

preparing policies and making planning decisions for housing 

schemes. However, given the uncertainty of the political and 

economic climate, we would advise not to include a policy setting 

Noted that respondents text supports 

option b not a, therefore support for 

option b noted. 
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out the housing mix required and leave it to market forces. 

Over an extended period housebuilders will provide a mix of 

house types in response to market demand. However, market 

trends can change quickly especially in periods of political and 

economic uncertainty, as is being experienced presently, and it is 

therefore important that housebuilders have the flexibility to 

respond to the changes rather than having to deliver a prescribed 

housing mix which does not meet market requirements. 

Bloor Homes therefore are fully supportive of Option 9a. 

4475 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Market Housing 

Mix 

In some areas, developers focus on executive homes for 

commuters in preference to smaller ones that may be needed by 

local people, because executive homes are more profitable. This 

has meant that there is sometimes a dearth of smaller houses into 

which older people can downsize, freeing up larger family homes 

for families with children.   Smaller houses are also likely to be 

suitable for newly formed households.  Policy needs to restrain 

the building of executive homes in favour of a mix, driven by local 

need. 

There has been a similar problem with affordable housing, where 

those affected by the so-called ‘bedroom tax’ (limiting housing 

benefit) could not obtain a smaller dwelling, because of a 

shortage of supply. It is thus necessary for LPAs to set targets as to 

the housing mix and to be willing to enforce them in the face of 

developers’ hostility. 

In some places, subdividing houses can be a good means of 

Comments noted, will help inform the 

policy. 
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providing smaller dwellings. This might particularly apply to large 

rambling 3-storey Victorian and Edwardian houses, but schemes 

dividing them into “studio flats” which may be appropriate in 

London are probably inappropriate in a less crowded county such 

as this one.  

14 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Market Housing 

Mix 
Blank entry Blank entry 

48 Prosser 
Market Housing 

Mix 

Option B (not include a policy setting out the housing mix required 

and leave it to market forces to determine what mix of housing is 

delivered). 

Support for option b is noted. 

96 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Market Housing 

Mix 

a (Continue to require a specified mix of homes to meet the needs 

of particular types of households) 
Support for option a is noted. 

136 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Market Housing 

Mix 
Blank entry Blank entry 

174 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Market Housing 

Mix 

a (Continue to require a specified mix of homes to meet the needs 

of particular types of households) 
Support for option a noted 

210 

Judith 

Burrows 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Clearly the disturbance arising from a Nursing Home- C2 or C3 

application would result in an unacceptable loss of privacy, and 

increased disturbance, adversely affecting the amenities enjoyed 

by the adjoining occupier. This is similar in principle to the 

reasoning limiting hostels to detached properties due to the 

'increased potential nuisance' arising from the business through 

The concerns are noted and will help 

inform the policy. 
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the party wall.  

Naturally it would be beneficial for SWDP14 to be extended and 

amended to cover not only C2 or C3 applications but any business 

operating against a 24/7 work schedule- due to the impact upon 

amenity of the neighbouring occupier because of the shared party 

wall. 

If SWDP 14, Part C, is retained in its current form, I am deeply 

concerned that we are setting a precedent for residential semi-

detached properties being adjoined to 24/7 businesses. As stated 

in the South Worcestershire Development Plan  it is becoming 

increasingly recognised that the places and spaces in which we 

live and work can have a real impact on health and well-being. It is 

unacceptable to expose families to such high levels of stress and 

uncertainty. We need to amend this policy. 

217 

Henry 

Morgan 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Policy needs to be amended to avoid noise disturbance, which 

does not have to be loud, causing stress and poor sleep for 

nearby residents. 

The concerns are noted and will help 

inform the policy. 

222 

Mr 

Stuart 

Dickenson 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Housing mix should be driven towards affordable housing and 

suitable housing for the ageing population. By allowing the older 

generation to move will free up family homes easing the demand 

for executive homes.  

Noted, but affordable housing provision 

and housing for older people 

are covered by separate 

policies (currently SWDP15 and 

SWDP20). 

241 

Mark 

Hesk 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Clearly the disturbance arising from a Nursing Home- C2 or C3 

application would result in an unacceptable loss of privacy, and 

increased disturbance, adversely affecting the amenities enjoyed 

by the adjoining occupier. This is similar in principle to the 

The concerns are noted and will help 

inform the policy. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 538



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

reasoning limiting hostels to detached properties due to the 

'increased potential nuisance' arising from the business through 

the party wall.  

Naturally it would be beneficial for SWDP14 to be extended and 

amended to cover not only C2 or C3 applications but any business 

operating against a 24/7 work schedule- due to the impact upon 

amenity of the neighbouring occupier because of the shared party 

wall. 

If SWDP 14, Part C, is retained in its current form, I am deeply 

concerned that we are setting a precedent for residential semi-

detached properties being adjoined to 24/7 businesses. As stated 

in the South Worcestershire Development Plan  it is becoming 

increasingly recognised that the places and spaces in which we 

live and work can have a real impact on health and well-being. It is 

unacceptable to expose families to such high levels of stress and 

uncertainty. We need to amend this policy. 

292 

Steven 

Russell 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Clearly the disturbance arising from a Nursing Home- C2 or C3 

application would result in an unacceptable loss of privacy, and 

increased disturbance, adversely affecting the amenities enjoyed 

by the adjoining occupier. This is similar in principle to the 

reasoning limiting hostels to detached properties due to the 

'increased potential nuisance' arising from the business through 

the party wall.  

Naturally it would be beneficial for SWDP14 to be extended and 

amended to cover not only C2 or C3 applications but any business 

operating against a 24/7 work schedule- due to the impact upon 

The concerns are noted and will help 

inform the policy. 
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amenity of the neighbouring occupier because of the shared party 

wall. 

If SWDP 14, Part C, is retained in its current form, I am deeply 

concerned that we are setting a precedent for residential semi-

detached properties being adjoined to 24/7 businesses. As stated 

in the South Worcestershire Development Plan  it is becoming 

increasingly recognised that the places and spaces in which we 

live and work can have a real impact on health and well-being. It is 

unacceptable to expose families to such high levels of stress and 

uncertainty. We need to amend this policy. 

320 

Mrs 

Caroline 

Muray 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Clearly the disturbance arising from a Nursing Home- C2 or C3 

application would result in an unacceptable loss of privacy, and 

increased disturbance, adversely affecting the amenities enjoyed 

by the adjoining occupier. This is similar in principle to the 

reasoning limiting hostels to detached properties due to the 

'increased potential nuisance' arising from the business through 

the party wall.  

Naturally it would be beneficial for SWDP14 to be extended and 

amended to cover not only C2 or C3 applications but any business 

operating against a 24/7 work schedule- due to the impact upon 

amenity of the neighbouring occupier because of the shared party 

wall. 

If SWDP 14, Part C, is retained in its current form, I am deeply 

concerned that we are setting a precedent for residential semi-

detached properties being adjoined to 24/7 businesses. As stated 

in the South Worcestershire Development Plan  it is becoming 

The concerns are noted and will help 

inform the policy. 
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increasingly recognised that the places and spaces in which we 

live and work can have a real impact on health and well-being. It is 

unacceptable to expose families to such high levels of stress and 

uncertainty. We need to amend this policy. 

327 

Barbourne Road 

Group 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The SWDPR will need to accommodate a mix of tenure. However, 

we advocate the use of target mixes as the market will need to 

determine what mix is appropriate for a particular site. We 

consider that the ability to accommodate an appropriate mix 

should be a factor in the allocation of sites. We support, 

therefore, b. and d. The need for executive homes should be 

considered when delivering both large and smaller sites and is 

important in supporting the social and economic aspects of the 

plan. 

Support for option b and d and 

comments regarding executive homes 

are noted. 

365 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Support options a and d. 

(Option a: Continue to require a specified mix of homes to meet 

the needs of particular types of households.) 

(Option d: Remove the restrictions on sub dividing existing homes) 

Support for options a and d noted. 

1460 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Market Housing 

Mix 

a)  Continue to require a specified mix of homes to meet the 

needs of particular types of households. 
Support for option a noted 

417 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Option a. (Continue to require a specified mix of homes to meet 

the needs of particular types of households). 
Support for option a noted. 

659 

Mrs 

Faye 

Market Housing 

Mix 

B (Not include a policy setting out the housing mix required and 

leave it to market forces to determine what mix of housing is 
Support for option b noted.   
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Dearden delivered) 

485 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Market Housing 

Mix 

(a). We already have housing supply out of kilter with parish level 

need, and local plan need. We require strong policies on this.   

Support for option a noted. 

  

574 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Continue with option A as this will meet the needs of all. 

I object to Option C. 

Support for option a noted. 

2427 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Market Housing 

Mix 
A Support for option a is noted. 

1630 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Market Housing 

Mix 
Blank Response Blank Response 

1027 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The SWDPR should not include a policy setting out the housing 

mix required and leave it to market forces to determine what mix 

of housing is delivered. It should remove restrictions on 

subdividing existing homes. 

Support for option b noted. 

690 

Miss 

Maureen 

Williams 

Market Housing 

Mix 

d - the restriction on the subdivision of existing homes should be 

removed and instead this should be encouraged to create more 

homes 

Support for option d noted. 

910 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Options a and c should both be adopted. 

Worcester City needs  

- homes for people who work in Worcester 

- homes for local residents who cannot currently find or afford 

Support for option a and c noted. 
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one 

- homes for the city's homeless residents 

- smaller, genuinely affordable homes, both to buy AND to rent 

So-called "executive" housing should be concentrated away from 

city and town centres, close to motorway junctions and railway 

stations such as the new Parkway. These houses are for 

commuters whose vehicle movements should be kept away from 

congested town and city centres and nearer suburbs. 

These houses should be kept to a minimum as they do not 

address the needs of existing residents. Instead they are largely 

targeted at newcomers who work elsewhere in Birmingham or 

even London. 

Options b and c should be rejected. 

Market forces alone never deliver desirable outcomes. Instead 

they must managed, channelled, and controlled. 

914 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Market Housing 

Mix 
Blank entry Blank entry 

1106 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Not include a policy setting out the housing mix required and 

leave it to market forces to determine what mix of housing is 

delivered. 

Remove the restrictions on sub dividing existing homes. 

Support for option b and d noted. 

1279 Mrs Market Housing I would be keen to keep a (Continue to require a specified mix of Support for option a noted. 
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Julie 

Tucker 

Mix homes to meet the needs of particular types of households). 

1421 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The SWDPR should not include a policy setting out the housing 

mix required and leave it to market forces to determine what mix 

of housing is delivered. It should remove restrictions on 

subdividing existing homes. 

Support for options b and d are noted. 

1551 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Market Housing 

Mix 
Blank Response. Blank Response. 

1598 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Market Housing 

Mix 

D. Subdivision is an effective and intelligent way of providing more 

homes with no resulting loss of green open spaces and services / 

infrastructure are already in place. 

Support for option d noted. 

3549 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Option C – I do not believe that specific sites for executive homes 

should be allocated. I also believe with option D in that the 

restrictions on subdividing existing homes should be mainly 

removed – not in all cases but policy must be brought forward to 

satisfy this. 

Option A – I believe very strongly in this policy option and believe 

that we need more 3/4/5 story properties catering for one or two 

bedrooms in each flat and also bungalows. 

Support for option a and d, and 

objection to option c noted 

1943 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Option a but revisit the housing mix in the design guide 

supplementary Planning document to ensure sufficient weight is 

given to smaller (1 & 2) bedroom dwellings 

Support for option a is noted; additional 

comments to help inform the policy. 

2492 

Mr 

Andrew 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Support "a" (Continue to require a specified mix of homes to meet 

the needs of particular types of households) and oppose "c" 

Support for option a and objection to 

option c noted. 
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Medcalf (Identify specific sites for executive homes). 

1871 Lioncourt Homes 
Market Housing 

Mix 

The approach to setting a market housing mix needs to be applied 

with some flexibility. Whilst policy may set a range of market 

houses to be provided, it shouldn’t be imposed without some 

flexibility or ability for a housebuilder to provide for another, 

alternative, based on their own market evidence and expertise. 

Locational factors as well as an understanding of the existing mix 

and range of properties in a local area all play a part in 

understanding a suitable and effective market mix. 

Comments noted. 

1924 Kler Group Ltd 
Market Housing 

Mix 

The SWDPR should continue to require a specified mix of homes 

to meet the needs of particular types of households, underpinned 

by up to date evidence. 

It is important however, that the housing mix requirements are 

not applied so rigidly as to constrain matters such as good quality 

design and viability. This is particularly the case given that on any 

particular site a bespoke housing mix might better suit its 

characteristics, for example a proposal for new retail with 

apartments above should be excluded from the need to deliver 

family size dwellings. 

Conditional support for option a noted. 

2000 

Mrs 

Susan 

Carpenter 

Market Housing 

Mix 
Blank response Blank response 

2002 

Mrs 

Susan 

Carpenter 

Market Housing 

Mix 
Blank response Blank response 

2080 DC Rowbury and Market Housing Up to date evidence to inform housing mix; any resultant mix Comments noted. 
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Daughters Mix should be flexible to take account of market needs, site or 

development opportunities and viability. 

2254 

Kenneth Gordon 

Kingston 

Market Housing 

Mix 

A Policy is urgently needed which specifies the appropriate 

housing mix in villages (with no lower threshold) with emphasis on 

smaller family homes, lower cost properties and 1-2 person 

accommodation.  This policy should have reference to identified 

local need. 

The revised SWDP should encourage local housing schemes where 

housing tenure is under local control, enabling local communities 

to ensure houses are available for a range of income levels. 

Comments noted to help inform the 

policy. 

2325 

Jan 

Russell 

Market Housing 

Mix 
A Support for option a is noted. 

2568 

Land Partnerships 

Developments Ltd 

Market Housing 

Mix 

A policy that sets a specified mix of homes should not be included 

within the SWDP. The required housing mix will change during the 

course of the plan period and will be location specific. We favour 

Option B which allows a policy setting and the housing mix to be 

determined by market forces. We consider that small and medium 

sized sites may be appropriate for executive homes and that 

policies should have regard to the need to include executive 

homes in the overall housing mix in order to ensure that all 

sectors of the housing market are provided for. 

Comments and support for option b are 

noted. 

2618 

Mr 

Alagmir 

Khan 

Market Housing 

Mix 

The quality of new housing has been poor in design and it seems 

does not meet the correct requirements. Many current residents 

want to downsize, yet the main new stock has been large family 

housing and uptake has been slow.     

Comments noted, NPPF promotes good 

design and new developments have 

generally incorporated range of market 

house sizes. 

2964 Mr Market Housing Market Housing mix:  I favour continuing to prioritise a) Support for option a is noted. 
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John 

Raine 

Mix 

3424 Johnson Brothers 
Market Housing 

Mix 

Our client submits that it is most appropriate for housing mix to 

be guided by market signals, as per option b. Housing mix should 

not be specified in any Local Plan Policy, which only presents a 

snapshot in time. Instead, the policy should direct the reader to 

the latest evidence base, such as the Strategic Housing Market 

Assessment (SHMA), which should be routinely updated across 

the 15-year Plan Period. This ensures that housing mix is reflective 

of market-driven need. 

Support for option b is noted. 

3425 Johnson Brothers 
Market Housing 

Mix 

Our client submits that it is most appropriate for housing mix to 

be guided by market signals, as per option b. Housing mix should 

not be specified in any Local Plan Policy, which only presents a 

snapshot in time. Instead, the policy should direct the reader to 

the latest evidence base, such as the Strategic Housing Market 

Assessment (SHMA), which should be routinely updated across 

the 15-year Plan Period. This ensures that housing mix is reflective 

of market-driven need. 

Comments are noted. 

3763 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Market Housing 

Mix 

We consider the following option should be pursued: b. Not 

include a policy setting out the housing mix required and leave it 

to market forces to determine what mix of housing is delivered. 

The housing mix policy has caused serious problems with viability 

in our experience and delayed development from coming forward 

or being determined at reserved matters stage. 

Support for option b is noted. 

3895 

Society of 

Merchant 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Large-scale residential development – such as that proposed on 

the SMV’s land at the Croome Estate - provides scope for the 

Comments are site specific and do not 

relate directly to market housing mix 
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Venturers provision of affordable housing. 

Our client’s land has the potential to deliver around 5,000 

dwellings. This scale of development secures an opportunity to 

provide a suitable housing mix and variety of tenures to meet 

local needs. On a without prejudice basis, there is potential to 

provide the following: 

• Affordable Housing (including discounted market sale 

housing) and Starter Homes; 

• Housing for young families; 

• Specialist housing for the elderly; and 

• Residential Homes where there is an element of care or 

Nursing Homes. 

policy SWDP14. 

4220 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Market Housing 

Mix 

Our client submits that it is most appropriate for housing mix to 

be guided by market signals, as per option b. Housing mix should 

not be specified in any Local Plan Policy, which only presents 

snapshot in time. Instead, the policy should direct the reader to 

the latest evidence base, such as the Strategic Housing Market 

Assessment (SHMA), which should be routinely updated across 

the 15-year Plan Period. This ensures that housing mix is reflective 

of market-driven need. 

Support for option b noted. 

712 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Affordable 

Housing 

Beyond the 10% home ownership products promoted in the NPPF 

priority should be given to affordable homes to rent. 
Support for option b is noted 

586 

West Midlands 

HARP Planning 

Consortium 

Affordable 

Housing 

The existing Policy SWDP 15: Meeting Affordable Housing Needs, 

allows for negotiation on the final tenure mix of affordable 

housing on individual sites. Revisions to this policy should 

Comments noted, will help inform the 

policy. 
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recognise the new tenures within the NPPF however in the same 

way as the existing policy it should seek to meet needs wherever 

that arises, ensuring deliverability with a continued emphasis on 

delivering affordable homes to those in need. 

784 

Lower Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Affordable 

Housing 

We fully support the NPPF requirement for 10% affordable for 

self-ownership. The balance for affordable renting will depend 

upon local negotiation and thus any attempt to set planning 

numbers is unlikely to be accepted. 

Comments noted, will help inform the 

policy. 

640 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 

Affordable 

Housing 

Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, including shared 

ownership & Prioritise affordable homes for rent. 

Pebworth Parish Council support a mix of both options. 

Support for both options a and b is 

noted. 

2600 Historic England 
Affordable 

Housing 

Delivering a wide choice of high quality homes – How might the 

plan encourage adaptive reuse of historic buildings? How might 

new residential developments best be integrated into historic 

area? 

Comments noted. It is recognised that it 

is not always feasible to include 

affordable housing in schemes for the 

re-use of historic buildings. Well-

designed housing schemes which 

include affordable housing can be 

effectively integrated into historic 

areas.  

3068 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Affordable 

Housing 
B Support for option b is noted 

2519 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Affordable 

Housing 

The split within Villages and Rural Areas should be dependent on 

the results of an up-to-date Housing Needs Survey and the 

information on the Homes Choice database in terms of need. If 

there is not an up-to-date HNS then developers should be 

requested to have one produced to demonstrate their proposals 

Comments regarding Housing Needs 

Surveys noted. 
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are meeting the identified need. 

2273 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Affordable 

Housing 

i) If local needs can be determined then the SWDPR should be 

able to prioritise extending the 10% home ownership products 

within the overall affordable allocation. The allocation of 

affordable housing in areas with poor public transport, particularly 

for commuting. 

Support for option a to meet identified 

local needs is noted 

2357 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Affordable 

Housing 

We would support b. since that is the sort of housing that seems 

to be in shortest supply in villages and most likely to be need by 

young married people born and brought up in the village. 

Support for option b is noted 

3186 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

Affordable 

Housing 

The SWDPR needs to reflect NPPF 2018 in terms of the new 

definitions. Even this question does not take account of the new 

definitions. 

Comments noted 

962 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Affordable 

Housing 

Both types of affordable housing should be encouraged, ideally 

with a mixture provided. 

Support for both option a and b is 

noted 

1177 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Affordable 

Housing 

a only (Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, including shared 

ownership). 
Support for option a is noted. 

994 Merton College 
Affordable 

Housing 

It is important that any affordable housing tenure split is 

supported by up to date evidence in order for policy to be justified 

in accordance with the tests of soundness in paragraph 35 of the 

NPPF. In this regard, it is only appropriate for any policy on tenure 

split to be based on the evidence provided in an up to date SHMA 

and/or a developer assessment, which 

can capture market conditions. Therefore our client considers that 

Option A should be pursued in the SWDPR. 

Support for option a is noted 

1835 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Affordable 

Housing 

The priority for the different tenure of affordable homes provision 

should be dependent on the results of an up-to-date Housing 
Comments noted. 
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Needs Survey and the information on the Homes Choice database 

in terms of need. If there is not an up-to-date HNS then 

developers should be requested to have one produced to 

demonstrate their proposals are meeting the identified need. 

1294 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Affordable 

Housing 

The SWDPR’s continued provision for affordable housing is 

supported. Affordable housing should be provided at a level and 

tenure in accordance with the most up-to-date Strategic Housing 

Market Assessment and informed by the viability assessment of 

sites, as part of the overall affordable housing provision. 

We would support strongly a policy which widens the definition of 

Affordable Housing in line with the definition provided in Annex 2: 

Glossary of the NPPF. We note that this definition also includes 

Starter Homes and Discounted Market Sale Housing and this 

should also be referenced in any policy. 

Comments noted, will help to inform 

the policy 

1348 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Affordable 

Housing 

To determine affordable housing policy then discussions should 

be held with the Registered Providers who have their own ideas 

on what should be provided which are, in some cases, at variance 

with Housing Officers. A balanced approach to the delivery of 

different affordable housing types and tenures should be adopted 

across the South Worcestershire. A one size fits all approach will 

be inappropriate. 

Comments noted, will help to inform 

the policy 

1393 

Abberley Parish 

Council 

Affordable 

Housing 

Abberley Parish Council is undertaking a local Housing Needs 

Assessment, our views on housing mix will be guided by this. 
Comments noted 

4428 

Evesham Town 

Council 

Affordable 

Housing 
The policy should prioritise homes for rent. Support for option b is noted 

4195 Home Builders Affordable The 2018 NPPF sets out that housing needs for different groups Comments noted. 
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Federation Ltd Housing should be assessed to justify any policies on the size, type and 

tenure of housing including a need for affordable housing (paras 

61 & 62). These housing policies should be underpinned by 

relevant and up to date evidence which supports and justifies the 

policies concerned (para 31). The Councils proposed affordable 

housing tenure mix should be derived from its supporting 

evidence. 

The level and type of affordable housing provision required should 

be set out together with any other necessary infrastructure 

however such policy requirements should not undermine the 

deliverability of the SWDPR (para 34). Viability assessment is 

highly sensitive to changes in its inputs whereby an adjustment or 

an error in any one assumption can have a significant impact on 

the viability or otherwise of development. The cumulative burden 

of policy requirements should be set so that most sites are 

deliverable without further viability assessment negotiations (para 

57). It is important that the Councils understand and test the 

influence of all inputs on viability as this determines if land is 

released for development. An updated viability assessment should 

be undertaken. The Harman Report highlighted that "what 

ultimately matters for housing delivery is whether the value 

received by land owners is sufficient to persuade him or her to sell 

their land for development". 

1745 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Affordable 

Housing 
a Support for option a is noted 

1941 FCC Environment 
Affordable 

Housing 

Supports paragraph 9.9 of the Issues and Options document, 

deemed crucial with paragraph 1.32 of the Housing Need in South 

Comments noted, will help to inform 

policy. 
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Worcestershire report. 

Suggests that an affordable housing report is required to support 

the plan and it is not clear whether one will be 

prepared.  Planning policies should not be limited to just options a 

and b. 

Refers to a site submitted through the Call for Sites. 

Suggests that given the life of the plan there should be flexibility 

over the tenure split required for affordable housing. 

Agrees with paragraph 9.9 regarding viability.  

2149 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Affordable 

Housing 

Should affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership 

products promoted in the NPPF? We agree that the SWDPR 

policies should a. Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. We are interested to know how the 

10% fixed equity product will fit into this definition, if at all. 

We also consider that all three authorities should publish how 

many losses to the existing affordable housing stock there has 

been since stock transfer took place. Unless this is known, it will 

be difficult to properly assess the true net gain of affordable 

dwellings within South Worcestershire. Based on historic right to 

buy losses, have these trends been factored into future affordable 

provision? 

Housing should be provided at a level and tenure in accordance 

with the most up to date Strategic Housing Market Assessment 

Support for option a and other 

comments noted. 
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and informed, where applicable, by viability assessments of sites 

as part of the overall affordable housing provision. 

The methodology for assessing affordable housing need and 

tenure in the SWDPR will need to ensure that Voluntary Right to 

Buy replacement is not counted as new additional affordable 

housing in the SWDPR’s administrative boundary.  

2179 IM Land 
Affordable 

Housing 

We consider that, in line with Section 5 and Paragraph 31 of the 

revised NPPF that SWDP’s evidence base should underpin any 

policy requirement for affordable housing provision/type. This will 

ensure that schemes are viable, and that housing delivery will 

come forward.  

Comments noted, will help to inform 

policy 

2206 IM Land 
Affordable 

Housing 

We consider that, in line with Section 5 and Paragraph 31 of the 

revised NPPF that SWDP’s evidence base should underpin any 

policy requirement for affordable housing provision/type. This will 

ensure that schemes are viable and that housing delivery will 

come forward.  

Comments noted, will help to inform 

policy 

2409 

Wallace Land 

Investments 

Affordable 

Housing 

The 2018 NPPF sets out that housing needs for different groups 

should be assessed to justify any policies on the size, type and 

tenure of housing including a need for affordable housing (paras 

61 & 62). These housing policies should be underpinned by 

relevant and up to date evidence which supports and justifies the 

policies concerned (para 31). The Council’s proposed affordable 

housing tenure mix should be derived from its supporting 

evidence. 

The Council must ensure that any policy approach does not 

inadvertently constrain the deliverability of sustainable 

Support for both options and other 

comments noted. 
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development by impacting on viability. Developers must retain 

the ability to negotiate affordable housing provision in accordance 

with paragraph 62 of the NPPF. In view of this, a combination of 

Options A and B should be taken forward within the Local Plan 

Review. 

2657 Broadway Trust 
Affordable 

Housing 

We would support an increase towards 20% (i.e, up to 50% of the 

overall 40% affordable required by SWDP). A mix of all types of 

affordable housing comprising small units is required. 

Comments noted 

2787 Taylor Wimpey 
Affordable 

Housing 

The approach to affordable housing provision should be based on 

up-to-date supporting evidence. In addition, it should be clearly 

evidenced that the preferred approach has been subject to a 

detailed viability appraisal that takes full account of the 

cumulative burden of all other policy requirements. 

Comments noted, will help to inform 

policy 

2821 Jessup Ltd 
Affordable 

Housing 

Should affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership 

products promoted in the NPPF? We agree that the SWDPR 

policies should a. Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. We are interested to know how the 

10% fixed equity product will fit into this definition, if at all. 

We also consider that all three authorities should publish how 

many losses to the existing affordable housing stock there has 

been since stock transfer took place. Unless this is known, it will 

be difficult to properly assess the true net gain of affordable 

dwellings within South Worcestershire. Based on historic right to 

buy losses, have these trends been factored into future affordable 

provision? 

Support for option a is noted 

2854 2 Counties Affordable Should affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership Support for option a is noted 
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Construction Housing products promoted in the NPPF? We agree that the SWDPR 

policies should a. Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. We are interested to know how the 

10% fixed equity product will fit into this definition, if at all. 

We also consider that all three authorities should publish how 

many losses to the existing affordable housing stock there has 

been since stock transfer took place. Unless this is known, it will 

be difficult to properly assess the true net gain of affordable 

dwellings within South Worcestershire. Based on historic right to 

buy losses, have these trends been factored into future affordable 

provision? 

2939 Cala Homes Ltd 
Affordable 

Housing 

It is important that any affordable housing tenure split is 

supported by up to date evidence for the policy to be justified, in 

accordance with the tests of soundness in paragraph 35 of the 

NPPF. In this regard, it is only appropriate for any policy on tenure 

split to be based on the evidence provided in an up to date 

Strategic Housing Market Assessment and/or a developer 

assessment, which can capture market conditions. Therefore, our 

client considers that Option A should be pursued in the SWDPR. 

Support for option a and other 

comments noted 

3035 

Millstrand 

Properties Ltd 

Affordable 

Housing 

There needs to be proper provision and encouragement for the 

full range of Affordable homes as defined in the glossary to 

NPPF2. The role of e.g. “Discounted market sales housing”, or of 

cross subsidy housing, should not be overlooked. 

Comments noted 

3129 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Affordable 

Housing 

Option 10 A is therefore supported - Prioritise affordable homes 

for purchase, including shared ownership. 
Support for option a is noted. 

3344 Rooftop Housing Affordable The SWDPR’s continued provision for affordable housing is Support for option a and other 
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Association Housing supported. Affordable housing should be provided at a level and 

tenure in accordance with the most upto-date Strategic Housing 

Market Assessment and informed by the viability assessment of 

sites as part of the overall affordable housing provision. Other 

influences, including guidance set by Homes England on the level 

and tenure of affordable housing provision should also be given 

due regard. 

However, the SWDP evidence base should be strengthened to 

identify how many losses to the existing affordable housing stock 

there has been across all three authorities since stock transfer 

took place. Unless this is known, it will be difficult to properly 

assess the true net gain of affordable dwellings within South 

Worcestershire and how these trends been factored into future 

affordable provision. 

Additionally, the West Midlands voluntary right to buy pilot is 

currently under way whereby the housing association is required 

to replace sold properties with a one to one replacement. 

Therefore, going forward, it is important this replacement 

affordable housing is separated from affordable housing numbers 

delivered. 

comments noted 

3162 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Affordable 

Housing 

Option 10 A is therefore supported - Prioritise affordable homes 

for purchase, including shared ownership. 
Support for option a is noted. 

3828 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Affordable 

Housing 

Should affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership 

products promoted in the NPPF? We agree that the SWDPR 

policies should a. Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. We are interested to know how the 

Support for option a and comments 

noted. 
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10% fixed equity product will fit into this definition, if at all. 

We also consider that all three authorities should publish how 

many losses to the existing affordable housing stock there has 

been since stock transfer took place. Unless this is known, it will 

be difficult to properly assess the true net gain of affordable 

dwellings within South Worcestershire. Based on historic right to 

buy losses, have these trends been factored into future affordable 

provision? 

Housing should be provided at a level and tenure in accordance 

with the most up to date Strategic Housing Market Assessment 

and informed, where applicable, by viability assessments of sites 

as part of the overall affordable housing provision. 

Rooftop Housing Group are part of a West Midland Pilot Voluntary 

Right to Buy (VRTB) scheme, this requires a like for like 

replacement of affordable homes. The methodology for assessing 

affordable housing need and tenure in the SWDPR will need to 

ensure that VRTB replacement is not counted as new additional 

affordable housing in the SWDPR’s administrative boundary. 

3200 

Barwood Strategic 

Land II 

Affordable 

Housing 

The SWDPR should reflect affordable housing need and the range 

of affordable housing tenures set out in the NPPF (Annex 2: 

Glossary). As set out above, the existing assessment of affordable 

housing need fails to provide an appropriate evidence base upon 

which to consider the need for affordable housing within South 

Worcestershire over the plan period. 

Comments noted 

3240 Gleeson Strategic Affordable The level of affordable housing required by South Worcestershire Support for both options and other 
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Land Limited Housing will need to be supported by necessary evidence. Similarly, the 

site-specific requirements (or expectations) will need to be 

supported by relevant evidential input – which will clearly 

influence the outcome and may help to determine the land price. 

The revised NPPF expects matters of viability to be resolved at 

Local Plan level, however until the developer has acquired a site 

and knows the constraints and costs involved and the nature of 

the proposed scheme this may not be possible. It seems inevitable 

therefore that affordable housing figures will need to continue to 

be expressed in the from of expectations and will need to reflect 

site characteristics which should be declared at the local plan 

deposit stage. 

There are likely to be variations in needs and capacity to deliver in 

different parts of the District and therefore the policy stance 

should probably be a combination of Options a and b – depending 

upon the different needs and the nature of individual sites. The 

type of affordable housing will often follow the advice of the 

Housing Officer and/or the experience of the local housebuilder, 

but the Council should avoid imposing hard and fast standards 

which may prove to be unsuitable or inappropriate. Again, this 

should be matter for negotiation during the preparation of the 

S106 agreement at the time of the scheme preparation. 

comments noted, including that policy 

should be flexible. 

3284 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Affordable 

Housing 

We consider that a mix of affordable housing should be provided 

but having regard to the 10% affordable ownership products 

policy set out in the Framework. This should be regarded as part 

of the overall housing mix for affordable homes provision. 

The10% affordable ownership products 

will form part of the overall affordable 

homes on the site. 

4006 

Richborough 

Estates 

Affordable 

Housing 

We consider that, in line with Section 5 and Paragraph 31 of the 

revised NPPF that SWDP’s evidence base should underpin any 
Comments noted 
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policy requirement for affordable housing provision/type. This will 

ensure that schemes are viable, and that housing delivery will 

come forward.  

4156 

Richborough 

Estates 

Affordable 

Housing 

Should affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership 

products promoted in the NPPF? We agree that the SWDPR 

policies should a. Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. We are interested to know how the 

10% fixed equity product will fit into this definition, if at all. 

We also consider that all three authorities should publish how 

many losses to the existing affordable housing stock there has 

been since stock transfer took place. Unless this is known, it will 

be difficult to properly assess the true net gain of affordable 

dwellings within South Worcestershire. Based on historic right to 

buy losses, have these trends been factored into future affordable 

provision? 

Support for option a and other 

comments noted. 

3394 

Richborough 

Estates 

Affordable 

Housing 

It is important that the Council’s preferred policy for securing 

affordable housing provision is informed by a robust and up-to-

date viability study. This should have regard to the findings of the 

SHMA and may set different affordable housing requirements for 

small sites in different localities within the District. For larger, sites 

the Council’s viability evidence base should be used to inform 

specific affordable housing requirements. This will be necessary 

where larger-scale development is required to deliver significant 

infrastructure, in the form of transport improvements, services 

and the provision of facilities such as new schools. 

The Council must ensure that any policy approach does not 

inadvertently constrain the deliverability of sustainable 

Support for both options and comments 

regarding need for robust viability study 

plus opportunity for developers to 

negotiate are noted.  
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development by impacting on viability. Developers must retain 

the ability to negotiate affordable housing provision in accordance 

with paragraph 62 of the NPPF. In view of this, a combination of 

Options A and B should be taken forward within the Local Plan 

Review. 

3505 

St Modwen 

Developments Ltd 

Affordable 

Housing 

Suggests that affordable housing evidence should reflect market 

housing evidence in terms of the types of household that might be 

accommodated.  Flexibility will need to be incorporated. 

Suggests that the move from viability testing at application stage 

to plan making stage is important, however, it is also important to 

address the diversity of sites that exist across the SWDP area and 

recognise that the viability of sites will be equally diverse. If 

affordable housing requirements are to be set based on 

categories then it will be essential for the precise basis of those 

calculations to be made explicit and a mechanism included to vary 

it where precise circumstances have changed.  If affordable 

housing targets are to be set for specific sites this should be done 

following full and open consultation with the site owner and 

professional representatives.      

Emphasis in NPPF on plan-making 

viability rather than at planning 

application stage, how it should be 

robust to cover various scenarios and 

other comments noted. 

3601 North Oak Homes 
Affordable 

Housing 

Should affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership 

products promoted in the NPPF? We agree that the SWDPR 

policies should a. Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. We are interested to know how the 

10% fixed equity product will fit into this definition, if at all. 

We also consider that all three authorities should publish how 

many losses to the existing affordable housing stock there has 

been since stock transfer took place. Unless this is known, it will 

Support for option a and other 

comments noted. 
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be difficult to properly assess the true net gain of affordable 

dwellings within South Worcestershire. Based on historic right to 

buy losses, have these trends been factored into future affordable 

provision? 

3631 Miller Homes Ltd 
Affordable 

Housing 

The latest evidence presented in support of the emerging Plan 

identifies and shortfall against total affordable housing need of 

around 391 affordable dwellings each year across South 

Worcestershire. The shortfall for Malvern specifically is 57 net 

affordable dwellings each year. 

In response to this finding, RPS would highlight that in translating 

the assessed local housing need calculated using the standard 

method, consideration should be given to applying an appropriate 

upward adjustment to provide every opportunity to deliver 

additional affordable housing. Lack of affordability within the local 

housing market is a pressing issue across South Worcestershire, 

and most acute in Malvern Hills. Based on the 2017 median 

housing price to workplace earnings ratio published by the ONS, 

Malvern Hills measures 10.63.  

Consequently, this is further justification for the identification of 

additional sites, not only to provide a range of housing to meet 

the needs of different household groups, but also to assist in 

tackling the affordability crisis across the Plan area. This would be 

a more appropriate solution compared to increasing the 

percentage threshold for affordable housing on site, due to the 

increased burden this is likely to place on individual sites and the 

resultant impact this might have on viability and deliverability of 

the emerging plan, that would need to be justified by evidence.  

Comments noted, will help to inform 

policy 
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3641 

BFP Developments 

LLP 

Affordable 

Housing 

Summix welcome a review of affordable housing needs the in 

South Worcestershire, in light of the NPPF’s revised definition of 

Affordable Housing, which has increased the definition of tenures 

considered as ‘Affordable Housing’ (Annex 2 of NPPF). 

The review of affordable housing need evidence should guide the 

mix of affordable housing. The South Worcestershire authorities 

should seek to maximise the delivery of affordable housing where 

available, in sustainable locations. 

The review of the SWDP provides the opportunity for the South 

Worcestershire authorities to capitalise on affordable housing 

schemes. This will provide the opportunity to not only provide a 

much need source of affordable housing, but also allocate these 

developments in sustainable locations adjacent existing 

settlements. Pershore Road, Evesham will enable South 

Worcestershire to deliver much needed affordable housing, with 

the site being promoted on the basis of being 100% affordable 

homes. 

Comments noted. 

3656 St Philips Ltd 
Affordable 

Housing 

It is important that the Council’s preferred policy for securing 

affordable housing provision is informed by a robust and up-to-

date viability study. This should have regard to the findings of the 

SHMA and may set different affordable housing requirements for 

small sites in different localities within the District. For larger, 

strategic sites of 150+ dwellings, the Council’s viability evidence 

base should be used to inform specific affordable housing 

requirements. 

This will be necessary where, as typically expected, larger-scale 

Support for both options a and b is 

noted 
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development is required to deliver significant infrastructure, in 

the form of transport improvements, services and the provision of 

facilities such as new schools. 

The Council must ensure that any policy approach does not 

inadvertently constrain the deliverability of sustainable 

development by impacting on viability. Developers must retain 

the ability to negotiate affordable housing provision in accordance 

with paragraph 62 of the NPPF. In view of this, a combination of 

Options A and B should be taken forward within the Local Plan 

Review. 

3682 Bovis Homes 
Affordable 

Housing 

Bovis Homes would support an evidence-based approach that 

seeks to meet local needs and provides sufficient flexibility to 

reflect any specific scheme and area characteristics. 

Comments noted. 

3745 

The Southall 

Trustees 

Affordable 

Housing 

Neither bullet point a or bullet point b identifies a proper balance 

between homes for purchase and homes for rent. The current 

80/20 tenure split of social rent and affordable rent seems out of 

alignment with other authorities. In addition, there seems to be 

no requirement for starter homes which is now a Government 

requirement in policy terms. 

Comments noted, will help to inform 

policy. 

3780 S Guy and Sons Ltd 
Affordable 

Housing 

Neither bullet point a. or bullet point b. identifies a proper 

balance between homes for purchase and homes for rent. The 

current 80/20 tenure split of social rent and affordable rent seems 

out of alignment with other authorities. In addition, there seems 

to be no requirement for started homes which is not a 

Government requirement in policy terms. 

Comments noted, will help to inform 

policy 

3861 Rooftop Housing Affordable The SWDPRs continued provision for affordable housing is Comments noted 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 564



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Group Housing supported. Affordable housing should be provided at a level and 

tenure in accordance with the most up to date SHMA and 

informed by the viability assessment of sites as part of overall 

affordable housing provision. Other influences, including guidance 

set by Homes England on the level and tenure of affordable 

housing provision should also be given due regard. 

3875 

Warwickshire 

College 

Affordable 

Housing 

Consider that a mix of affordable housing should be provided but 

having regard to the 10% ownership products policy set out in the 

Framework. This should be regarded a part of the overall housing 

mix for affordable housing provision. 

Comments noted, will help to inform 

the policy 

3941 Madresfield 
Affordable 

Housing 

We consider that a mix of affordable housing should be provided 

but having regard to the 10% affordable homes ownership policy 

set out in the Framework. This should be regarded as part of the 

overall housing mix for affordable homes provision. 

Comments noted. The 10% affordable 

home ownership will form part of the 

overall affordable homes provision for 

the site as per the NPPF. 

3962 ehB Reeves 
Affordable 

Housing 

We consider that, in line with Section 5 and Paragraph 31 of the 

revised NPPF that SWDP’s evidence base should underpin any 

policy requirement for affordable housing provision/type. This will 

ensure that schemes are viable, and that housing delivery will 

come forward. 

Comments noted 

4038 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Affordable 

Housing 

Should affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership 

products promoted in the NPPF? We agree that the SWDPR 

policies should a. Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. We are interested to know how the 

10% fixed equity product will fit into this definition, if at all. 

We also consider that all three authorities should publish how 

many losses to the existing affordable housing stock there has 

Support for option a and other 

comments noted. 
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been since stock transfer took place. Unless this is known, it will 

be difficult to properly assess the true net gain of affordable 

dwellings within South Worcestershire. Based on historic right to 

buy losses, have these trends been factored into future affordable 

provision? 

Housing should be provided at a level and tenure in accordance 

with the most up to date Strategic Housing Market Assessment 

and informed, where applicable, by viability assessments of sites 

as part of the overall affordable housing provision. 

Rooftop Housing Group are part of a West Midland Pilot Voluntary 

Right to Buy (VRTB) scheme, this requires a like for like 

replacement of affordable homes. The methodology for assessing 

affordable housing need and tenure in the SWDPR will need to 

ensure that VRTB replacement is not counted as new additional 

affordable housing in the SWDPR’s administrative boundary.  

4080 Newland Homes 
Affordable 

Housing 

Should affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership 

products promoted in the NPPF? We agree that the SWDPR 

policies should a. Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. We are interested to know how the 

10% fixed equity product will fit into this definition, if at all. 

We also consider that all three authorities should publish how 

many losses to the existing affordable housing stock there has 

been since stock transfer took place. Unless this is known, it will 

be difficult to properly assess the true net gain of affordable 

dwellings within South Worcestershire. Based on historic right to 

buy losses, have these trends been factored into future affordable 

Support for option a is noted 
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provision? 

4125 Piper Homes 
Affordable 

Housing 

Should affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership 

products promoted in the NPPF? We agree that the SWDPR 

policies should a. Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. We are interested to know how the 

10% fixed equity product will fit into this definition, if at all. 

We also consider that all three authorities should publish how 

many losses to the existing affordable housing stock there has 

been since stock transfer took place. Unless this is known, it will 

be difficult to properly assess the true net gain of affordable 

dwellings within South Worcestershire. Based on historic right to 

buy losses, have these trends been factored into future affordable 

provision? 

Support for option a and comments 

noted. 

4162 

Malvern Civic 

Society 

Affordable 

Housing 

There is a need to provide more social housing and housing truly 

affordable for purchase.   Mix social housing with market housing 

and avoid ghettos.   Provide open spaces for children to play on 

estate and areas for people to enjoy the outside. 

Support for both options noted 

4261 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 

Affordable 

Housing 

The SWDPR’s continued provision for affordable housing is 

supported. Affordable housing should be provided at a level and 

tenure in accordance with the most upto-date Strategic Housing 

Market Assessment and informed by the viability assessment of 

sites, as part of the overall affordable housing provision. 

Comments noted. 

4322 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Affordable 

Housing 

In the AONB and its Setting 

I prefer option b. Lack of affordable housing in my AONB area is a 

Support for option b is noted 
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key issue. 

The Cotswold brand puts a premium on house prices but the 

outstanding landscape makes the provision of affordable housing 

challenging. The shortage of truly affordable housing results in 

people who have grown up in the AONB having to move out of the 

AONB to find more affordable housing and those who work in the 

AONB not being able to live there.  The impact on social isolation 

a driver for local Councils and Care in the community is dramatic. 

Government’s measures to encourage affordable homes for 

purchase make a positive contribution to addressing this issue but 

there are still many people who could not afford to purchase a 

house, even at a discounted rate or on a shared ownership basis. 

Schemes that promote ‘affordable homes for purchase’ do not 

provide affordable housing in perpetuity as these homes can be 

sold at market rates after a limited period of time.   

There is an urgent need to provide homes for rent that are 

genuinely affordable, in perpetuity, for low-income households. 

The number of second homes in the AONB brand areas is 

particularly disturbing. Valuable land for housing is being used to 

provide housing for investment purposes. 

Absentee home owners disturb the balance of a community 

Investment homes push prices up by do not add to community 
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cohesion 

Outside the AONB 

The later, again the issue of second homes for investment should 

be studied and addressed. 

4417 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 

Affordable 

Housing 

The Plan will need to ensure that an adequate quantum of 

housing is planned for in overall terms and that the housing land 

supply is both flexible and responsive to ensure deliverability. It 

should also, in accordance with national policy, make provision for 

the delivery of affordable housing. It must, however, adopt a 

realistic approach to this that does not prevent the overall 

delivery of housing sites. 

In addition to providing affordable housing, large urban 

expansions will be required to provide a large amount of new 

infrastructure, schools, leisure facilities etc. all of which will affect 

the site’s viability and deliverability. The provision of more 

affordable housing for purchase, including shared ownership will 

contribute to the viability of the site and allow a larger amount of 

S106 obligations to be provided. 

We appreciate the requirement to meet identified housing need 

but there also needs to be a realistic approach adopted. Bloor 

Homes therefore support the need to prioritise affordable homes 

for purchase, including shared ownership (Option 10a). 

Support for option a is noted 

4476 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

Affordable 

Housing 

We are opposed to thresholds, because they distort the market. A 

10% target should go with a 10-house threshold, but the 
Comments noted 
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England appropriate one for a 25% target is 4 houses (25% x 4 = 1). A 

target of 10 encourages developers to bring forward schemes for 

9 houses (none affordable), not 11 (with perhaps 3 or 4 

affordable), because affordable houses are less profitable. We 

would comment that Bromsgrove has a target of 40% affordable 

(which has delivered 28%) and Wyre Forest has 35%. Bromsgrove 

adopted this target after Birmingham gave evidence at the 

Examination of the Longbridge Area Action Plan (a joint plan with 

Birmingham) that they were achieving 40%. This is only possible 

where the LPA allows a significant proportion (perhaps a third) to 

be of intermediate tenures and is willing to accept less (on 

viability grounds) on difficult sites, as where substantial 

remediation of a polluted site is necessary. Intermediate tenures 

are to be encouraged for those who can afford them. 

4520 St Philips Ltd 
Affordable 

Housing 

It is important that the Council’s preferred policy for securing 

affordable housing provision is informed by a robust and up-to-

date viability study. This should have regard to the findings of the 

SHMA and may set different affordable housing requirements for 

small sites in different localities within the District. For larger, 

strategic sites of 150+ dwellings, the Council’s viability evidence 

base should be used to inform specific affordable housing 

requirements. 

This will be necessary where, as typically expected, larger-scale 

development is required to deliver significant infrastructure, in 

the form of transport improvements, services and the provision of 

facilities such as new schools. 

The Council must ensure that any policy approach does not 

Support for both options a and b is 

noted 
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inadvertently constrain the deliverability of sustainable 

development by impacting on viability. Developers must retain 

the ability to negotiate affordable housing provision in accordance 

with paragraph 62 of the NPPF. In view of this, a combination of 

Options A and B should be taken forward within the Local Plan 

Review. 

49 Prosser 
Affordable 

Housing 

Affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership products 

promoted in the NPPF should prioritise affordable homes for rent. 
Support for option b is noted 

50 Prosser 
Affordable 

Housing 

Affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership products 

promoted in the NPPF should prioritise affordable homes for rent. 
Duplicate of 49 

97 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Affordable 

Housing 

Affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership products 

promoted in NPPF should prioritise affordable homes for rent. 
Support for option b is noted 

175 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Affordable 

Housing 

Affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership products 

promoted in the NPPF should prioritise affordable homes for 

purchase, including shared ownership. 

Support for option a is noted 

328 

Barbourne Road 

Group 

Affordable 

Housing 

Beyond the 10% affordable home ownership products promoted 

in the NPPF, the SWDPR should not prescribe the product type for 

affordable housing provision. The suitability of rental or home 

ownership properties will vary from site to site depending on 

location, accessibility to jobs, transport and other factors. The 

SWDPR could include a 10% threshold for rental product on larger 

sites, with typology of the remainder to be agreed at pre-

application stage. 

Comments noted, will help inform the 

policy. 

342 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Affordable 

Housing 
Option A Support for option a is noted 
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Owenson 

366 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Affordable 

Housing 

Yes , more than 10% affordable homes should be promoted. 

Priority should be for Option "a" as this is what people want but I 

think that both options should be promoted. 

Support for both a and b is noted 

1461 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Affordable 

Housing 
b Support for option b is noted 

660 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Affordable 

Housing 
A Support for option a is noted 

486 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Affordable 

Housing 
(b), rent is required. Support for option b is noted 

783 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Affordable 

Housing 

Option 10 a - I would like to see affordable housing being 

provided near to where it is required. ie next to Royal Worcester 

hospital, and other public service providers where it maybe 

difficult to employ people due to the high cost of housing and / or 

transport. It would also mean that they could walk to work 

(especially as the staff car parks are big & usually full). The 

hospital also has existing bus routes.  

We need to enable people to want to come and work in 

Worcester in support of these important public service rolls, and 

this may help to encourage people and also be able to afford to 

live in the city.  

Comments noted. Affordable housing is 

sought on all housing sites above the 

thresholds set in the NPPF and local 

plan. 

2428 Mr Affordable A Support for option a is noted 
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Dean 

Clarke 

Housing 

1631 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Affordable 

Housing 
Blank Response Blank Response 

1028 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Affordable 

Housing 

The SWDPR should prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. 
Support for option a is noted 

915 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Affordable 

Housing 
Blank entry Blank entry 

1107 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Affordable 

Housing 

Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, including shared 

ownership  
Support for option a is noted. 

1260 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Affordable 

Housing 

Please prioritise affordable houses for rent. Many people cannot 

afford the deposit to buy a house. 
Support for option b is noted 

1422 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Affordable 

Housing 

Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, including shared 

ownership. 
Support for option a is noted 

1552 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Affordable 

Housing 
Blank Response. Blank resposne 

3550 

Mr 

David 

Affordable 

Housing 

Under paragraph 9.10, I unfortunately disagree with the 

government in that sites of 10 dwellings or fewer cannot have an 

The SWDPR has to be in conformity 

with the NPPF and cannot lower the 
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Harrison affordable percentage. I believe our policy SWDP 15 should 

remain as stated (i.e. more than five houses) with a caveat that 

this has been changed "at present" by the government ministerial 

statement and hoping that the government will reinstate our 

original recommendation. 

Option 10 paragraph B – I believe that we should be prioritising 

"affordable homes for rent" and not for shared ownership. 

thresholds for affordable housing below 

those given in the NPPF. 

Support for option b is noted. 

1940 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Affordable 

Housing 
Option b Support for option b is noted 

2493 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Affordable 

Housing 
Support "a" particularly Shared Ownership. Support for option a is noted 

1925 Kler Group Ltd 
Affordable 

Housing 

It is pleasing to see that the SWDPR includes the NPPF2 10% home 

ownership product requirements. Beyond the 10% requirement, 

there should be a broad mix of tenures and types. It is 

inappropriate at this stage to be restrictive as to what those might 

be, given that the plan period is to extend to 2041 and housing 

need could change dramatically in that period. Better, we 

consider, that the policy be referred to the most up to date 

evidence in respect of housing need so as to meet those needs 

head-on. 

Comments noted, will help to inform 

the policy 

2081 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Affordable 

Housing 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to the 

above question but do nevertheless reserve the right to comment 

further on this in so far as it may affect our client’s land interests. 

Noted. 

2085 Ms Affordable I would like the councils to publicly press the government to allow The Government has relaxed the rules 
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Anna 

Frankel 

Housing the county council and district councils to be able to use reserve 

funds and/or borrow money in order to build housing for rent.   I 

want a range of different styles, including supported schemes for 

mentally ill, ex offenders and other groups.     

I would also like the councils to exercise such powers as they do 

have to purchase property and to use this to rent to residents at a 

sensible price. 

regarding borrowing by councils for 

house building - e.g. The Limits on 

Indebtness (Revocation) Determination 

2018.   

2326 

Jan 

Russell 

Affordable 

Housing 

Either a or b dependent on the recommendations of your 

Strategic Housing Market Assessment. 

Support for either option a or b 

dependent upon the SHMA is noted. 

2569 

Land Partnerships 

Developments Ltd 

Affordable 

Housing 

We consider that a mix of affordable housing should be provided. 

The 10% ownership products policy set out in the Framework 

should be regarded as part of the overall housing mix for 

affordable homes provision. 

10% affordable ownership homes will 

form part of overall affordable homes 

requirement for sites. 

2965 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Affordable 

Housing 

All three options are important (rent, purchase and shared 

ownership). 

Support for all affordable tenures is 

noted 

3428 Johnson Brothers 
Affordable 

Housing 

The SWDPR’s continued provision for affordable housing is 

supported. Affordable housing should be provided at a level and 

tenure in accordance with the most up to- date Strategic Housing 

Market Assessment and informed by the viability assessment of 

sites, as part of the overall affordable housing provision. 

Comments noted 

3764 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Affordable 

Housing 

Should affordable housing beyond the 10% home ownership 

products promoted in the NPPF? We agree that the SWDPR 

policies should a. Prioritise affordable homes for purchase, 

including shared ownership. We are interested to know how the 

Support for option a and comments 

noted. 
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10% fixed equity product will fit into this definition, if at all. 

We also consider that all three authorities should publish how 

many losses to the existing affordable housing stock there has 

been since stock transfer took place. Unless this is known, it will 

be difficult to properly assess the true net gain of affordable 

dwellings within South Worcestershire. Based on historic right to 

buy losses, have these trends been factored into future affordable 

provision? 

3778 

Pak Mecca Meats 

Ltd 

Affordable 

Housing 

It is noted that the Housing Need in South Worcestershire Report 

(October 2018) indicates a shortfall of around 391 affordable 

dwellings each year across South Worcestershire. Our client 

agrees that the plan should make sufficient provision for 

affordable housing throughout the plan period. As such, the 

proposals at ‘Land at Hadzor’ will focus on the delivery of starter 

homes. Annex 2 ‘Glossary’ of the NPPF includes starter homes 

within the definition of affordable housing. 

Support for starter homes noted. 

4221 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Affordable 

Housing 

The SWDPR’s continued provision for affordable housing is 

supported. Affordable housing should be provided at a level and 

tenure in accordance with the most up-to-date Strategic Housing 

Market Assessment and informed by the viability assessment of 

sites, as part of the overall affordable housing provision. 

Comments noted, will help to inform 

the policy 

713 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Many older people would prefer to move to a bungalow in a 

mixed development rather than being accommodated in a 

retirement apartment. Developers should be encouraged to build 

more bungalows. 

Comments noted. 

587 West Midlands Providing Housing The Councils should fully understand the scale of need for older Support for options a and b is noted. 
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HARP Planning 

Consortium 

for Older 

Residents 

persons’ accommodation through detailed analysis of the ageing 

demographic in the new SHMA. It is vital that the Councils ensure 

the evidence considers the range of housing models which may be 

required, as guided by the PPG which is currently being updated 

to reflect the revised NPPF. 

With regards to options 11a and 11b, we would support the 

Review in allocating sites specifically for accommodation for older 

people and encouraging strategic sites to deliver older persons’ 

housing. 

Option 11c is not supported as many older persons’ housing 

developments such as care communities bring benefits not only 

for their residents but also often for the wider community in 

delivering services and facilities which can be accessed by non-

residents. 

786 

Lower Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

a, b &c) Many persons over the age of 65 remain active and look 

after themselves into their 80’s. In order to encourage them to 

downsize from larger family homes, bungalows or ground floor 

apartments with direct access to public transport, shopping and 

health facilities are required. In general, such persons are not 

attracted by large developments which take years to establish. 

There is a clear need for small dedicated developments of open 

market housing of the type described. Almost by definition this 

has to be in an existing urban area. This result’s, in a typical ‘catch 

22’ situation over land availability. 

Comments and support for all options 

noted. 

2601 Historic England 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Protection and enhancement of heritage assets and local 

distinctiveness; 
Comments noted 
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3070 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

C Support for option c noted. 

2520 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

With the demographic shift to an older population forecast for 

South Worcestershire, providing suitable accommodation for the 

elderly is a significant issue. As well as identifying sites (Option (a)) 

and requiring strategic sites to deliver accommodation for older 

residents (Option (b)) all new homes should be designed to ensure 

they are able to and be flexible enough to meet the needs of 

occupiers over their lifetime (i.e. Lifetime Homes). In addition, this 

type of accommodation needs to be located near to services and 

amenities that this population will need. 

Comments regarding Lifetime Homes 

and support for options a and b noted. 

2223 

Eastham Parish 

Council 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Given the performance of Worcestershire Acute Hospitals Trust 

now, how can they be expected to meet the needs of an 

increasing population. 

Sustainability plans from health, social care and education must 

be published alongside any housing development proposals to 

ensure all services can meet the needs of all residents in the 

future. 

It is noted the population is an ageing one so new homes suitable 

for the elderly need to be built, if this was done it could free up 

housing for families. Perhaps housing complexes for the elderly 

should be built to enable them to stay near family but in a smaller 

property. Loneliness can be helped by having family near leading 

to better long term health as you get older. 

Comments noted regarding need for 

extra health, social care and education 

infrastructure to meet needs of an 

increasing population. 
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To access Worcester Royal from this area the journey means 

crossing the River Severn at Holt Fleet or Worcester city centre. At 

peak times a bottle neck forms both ways on these bridges now, 

new housing will increase this problem unless a solution is found 

before building takes place. 

It appears the norm is to build first then look at infrastructure and 

services after. Please look at the whole picture from the start to 

ensure the problems that already exist in our side of the County 

are not made worse by increased housing. Yes we do need more 

houses but we also need other things to go with them. 

2274 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Depending on responses this option links directly to Option 9. 

i) Each of Options 11a), b) c) has merit. 

Support for all 3 options is noted 

2358 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We would support b. and not allow developments which are 

specifically aimed at older people to be given permission in less 

accessible locations which is what we understand c. to mean. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted. 

963 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

a. Yes, only on small sites with good access to services and 

transport. 

b. This criterion should include specific reference to the provision 

of bungalows and ground-floor apartments. 

c.  Yes 

Comments noted 

1179 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

a, b and c all valid. Support for all option noted. 

1836 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

With the demographic shift to an older population forecast for 

Malvern, providing suitable accommodation for the elderly is a 

Comments and support for option a and 

b noted, but it is unviable to require all 
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Residents significant issue. As well as identifying sites (Option (a)) and 

requiring strategic sites to deliver accommodation for older 

residents (Option (b)) all new homes should be designed to ensure 

they are able to and be flexible enough to meet the needs of 

occupiers over their lifetime (i.e. Lifetime Homes). In addition, this 

type of accommodation needs to be located near to services and 

amenities that this population will need. 

new homes to be built to Lifetime 

Home Standards  

1295 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

It is recognised that older people need different types of housing 

of a range of types and tenures. Certain sites may be specifically 

suited to accommodation for older residents. However, it is noted 

that residential care homes now count towards the overall 

housing target and therefore it is considered that the provision of 

accommodation for older residents on all sites should be informed 

by the latest evidence base, such as an up-to-date Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment (SHMA), and assessed on the merits 

of the site’s location at the time that a planning application is 

made. 

Comments noted 

1349 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

It would be appropriate to allocate sites, especially within or on 

the edge of the urban, for homes for the elderly (Option (a)). It 

would also be appropriate for larger/strategic sites (if any are 

proposed) to have provision for accommodation for the elderly 

(Option (b)).  They could be Class C2 use.  It should also be kept in 

mind that society is changing.  If an elderly person lives in a care 

home of retirement village environment then access to public 

transport or facilities/services is not an important issue (Option 

(c)).  Instead, it is the location and environment which is 

important.  

Support for options a and b, and 

opposition to option c noted. 

1394 Abberley Parish Providing Housing Abberley Parish Council note that option c discriminates against Objection to option c noted. 
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Council for Older 

Residents 

older residents who would prefer to remain in the rural 

communities that they have lived in for long periods. 

4361 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Public Health preferred options are b and c, although the 

definition in option c) of "limited services and facilities" would be 

important so older people still have the option to live in their 

communities. In the light of future technology the amount of 

restriction should be considered but The Public Health Directorate 

agree that where there is limited or no public transport or 

services, a restriction is appropriate. 

Comments and support for option b 

and c are noted. 

4429 

Evesham Town 

Council 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

No changes are needed to existing policies. 
Support for current SWDP policy 

wording is noted. 

4196 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

The 2018 NPPF sets out that housing needs for different groups 

should be assessed to justify any policies on the size, type and 

tenure of housing including a need for affordable housing (paras 

61 & 62). These housing policies should be underpinned by 

relevant and up to date evidence which supports and justifies the 

policies concerned (para 31). In its evidence the Councils should 

recognise that market signals are important in determining the 

mix of housing needed. All households should have access to 

different types of dwellings to meet their housing needs. When 

planning for an acceptable mix of dwellings types to meet 

people’s housing needs the focus should ensure that appropriate 

sites are allocated to meet the needs of specifically identified 

groups of households such as families, older people and self / 

custom build therefore Option 11a is supported. The SWDPR 

should ensure that suitable sites are available for a wide range of 

types of development across a wide choice of appropriate 

Support for option a and comments 

regarding importance of appropriate 

accessible locations for option b are 

noted. 
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locations rather than setting a specific housing mix on individual 

sites as proposed under Option 11b. If the Councils pursue Option 

11b then the requirement to deliver more accommodation for 

older residents on strategic sites should only be applied in 

appropriate locations where there is satisfactory access to public 

transport, services and facilities. 

1746 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

a Support for option a is noted 

2150 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the SWDPR should a. Allocate certain sites 

specifically for accommodation for the older people, and b. 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home and c. 

Restrict accommodation for older residents in locations which are 

less accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

facilities. 

Homes for older people do not necessarily mean bungalows and 

apartments. The SWDPR should also consider how other 

mechanisms, such as the Building Regulations can set standards 

for accessibility in these sorts of homes. C2 accommodation 

standards are already in place, however. There is also the 

opportunity to better blend C2 and C3 types of accommodation as 

well as creating opportunities for ‘self-contained’ accommodation 

on the ground floor of two storey homes – i.e. allowing a ground 

floor study to become a bedroom to accommodate a less mobile 

member of the household.  

Comments and support for all 3 options 

noted 

2123 Greenlight Providing Housing Support both options a and b, but if allocating sites to provide Comments and support for options a 
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Developments Ltd for Older 

Residents 

accommodation for older people, the SWDPR should recognise 

that allocating sites solely for this purpose might not represent 

the most sustainable or viable option. Therefore suggest that 

requiring allocations to include accommodation for older people 

would represent a sustainable development strategy given the 

objective in the NPPF to create mixed and balanced communities 

(Paragraphs 61 and 62). 

and b but with preference for option b 

is noted. 

2207 IM Land 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Housing of different types, tenures and sizes is needed for 

different groups in the community. This should be provided for 

within planning policies and, therefore, allocations (Paragraph 61). 

As such, we consider SWDP should ensure they evidence the 

requirement for older people and provide for this need within the 

Development Plan in a sustainable manner. 

With regards to the options proposed, we consider that a mix of 

all three options would be prudent, with Option A (in sustainable 

locations) providing for the majority of the identified need. SWDP 

should work with stakeholders to identify suitable locations. We 

consider that the Site would be a suitable location to provide 

housing for older residents, given its sustainable transport links 

and access to services and facilities within Wychbold. As such, we 

consider SWDP should allocate the Site as a mixed-use scheme 

with an element of housing for older people; this would provide 

for the need identified within the Issues and Options consultation 

document. 

Comments noted 

2658 Broadway Trust 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Adopt “c”. Support for option c is noted 
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2788 Taylor Wimpey 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

RPS supports Option 11a which would see the SWDPR identify 

specific sites for the provision of housing for older residents. 

Housing policies, supported by relevant and up-to-date evidence, 

can encourage a mix of housing types and developers may wish to 

include housing for older people within development proposals on 

suitable sites where there is an identified demand. However, an 

overly prescriptive policy that requires strategic sites to provide a 

defined amount of housing for older people is unlikely to be 

appropriate given the time-period of the plan (up to 2041) and the 

likelihood of the specific level of requirement captured in the 

policy becoming out of date. 

In addition, the provision and, more importantly, the ongoing 

management of retirement apartments and care homes is not a 

service that is typically offered by most housebuilders. Care 

homes are often categorised as a C2 use, rather than a C3 use and 

as such if the evidence for the SWDPR identifies a need for such 

accommodation then this should be added to the overall level of 

housing need required over the plan period. 

Comments, support for option a and 

concerns regarding option c are noted 

2822 Jessup Ltd 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the SWDPR should a. Allocate certain sites 

specifically for accommodation for the older people, and b. 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home and c. 

Restrict accommodation for older residents in locations which are 

less accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

facilities. 

Homes for older people do not necessarily mean bungalows and 

apartments. The SWDPR should also consider how other 

Support for all 3 options noted 
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mechanisms, such as the Building Regulations can set standards 

for accessibility in these sorts of homes. C2 accommodation 

standards are already in place, however. There is also the 

opportunity to better blend C2 and C3 types of accommodation as 

well as creating opportunities for 'self-contained' accommodation 

on the ground floor of two storey homes - i.e. allowing a ground 

floor study to become a bedroom to accommodate a less mobile 

member of the household. 

2855 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the SWDPR should a. Allocate certain sites 

specifically for accommodation for the older people, and b. 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home and c. 

Restrict accommodation for older residents in locations which are 

less accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

facilities. 

Homes for older people do not necessarily mean bungalows and 

apartments. The SWDPR should also consider how other 

mechanisms, such as the Building Regulations can set standards 

for accessibility in these sorts of homes. C2 accommodation 

standards are already in place, however. There is also the 

opportunity to better blend C2 and C3 types of accommodation as 

well as creating opportunities for ‘self-contained accommodation 

on the ground floor of two storey homes - i.e. allowing a ground 

floor study to become a bedroom to accommodate a less mobile 

member of the household. 

Comments and support for all 3 options 

noted 

3360 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

It is recognised that older people need different types of housing 

of a range of types and tenures. Certain sites may be specifically 

suited to accommodation for older residents. However, it is noted 

Comments on assessment of planning 

applications regarding evidence from 

SHMA and merits of site's location are 
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that residential care homes now count towards the overall 

housing target and therefore it is considered that the provision of 

accommodation for older residents on all sites should be informed 

by the latest evidence base, such as an up-to-date Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment (SHMA), and assessed on the merits 

of the site’s location at the time that a planning application is 

made. 

noted. 

3830 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the SWDPR should a. Allocate certain sites 

specifically for accommodation for the older people, and b. 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home and c. 

Restrict accommodation for older residents in locations which are 

less accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

facilities. 

Homes for older people do not necessarily mean bungalows and 

apartments. The SWDPR should also consider how other 

mechanisms, such as the Building Regulations can set standards 

for accessibility in these sorts of homes. C2 accommodation 

standards are already in place, however. There is also the 

opportunity to better blend C2 and C3 types of accommodation as 

well as creating opportunities for ‘self-contained’ accommodation 

on the ground floor of two storey homes – i.e. allowing a ground 

floor study to become a bedroom to accommodate a less mobile 

member of the household.  

Comments and support for all 3 option 

noted. 

3241 

Gleeson Strategic 

Land Limited 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Wychavon has a higher than average proportion of elderly 

residents and catering for elderly is emerging both through the 

market and through local authority provision. The appropriate 

policy is likely to be a combination of choices a, and b, although 

Comments and support for option a and 

b noted. 
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the allocation of a site for older people should be done in 

consultation with the landowner and/or agent to avoid the risk of 

sites not being delivered. 

3286 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the provision of sites for older housing provision 

should be left to market forces. Different providers will have 

different locational requirements depending upon the nature of 

the accommodation to be provided.  We consider that it may be 

appropriate to examine further the ability of strategic sites to 

accommodate retirement apartments or care home having regard 

to the market forces. 

Comments regarding market forces 

noted, but consider that there should 

be a policy to encourage provision in 

suitable locations. 

4157 

Richborough 

Estates 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the SWDPR should a. Allocate certain sites 

specifically for accommodation for the older people, and b. 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home and c. 

Restrict accommodation for older residents in locations which are 

less accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

facilities. 

Homes for older people do not necessarily mean bungalows and 

apartments. The SWDPR should also consider how other 

mechanisms, such as the Building Regulations can set standards 

for accessibility in these sorts of homes. C2 accommodation 

standards are already in place, however. There is also the 

opportunity to better blend C2 and C3 types of accommodation as 

well as creating opportunities for ‘self-contained’ accommodation 

on the ground floor of two storey homes – i.e. allowing a ground 

floor study to become a bedroom to accommodate a less mobile 

member of the household. 

Comments and support for all 3 options 

noted. 
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3504 

St Modwen 

Developments Ltd 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

The Issues and Options Consultation correctly points to the 

important and growing need in this sector. The SWDP Review 

should support the market to deliver accommodation to meet 

needs within this sector.  Those needs are complex, fluid, and 

multi-layered.  Policy should support the provision of housing for 

older residents as part of the mix on housing sites generally where 

applicants have identified a requirement and provide evidence of 

the type of need their scheme is intended to serve.  Given the 

complexity of this market an overly specific or prescriptive policy 

is unlikely to be appropriate. 

Comments regarding need for this type 

of accommodation but for policy not to 

be overly prescriptive are noted 

3599 North Oak Homes 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the SWDPR should a. Allocate certain sites 

specifically for accommodation for the older people, and b. 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home and c. 

Restrict accommodation for older residents in locations which are 

less accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

facilities. 

Homes for older people do not necessarily mean bungalows and 

apartments. The SWDPR should also consider how other 

mechanisms, such as the Building Regulations can set standards 

for accessibility in these sorts of homes. C2 accommodation 

standards are already in place, however. There is also the 

opportunity to better blend C2 and C3 types of accommodation as 

well as creating opportunities for ‘self-contained’ accommodation 

on the ground floor of two storey homes – i.e. allowing a ground 

floor study to become a bedroom to accommodate a less mobile 

member of the household.  

Comments and support for all 3 option 

noted. 

3683 Bovis Homes Providing Housing Bovis Homes recognise the importance of planning for an ageing Objection to option b and conditional 
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for Older 

Residents 

population. They agree that accommodation for older people has 

distinct locational requirements as outlined in Option C, although 

the emphasis should be less about restriction and more about 

identifying suitable sites. 

In addition to locational requirements accommodation for older 

people also has distinct design and operational requirements that 

are best met by developers that specialise in the sector. On this 

basis Bovis Homers not support an approach that places a 

percentage requirement for older persons accommodation across 

all strategic sites as outlined in Option B. They would support the 

allocation of certain sites specifically for accommodation for older 

people provided that they meet location requirements and are 

being promoted by a specialist developer. 

support for options a and c. 

3723 

Gladman 

Developments 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Suggests that provision of accommodation for the elderly is 

important and the Plan needs to address this.  Outlines specialist 

housing with care and what that entails.  Suggests that the SWDP 

review should include a specific policy on the provision of 

specialist accommodation for older people and provides an 

example policy.  

In relation to the options presented in the consultation document, 

Gladman reiterate the need for a positive policy approach which 

both allocates specific sites and also provides flexibility for 

additional sites to be brought forward. 

Comments proposing a specific policy 

for specialist accommodation for older 

people is noted.   

3746 

The Southall 

Trustees 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We would favour bullet point b. Support for option b noted 
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3782 S Guy and Sons Ltd 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We would favour bullet point b. Support for option b noted 

3876 

Warwickshire 

College 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Consider that the provision of sites for older housing provision 

should be left to market forces, and would urge the SWDPR to 

refrain from imposing targets or requirements on allocated sites 

to include an element of homes to meet the needs of older 

people. 

Comments noted 

3942 Madresfield 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the provision of sites for older persons housing 

provision should generally be left to market forces. Different 

providers will have different locational requirements depending 

upon the nature of the accommodation to be provided.  We 

consider that it may be appropriate to examine further the ability 

of strategic sites to accommodate retirement apartments or care 

home having regard to the market forces. 

Comments regarding leaving to market 

forces is noted. 

4039 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the SWDPR should a. Allocate certain sites 

specifically for accommodation for the older people, and b. 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home and c. 

Restrict accommodation for older residents in locations which are 

less accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

facilities. 

Homes for older people do not necessarily mean bungalows and 

apartments. The SWDPR should also consider how other 

mechanisms, such as the Building Regulations can set standards 

for accessibility in these sorts of homes. C2 accommodation 

standards are already in place, however. There is also the 

Comments and support for all 3 options 

noted 
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opportunity to better blend C2 and C3 types of accommodation as 

well as creating opportunities for ‘self-contained’ accommodation 

on the ground floor of two storey homes – i.e. allowing a ground 

floor study to become a bedroom to accommodate a less mobile 

member of the household.  

4081 Newland Homes 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the SWDPR should a. Allocate certain sites 

specifically for accommodation for the older people, and b. 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home and c. 

Restrict accommodation for older residents in locations which are 

less accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

facilities. 

Homes for older people do not necessarily mean bungalows and 

apartments. The SWDPR should also consider how other 

mechanisms, such as the Building Regulations can set standards 

for accessibility in these sorts of homes. C2 accommodation 

standards are already in place, however. There is also the 

opportunity to better blend C2 and C3 types of accommodation as 

well as creating opportunities for ‘self-contained’ accommodation 

on the ground floor of two storey homes – i.e. allowing a ground 

floor study to become a bedroom to accommodate a less mobile 

member of the household.  

Comments and support for all 3 options 

is noted. 

4129 Piper Homes 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the SWDPR should a. Allocate certain sites 

specifically for accommodation for the older people, and b. 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home and c. 

Restrict accommodation for older residents in locations which are 

less accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

Comments and support for all 3 options 

noted. 
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facilities. 

Homes for older people do not necessarily mean bungalows and 

apartments. The SWDPR should also consider how other 

mechanisms, such as the Building Regulations can set standards 

for accessibility in these sorts of homes. C2 accommodation 

standards are already in place, however. There is also the 

opportunity to better blend C2 and C3 types of accommodation as 

well as creating opportunities for ‘self-contained’ accommodation 

on the ground floor of two storey homes – i.e. allowing a ground 

floor study to become a bedroom to accommodate a less mobile 

member of the household.  

4263 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

It is recognised that older people need different types of housing 

of a range of types and tenures. Certain sites may be specifically 

suited to accommodation for older residents. However, it is noted 

that residential care homes now count towards the overall 

housing target and therefore it is considered that the provision of 

accommodation for older residents on all sites should be informed 

by the latest evidence base, such as an up-to-date Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment (SHMA), and assessed on the merits 

of the site’s location at the time that a planning application is 

made. 

Comments noted regarding DM 

applications being informed by latest 

SHMA and assessment of merits of the 

site's location. 

4344 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

a. Allocate certain sites specifically for accommodation for the 

older people. No disables and creates a “getto” 

b. Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for 

older residents such as retirement apartments or a care home. – 

Support for option b and c and 

objection to option a noted. 
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Yes there is need – extra care housing! 

c. Restrict accommodation for older residents (+55) in locations 

which are less accessible by public transport and have limited 

services and facilities. Definitely - include market housing, Do not 

put housing where no sustainable facilities but understand the 

“not obvious” facilities in a small village. 

4421 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

It is important to cater for all within the planning domain and that 

needs are met for all including the population increases for the 

elderly. However, in order to best meet the need for 

accommodation for older people, Bloor Homes believe there 

should be a policy that allocates certain sites specifically for 

accommodation for the older people (Option 11a). 

With regard to Option 11b, in certain circumstances depending on 

need / demand and locational characteristics Bloor Homes are 

able to provide specialist accommodation for the elderly on 

strategic sites. Bloor Homes have provided this elsewhere such as 

schemes at Bretch Hill, Banbury; Holmer, Hereford; and a scheme 

is also proposed for Lower Bullingham, Hereford. 

support for options a and b noted 

4477 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We would prefer a mixture of alternatives a and b. 11c also 

applies, as older people may well have stopped driving and need 

to be close to services or public transport leading to them, but it 

may be better to encourage homes suitable for the elderly in the 

best locations, rather than restrict it in the worst.  Care also needs 

to be taken to avoid perverse incentives where developers 

provide nothing for the elderly, because they are developing in a 

Comments and conditional support for 

all 3 options noted. 
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less connected location. 

Nevertheless, not all older people want to live in care homes or 

sheltered flats; bungalows are also popular. This issue partly 

needs to be addressed though the housing mix, by including 

dwellings which are suitable or easily adaptable for elderly (or 

disabled) people.  This is partly a matter of design, for example 

building houses in a way that is suitable to have a stair lift 

installed and with doorways widen enough for wheelchairs. 

There will be cases where a site is particularly suitable for a Care 

Home, Nursing Home, or a sheltered housing scheme and it 

should be allocated for this, but in other cases they can be taken 

from general allocations of housing land. 

51 Prosser 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

The SWDPR should require strategic sites to deliver more 

accommodation for older residents such as retirement 

apartments or a care home. 

Support for option b is noted. 

98 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

The SWDPR should allocate certain sites specifically for 

accommodation for the older people, require strategic sites to 

deliver more accommodation for older residents such as 

retirement apartments or a care home, and restrict 

accommodation for older residents in locations which are less 

accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

facilities. 

Support for all 3 options is noted. 

137 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

There needs to be a demographically-based study of the impact of 

an ageing population on housing need. When people get to that 

age they apparently want to move into a suitable complex in a 

local town. Is there a need for specific planning for 

Comments and suggestions noted. 
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accommodation for this demographic? The 'market' alone will 

probably not provide the in-town sites. This 'clustering' of the 

elderly could also have a positive impact on the cost to Local 

Authorities of the statutory provision of care to these people. 

176 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

The SWDPR should require strategic sites to deliver more 

accommodation for older residents such as retirement 

apartments or a care home, and should restrict accommodation 

for older residents in locations which are less accessible by public 

transport and have limited services and facilities. Having said that, 

I don't think older people should be herded into dedicated 

retirement villages, simply because they're old. But many would 

prefer single-storey dwellings with flat outside spaces and nearby 

transport, services and facilities. Many younger people would like 

to live in this kind of area too. Can't we prescribe that a greater 

proportion (and ideally all) new development should include 

access to transport, services and facilities, and offer a mix of 

housing types so that young and old can live alongside each 

other? This would help towards the inclusive communities 

element of the vision. 

Comments and suggestions noted. 

367 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Option "c" is the only option applicable for freedom of choice. 

Older people these days come in all variations of ability and 

capability so it would be contrary to the Age Discrimination Act to 

allocate where they can live. Healthy communities must provide 

for all ages. 

Support for option c is noted. 

368 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Option "c" is the only option applicable for freedom of choice. 

Older people these days come in all variations of ability and 

Duplication of rep 367. 
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capability so it would be contrary to the Age Discrimination Act to 

allocate where they can live. Healthy communities must provide 

for all ages. 

1462 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

b and c Support for options b and c noted. 

418 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Option c. Support for option c is noted 

661 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

B Support for option b is noted 

487 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Combination of (a) and (c). Support for options a and c is noted 

790 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Option 11a -I am sure most older people would prefer to continue 

to live in their own homes rather than in a private "care home", 

which can be very expensive, but it will depend upon peoples own 

needs, medical conditions and available funds. Whilst there 

maybe some benefits of older people living in a "community" 

there are also downsides. 

Option 11b - There is a VERY important and GROWING 

requirement to have available care homes or retirement homes 

WITHIN Worcester city. We have personal experience of this. Its 

important that the older residents are able to maintain contact 

with their family and friends, and if they need to go into a home, 

there MUST be good transport links, so people will find it easy to 

Comments and strong support for 

option c noted. 
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visit them regularly, and not find it too difficult, and not offered 

placed the other end of the county. (as we were). 

Option 11c - See 11b above.. STRONGLY AGREE - If they are still 

mobile, they will need to be able to use public transport to keep 

themselves active and able to visit shops which is important for 

their well being and mental health. Most are unlikely to be able to 

drive a car or will be so concerned, that they will not drive far. 

596 

Miss 

Rebecca 

Coote 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Blank response Blank response 

2429 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

A and B Support for options a and b noted 

1632 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Blank Response Blank response 

1029 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

The SWDPR should require strategic sites to deliver more 

accommodation for older residents such as retirement 

apartments or a care home. 

Support for option b noted 

916 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Blank entry Blank entry 

1108 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home. 
Support for option b noted 
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1436 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Option b. "Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation 

for older residents such as retirement apartments or a care 

home." sounds like a sensible approach. 

Support for option b noted 

1423 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

The SWDPR should require strategic sites to deliver more 

accommodation for older residents such as retirement 

apartments or a care home. 

Support for option b is noted. 

3552 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Section A – I do not agree that certain site should specifically be 

for accommodation for older people but if we were to insist of a 

higher percentage of bungalows and flats then this would 

overcome this problem. I know a lot of people in my area who 

would love to downsize from a three bedroomed house to a one 

or two bedroom bungalow/flat but unfortunately their availability 

is very limited. 

3 or more story flats should be in largish blocks which would 

enable 2 lifts to be incorporated (one at each end), so if one lift 

broke down then the other will continue in use. 

Comments and objection to option a 

noted. 

1942 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Option b but also consider delivering properties specifically 

designed for older people integrated into developments. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted. 

1710 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Option 11b is strongly supported to ensure our older residents are 

integrated into our communities. This should include provision of 

bungalows not just apartments as these are highly sought after by 

elderly residents. 

Support for option b noted 

2082 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Whilst the provision of housing for older residents is generally 

supported, it would be considered inappropriate to require 

strategic sites to deliver accommodation as part of their overall 

Support for option a and objection to 

option b noted 
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mix. Housing for older residents typically has different 

requirement to traditional market and affordable accommodation 

and may not be appropriate for strategic sites. As such, it is 

considered that Option 11a would be the most appropriate for 

inclusion within the SWDPR. 

2327 

Jan 

Russell 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

Encourage all developments above a threshold to include a 

proportion specifically suited to the needs of older residents eg 

Lifetime Homes. 

Suggestion noted. 

2966 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

b) is the way forward for sustainable and strongly integrated 

communities. 
Support for option b is noted. 

3429 Johnson Brothers 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

It is recognised that older people need different types of housing 

of a range of types and tenures. Certain sites may be specifically 

suited to accommodation for older residents. However, it is noted 

that residential care homes now count towards the overall 

housing target and therefore it is considered that the provision of 

accommodation for older residents on all sites should be informed 

by the latest evidence base, such as an up-to-date Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment (SHMA), and assessed on the merits 

of the site’s location at the time that a planning application is 

made. 

Comments on assessment of planning 

applications regarding evidence from 

SHMA and merits of site's location are 

noted. 

3765 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

We consider that the SWDPR should a. Allocate certain sites 

specifically for accommodation for the older people, and b. 

Require strategic sites to deliver more accommodation for older 

residents such as retirement apartments or a care home and c. 

Restrict accommodation for older residents in locations which are 

less accessible by public transport and have limited services and 

Comments and support for all 3 options 

noted 
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facilities. 

Homes for older people do not necessarily mean bungalows and 

apartments. The SWDPR should also consider how other 

mechanisms, such as the Building Regulations can set standards 

for accessibility in these sorts of homes. C2 accommodation 

standards are already in place, however. There is also the 

opportunity to better blend C2 and C3 types of accommodation as 

well as creating opportunities for ‘self-contained’ accommodation 

on the ground floor of two storey homes – i.e. allowing a ground 

floor study to become a bedroom to accommodate a less mobile 

member of the household.  

3781 

Pak Mecca Meats 

Ltd 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

As set out in the vision within the adopted SWDP, South 

Worcestershire residents should have access to a range of housing 

types and tenures that help to meet the needs of young families, 

older people and single households. 

It is noted that by 2036, those aged 65 and over will make up 

approximately 30% of the population in South Worcestershire. As 

such, our client supports any policy which caters for the needs of 

older people and meets the demand for such accommodation. 

As previously stated, the proposals at ‘Land at Hadzor’ would 

include a significant amount of retirement homes and a care 

home. This would certainly help the council address the increasing 

need for specialised forms of housing for the elderly. Crucially, 

‘Land at Hadzor’ is situated in a sustainable location and services 

and facilities are accessible by public transport. 

Support for principle of policy noted.   
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4222 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Providing Housing 

for Older 

Residents 

It is recognised that older people need different types of housing 

of a range of types and tenures. Certain sites may be specifically 

suited to accommodation for older residents. However, it is noted 

that residential care homes now count towards the overall 

housing target and therefore it is considered that the provision of 

accommodation for older residents on all sites should be informed 

by the latest evidence base, such as an up-to-date Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment (SHMA), and assessed on the merits 

of the site’s location at the time that a planning application is 

made. 

Comments noted 

714 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

As sufficient sites have not come forward, the criteria may need to 

be changed.  Evidence is needed from the revised GTAA before 

sites are allocated, but it would seem likely that sites further away 

from towns and 1,2 or 3 category villages will need to be 

considered. 

Comments noted. 

787 

Lower Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

We are not convinced that any changes to the criteria of allocating 

sites will increase the number of sites being offered. 
Comments noted. 

1729 

National 

Federation of 

Gypsy Liaison 

Groups 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

1) The Council must relax the criteria for the allocation of Traveller 

sites and must equally relax the criteria for determining planning 

applications for Travellers, otherwise the assessed need for 

Traveller pitches will not be met.  

2) The criteria must not be aligned with the criteria for other 

residential development types. It must allow for sites beyond 

settlement boundaries. 

Comments noted 
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2588 Historic England 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

Plan (and Council) should be proactive in the conservation and 

enhancement of the historic environment. 
Comments noted. 

3072 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

1. No 

2. They must confirm to housing planning rules. Comments noted. 

2521 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

No comment at this stage. Noted. 

1254 

Hill & Moor Parish 

Council 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

The Parish Council is concerned over the continuing lack of a 5-

year land supply for traveller sites. The Council feels that this 

should be resolved and steps taken to identify suitable, practical 

sites as soon as possible. 

Concern about lack of 5 year supply of 

pitches noted. 

2359 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

The answer to 1. is ‘no’ 

The answer to 2. is ‘retain existing criteria’ 

Comments noted 

1184 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

1 = No 
Comments noted 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 602



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

2 = Impact on supporting infrastructure, e.g. transport, other 

services e.g. schooling, health and policing. Plus visual and 

environmental impact. 

1812 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

The current criterion is satisfactory. Comments noted 

4362 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

Planning criteria for suitable pitches for traveller sites should 

include reference to: access to public transport, schools, GP 

practices and local services e.g. shops. 

Comments noted 

4435 

Evesham Town 

Council 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

Travellers and Travelling Showpeople are separate communities, 

and this should be recognised by clearly distinguishing between 

them in the SWDP. 

Development policy for Travellers should, broadly, be the same as 

for the settled community, and should not include any relaxation 

of policies relating to development boundaries. Where sites are 

allocated specifically for Travellers, these should be distributed 

evenly across South Worcestershire rather than being 

concentrated in specific localities. Planning policies for Travellers 

should include an assessment of the impact any new development 

will have on the settled community. 

Given the specific needs of Travelling Showpeople for sites 

suitable for mixed residential and secure storage of large 

Comments noted 
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machinery, it may be appropriate to relax some policies that 

would otherwise make it difficult to find suitable locations. In 

particular, development on greenfield land outside current 

development boundaries may be appropriate where no suitable 

land exists within local development boundaries. 

1917 

West Country 

Developments Ltd 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

Policies should be formulated to address problems of poor living 

conditions on existing Gypsy and Traveller sites, including their 

redevelopment. 

Comments noted 

4345 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

a. Should we consider relaxing the criteria for the allocation of 

sites to meet Travellers and Travelling Showpeople's needs? No 

we have to be seen to be fair to residents that make the sacrifices 

and fit to rules 

b. What planning criteria should be included within a policy to 

determine whether sites are suitable for pitches for Travellers 

and Travelling Showpeople? Only if genuinely travelling 

otherwise social or rented housing 

Comments noted 

4422 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

In response to Question 6.1, whilst the need to cater and 

accommodate for all as set out at paragraph 5.13, Bloor are of the 

view that the SWC’s should consider relaxing the criteria for the 

allocation of sites to meet Travellers and Travelling Showpeoples 

needs. With regards to large scale urban expansions the policy 

should allow for the option of an offsite contribution in lieu of 

provision on site which would contribute to the acquisition a more 

suitably located site within the authority’s area. 

Comments noted 
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4478 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

Our view is that travellers have as much right to a secure home as 

the settled community. Particular cases should be judged by the 

same considerations as if a member of the settled community 

were seeking to build a new house in that location: no better and 

no worse.  

Comments noted. 

4538 

Cotswold District 

Council 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

CDC notes the SWC have not progressed the Traveller and 

Travelling Showpeople Site Allocations Development Plan 

Document (DPD) as per their respective Local Development 

Schemes. Further clarification is sought on what provisions are 

being made to deliver this plan. Equally, CDC welcomes 

commentary on why the opportunity is not being taken to 

integrate the Travellers and Travelling Showpeople needs into the 

SWDP review. 

The Traveller and Travelling 

Showpeople Site Allocations 

Development Plan Document (DPD) has 

not progressed because of a paucity of 

sites. 

15 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

Blank entry Blank entry 

23 

Mr 

Graham 

Cartwright 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

Inadmissible comment. Inadmissible comment. 

52 Prosser 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

The SWDPR should consider relaxing the criteria for the allocation 

of sites to meet Travellers and Travelling Showpeople's needs. 
Support for option 1 noted. 
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Showpeople 

372 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

Option "1" is still viable and appropriate and should therefore 

continue to be used. 
Support for option 1 is noted 

2430 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

? No comments made. 

1633 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

Blank entry Blank entry 

917 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

Blank entry Blank entry 

1109 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

Maintain the current criteria for the allocation of sites to meet 

Travellers and Travelling Showpeoples needs. 
Comments noted 
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1437 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

"The emerging Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Site 

Allocations DPD requires Traveller site allocations to be within 

800m of a town, category 1, 2 or 3 village." 

In terms of planning criteria: 

As Category 3 villages are defined as having 'a small range of local 

services and facilities and as well as a reduced level of public 

transport provision', they would seem to me to be unsuitable for 

any additional housing development, which would include the 

provision of pitches to meet the requirements for Travellers and 

Travelling Showpeople.   

Comments noted 

1141 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

The SWDPR must continue to attempt to meet the needs of 

Travellers and Travelling Showpeople's needs. 
Comments noted 

1142 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

The needs of these communities must be met. Continue to consult 

with all parties concerned 
Comments noted 

1505 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

There should be no relaxation of criteria. Comments noted 
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1576 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

No. Current provision is sufficient. Comments noted. 

3586 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

I will be eager to see the latest GTAA under construction but have 

the following comment… 

 Section 1 – and section 2 – I do not believe that we need to "at 

present" amend this policy but this may change if the needs 

change with the new GTAA. 

In the existing SWDP 17 sites where allocated within the large 

urban extensions (and agreed 100% by the inspector) but 

developers have very kindly bought themselves out of this 

contract. Either the developers must provide sites if allocated, or 

pay double for not providing them. A lot of time was spent by 

officers and the Inspector in agreeing (very specifically) the 

location of these sites and then this has just gone to pot! 

Policy will need to reflect findings of 

new GTAA and make allocations as 

appropriate. Comment regarding lack 

of bringing new Traveller sites within 

urban extensions allocated in the SWDP 

is noted. 

2083 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Meeting the 

Needs of 

Travellers and 

Travelling 

Showpeople 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to the 

above question but do nevertheless reserve the right to comment 

further on this in so far as it may affect our client’s land interests. 

No specific comments made. 

715 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

There seems to be a fairly high demand for custom/self 

build.  However, it is unlikely that many people wanting a self 

build plot would want one on an estate, so options b and c seem 

likely to be most productive. 

Comments and support for option b 

and c noted 
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789 

Lower Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The self-build concept is to be supported. In order to avoid sites 

being left as an eyesore of unfinished houses for years on end, a 

policy that sets a completion time limit is recommended. 

Comment noted 

2602 Historic England 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The location, design and use of future development and how it 

can contribute to local identity and distinctiveness. The means by 

which new development in and around designated heritage assets 

and Conservation Areas might enhance or better reveal their 

character and significance (paragraph 200 of the NPPF) 

Comments noted 

3073 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
C Support for option c noted 

2522 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Option (a), the SWDPR should require a proportion of strategic 

sites to provide for self and custom build housing. Neighbourhood 

Plans could also seek to identify appropriate sites. 

Comments and support for option a 

noted 

2275 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Option a) may be difficult. For instance, would self build be 

subject to the same density rules, or would larger plots be 

accepted? An allowance would have to be made for the 

developer’s overall density. If plots aren’t taken up this could 

involve the developer in redesigning overall layout. 

There should be facility in the system to support Self Build and 

Custom Build, where need has been identified. 

Comments and concerns about option a 

noted. 

2360 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
We think that c. would probably give the best results. Support for option c noted 

3187 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The current SWDP does not have a policy on self build. The South 

Worcestershire Councils are not providing anywhere near a 

sufficient supply of genuine Self Build plots (as defined in the Act). 

Comments and support for option a 

noted. 
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A no policy option is not currently working and must be addressed 

in the SWDPR. A specific policy similar to a rural exception site 

should be introduced otherwise need will never be met. Large 

scale developments should also be required to provide a small 

proportion of self build plots. 

964 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

a - Yes. 

b. Yes, in addition to a) above. 

c. No, a much more positive approach is needed, as in a) and b) as 

so far few sites have been made available. 

Support for options a and b noted 

1185 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
Yes to a and b only. Support for option a and b noted 

995 Merton College 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Object to option a because should be at discretion of developer 

particularly for larger sites. Possibility of directing self build to 

smaller sites, those less than 1ha. Establishing level of demand 

from self build register is misleading because many on the register 

may not be able to finance such a project. Suggests better to 

either allocate specific sites for self build or to rely on DM process 

- i.e. options b and c. 

It is noted that the option to allocate sites specifically for self and 

custom build housing (Option B) scores as ‘major positive’ under 

‘Housing’ in the Sustainability Appraisal scoring matrix and is an 

equally sustainable option as requiring a specific proportion on 

larger allocations (Option A). 

Comments, objection to option a and 

support for options b and c noted. 

No further comment in relation to the 

SA at this time. 

1837 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The SWDPR should require a proportion of strategic sites to 

provide for self and custom build housing (Option (a)). 

Neighbourhood Plans could also seek to identify appropriate sites. 

Comments and support for option a 

noted 
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1296 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

A ‘blanket’ requirement on developers to offer a specified 

proportion of self and custom-build plots on larger sites 

irrespective of need, as per option a, would not be supported. 

Such an approach could result in a significant over-supply of plots 

which would never come forward for development, which 

represents an inefficient use of land and may, inadvertently, risk 

the delivery of identified housing needs. 

With regard to paragraph 61 of the NPPF, it is submitted that it is 

appropriate for the Council to allocate specific sites for the self-

build market and to support proposals for such uses to come 

forward through the development management process, as per 

options b and c. 

Comments, objection to option a and 

support for options b and c noted. 

1350 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

There should be specific allocations for Custom Homes/Self Build 

Homes (Option (b)).  This is a type of policy which works well in 

Neighbourhood Plans. 

Comments and support for option 

b noted 

1395 

Abberley Parish 

Council 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
Option a would allow diversity in development. Support for option a noted. 

4436 

Evesham Town 

Council 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The SWDP should both require large developments to offer a 

specified proportion of larger housing allocations as self and 

custom build plots (choice a) and allocate sites specifically for self 

and custom build housing (choice b). 

Support for option a and b noted 

4197 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Self and custom build housing should be supported for its 

potential additional contribution to housing supply. Option 12b 

for the allocation of sites for self and custom build housing is 

supported. The Councils should also consider a rural exceptions 

Comments, objections to option a and 

support for option b are noted. 
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policy approach for self and custom build housing. 

Option 12a for a proportion of self / custom build serviced plots 

on larger housing allocations is not supported. Option 12a only 

changes housing delivery from one form of house building to 

another without any consequential additional contribution to 

boosting housing supply. If plots are not developed by self / 

custom builders then these undeveloped plots are effectively 

removed from the HLS unless the Councils provide a mechanism 

by which these plots may be developed by the original non self / 

custom builder in a timely manner. Before introducing Option 12a 

the Councils should also consider the practicalities of health & 

safety, working hours, length of build programme, etc. as well as 

viability assessing any adverse impacts. There is the loss of 

Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) contributions as self / custom 

build properties are exempt. Any policy requirement for self / 

custom build serviced plots on larger housing sites should be fully 

justified and supported by evidence of need. As set out in the 

NPPG (ID 2a-021) the Councils should fully assess the demand 

from people wishing to build their own homes by collating data 

from reliable local information (including the number of validated 

registrations on the Councils Self / Custom Build Registers). The 

Councils should also analyse the preferences of entries as often 

only individual plots in rural locations are sought as opposed to 

plots on larger housing sites. The Register may not provide the 

justification for Option 12a. 

1747 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
b Support for option b noted 
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1918 

West Country 

Developments Ltd 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
c) should be the approach Support for option c noted 

2151 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that the SWDPR should, where possible b. Allocate 

sites specifically for self and custom build housing. We would also 

need to know what mechanisms would be in place to deal with 

S106 and other agreements because of their propensity to mean 

individual owners become ‘wholly and severally liable’ for the 

payments associated with it.  

Comments and support for option b 

noted 

2180 IM Land 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that Options B and C would be the most prudent in 

this instance as it would give the flexibility and type of site which 

is often required by those on a council’s self-build list. SWDP may 

wish to include a rural exceptions policy to provide for this need. 

However, the provision of self-build plots should be evidenced by 

a need and should not detract from the wider identified housing 

need which needs to be catered for. 

We would consider Option A is not appropriate in this instance 

given the relatively small number of entries (153) on the three 

councils’ lists. Requiring a specific proportion on large housing 

sites will reduce the creation of ‘standard’ housing and can create 

issues with building the plots if they are not taken up. This could 

reduce the housing creation within the area. Further, self-build 

plots do not contribute to the Community Infrastructure Levy and 

there are practical issues with building these plots out on larger 

building sites.  

Comments and support for option b 

and c and objection to option a noted 

2208 IM Land 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that Options B and C would be the most prudent in 

this instance as it would give the flexibility and type of site which 

is often required by those on a council’s self-build list. SWDP may 

Objection to option a and support for 

options b and c noted 
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wish to include a rural exceptions policy to provide for this need. 

However, the provision of self-build plots should be evidenced by 

a need and should not detract from the wider identified housing 

need which needs to be catered for. 

We would consider Option A is not appropriate in this instance 

given the relatively small number of entries (153) on the three 

councils’ lists. Requiring a specific proportion on large housing 

sites will reduce the creation of ‘standard’ housing and can create 

issues with building the plots if they are not taken up. This could 

reduce the housing creation within the area. Further, self-build 

plots do not contribute to the Community Infrastructure Levy and 

there are practical issues with building these plots out on larger 

building sites. 

2659 Broadway Trust 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
Adopt “c”. Support for option c noted 

2745 TN & DJ Stratton 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
b. “Allocate sites specifically for self and custom build housing.” Support for option b noted 

2789 Taylor Wimpey 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

RPS consider that options 12b and 12c would be the most 

appropriate way to ensure the delivery of self and custom build 

housing. All policies within the SWDPR will need to be supported 

by relevant and up-to-date evidence and that the policy reflects 

the demand from people wishing to build self-build homes. This is 

often for large detached houses on individual plots within the 

rural area and allocating plots on large scale housing allocations, 

on the edge of urban areas, is unlikely to reflect that demand. 

Comments and support for option b 

and c noted 

2823 Jessup Ltd Self and Custom We consider that the SWDPR should, where possible b. Allocate Comments and support for option b 
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Build Housing sites specifically for self and custom build housing. We would also 

need to know what mechanisms would be in place to deal with 

S106 and other agreements because of their propensity to mean 

individual owners become 'wholly and severally liable' for the 

payments associated with it. 

noted 

2856 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that the SWDPR should, where possible b. Allocate 

sites specifically for self and custom build housing. We would also 

need to know what mechanisms would be in place to deal with 

S106 and other agreements because of their propensity to mean 

individual owners become 'wholly and severally liable' for the 

payments associated with it. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted 

2941 Cala Homes Ltd 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Our client therefore considers that the allocation of specific sites 

for self and custom build housing or alternatively relying upon the 

development management process are appropriate options. It is 

noted that the option to allocate sites specifically for self and 

custom build housing (Option B) scores as ‘major positive’ under 

‘Housing’ in the Sustainability Appraisal scoring matrix and is an 

equally sustainable option as requiring a specific proportion on 

larger allocations (Option A). 

Comments, objection to option a and 

support for options b and c noted. 

3036 

Millstrand 

Properties Ltd 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The SWDP should give encouragement to Self-build across the 

range of options available. If development management is to be 

relied upon there needs to be criteria based policy that provides 

appropriate guidance and encouragement. The LPA should not 

put restriction in place in the self-build register designed to limit 

or otherwise prohibit registration. 

Comments noted 

3066 

Spitfire Bespoke 

Homes 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Spitfire share the views expressed by the HBF in respect of Option 

12 Self and Custom Build Housing. It is recognised that Self and 
Comments noted. 
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custom build housing can make a valuable contribution to housing 

supply. From previous experience with LPA’s that have included 

specific self build policies within their Local Plan’s these have not 

be adhered to as a result of the LPA requiring self build plots to be 

delivered on large strategic sites. 

3361 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Paragraph 61 of the NPPF states: “…the size, type and tenure of 

housing needed for different groups in the community should be 

assessed and reflected in planning policies (including…people 

wishing to commission or build their own homes).”A ‘blanket’ 

requirement on developers to offer a specified proportion of self 

and custom-build plots on larger sites irrespective of need, as per 

option a, would not be supported. Such an approach could result 

in a significant over-supply of plots which would never come 

forward for development, which represents an inefficient use of 

land. 

With regard to paragraph 61 of the NPPF, it is submitted that it is 

appropriate for the Council to allocate specific sites for the self-

build market, as per option b. 

It is recognised that having no specific policy within the SWDPR 

and relying on the development management process to bring 

forward self and custom build housing may mean that not enough 

suitable development permissions come forward to meet the 

demand identified in the authority’s self and custom-build 

register, as required under sections 2 and 2A of the Self Build and 

Custom Housebuilding Act 2015. 

Comments, objection to options a and c 

and support for option b noted 

3831 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that the SWDPR should, where possible b. Allocate 

sites specifically for self and custom build housing. We would also 

Concerns regarding S106 and other 

legal agreements and support for 
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need to know what mechanisms would be in place to deal with 

S106 and other agreements because of their propensity to mean 

individual owners become ‘wholly and severally liable’ for the 

payments associated with it.  

option b are noted. 

3201 

Barwood Strategic 

Land II 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The SWDPR should actively allocate sites for self and custom build 

with this reflecting the most appropriate strategy to deliver this 

housing typology. The aspiration to build ones own home is 

unlikely to be satisfied by purchasing a plot on a new large-scale 

housing site. Small-scale development sites for 100% self and 

custom build should be allocated within the SWDPR to meet this 

need, with a policy that is positively worded and which would 

support appropriate proposals for such uses to come forward and 

be supported through the development management process. 

Support for option b noted. 

3242 

Gleeson Strategic 

Land Limited 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

According to the provisions of the Self build and Custom-Building 

Act 2015 and subsequent legislation within the Housing & 

Planning Act 2016, local authorities have a responsibility not just 

to produce self-build registers but also to ensure that sites are 

made available to meet the demand which is identified. Some 

potential self-builders may wish to choose a plot on an 

established or future housing estate, but it is more likely (due to 

the nature of self-builders) that they will prefer either an 

individual plot or a plot on a small-scale local scheme. We would 

guard against blind allocations of a proportion of large sites for 

self-build, albeit there may be scope for treating parts of sites 

more flexibly to allow for custom building – where the customers 

can express their individuality by seeking more contemporary 

forms of design. All three options are therefore likely to be valid 

depending upon the circumstances. 

Comments and caveated support for all 

3 options noted 
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3288 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The market for self and custom built housing is uncertain. In order 

to ensure that housing sites are deliverable within the Plan period, 

we would not recommend that specific sites, or elements of larger 

sites are set aside for such uses since this could prejudice the 

overall delivery of such accommodation.  Rather, we consider that 

such sites could be brought forward as “exception sites”.  

Comments and objections to options a 

and b noted. 

4007 

Richborough 

Estates 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that Options B and C would be the most prudent in 

this instance as it would give the flexibility and type of site which 

is often required by those on a council’s self-build list. SWDP may 

wish to include a rural exceptions policy to provide for this need. 

However, the provision of self-build plots should be evidenced by 

a need and should not detract from the wider identified housing 

need which needs to be catered for. 

We would consider Option A is not appropriate in this instance 

given the relatively small number of entries (153) on the three 

councils’ lists. Requiring a specific proportion on large housing 

sites will reduce the creation of ‘standard’ housing and can create 

issues with building the plots if they are not taken up. This could 

reduce the housing creation within the area. Further, self-build 

plots do not contribute to the Community Infrastructure Levy and 

there are practical issues with building these plots out on larger 

building sites.  

Comments, objection to option a and 

support for options b and c noted 

4158 

Richborough 

Estates 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that the SWDPR should, where possible b. Allocate 

sites specifically for self and custom build housing. We would also 

need to know what mechanisms would be in place to deal with 

S106 and other agreements because of their propensity to mean 

individual owners become ‘wholly and severally liable’ for the 

payments associated with it.  

Comments regarding S106 and support 

for option b noted 
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3467 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

HLM considers option c to be the most effective approach. Self-

build and custom build homes have a role as part of the delivery 

of a variety of housing type and mix (para 61 of the NPPF) 

however supply and demand factors are dealt with specifically 

through the Self Build and Custom Housebuilding Act 2015, their 

delivery can then be supported through the development 

management process. 

Comments and support for option c 

noted 

3469 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

HLM considers option c to be the most effective approach. Self-

build and custom build homes have a role as part of the delivery 

of a variety of housing type and mix (para 61 of the NPPF) 

however supply and demand factors are dealt with specifically 

through the Self Build and Custom Housebuilding Act 2015, their 

delivery can then be supported through the development 

management process. 

Comments and support for option c 

noted. 

3602 North Oak Homes 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that the SWDPR should, where possible b. Allocate 

sites specifically for self and custom build housing. We would also 

need to know what mechanisms would be in place to deal with 

S106 and other agreements because of their propensity to mean 

individual owners become ‘wholly and severally liable’ for the 

payments associated with it. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted. 

3684 Bovis Homes 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Across the SWC’s there are currently only 109 people registered 

on part one and 44 people registered on part two of the Self Build 

Registers. It is not made clear in the Consultation Document how 

many people have been registered in each base period, as 

required to calculate demand in accordance with Planning 

Practice Guidance. 

The Housing Need in South Worcestershire (October 18) report 

Comments and objections to option a 

noted. 
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does not consider the demand for self and custom build housing. 

Bovis Homes considers that the SWCs should analyse the level of 

demand as part of the Strategic Housing Market Assessment 

(SHMA) to allow an informed discussion on the options proposed. 

In general terms Bovis Homes considers that a total of 153 people 

registering across three authorities does not represent a 

significant demand or proportion of the overall OAN. Moreover, it 

is not possible to credibly confirm whether there is viable demand 

and that all those that have registered an interest will take 

forward and deliver a home. There are also a number of practical 

difficulties that can slow down planning decisions and delivery on 

larger housing sites when there is a requirement to provide 

custom and self-build plots. 

It is for these reasons that Bovis Homes considers that the SWDPR 

should not require a specified proportion of larger housing 

allocations as self and custom build plots and would therefore 

object to Option A. Overall the need to provide more homes 

should take precedence and housebuilders such as Bovis Homes 

have the capability of to deliver homes quickly and at a large 

scale. By comparison the contribution that custom and self-build 

plots can make is relatively small. 

Should the SWC’s pursue Option A then it is important that 

requirements are time limited with appropriate mechanisms to 

market plots and determine whether demand actually exists. 

3724 

Gladman 

Developments 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

• Gladman note that Option 12a) would only result in 

changing housing delivery from one form to another with 

Comments and support for option b 

noted 
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no additional contribution to boosting the housing supply. 

Gladman do not support this approach. 

• If plots are undeveloped under this option, then they are 

effectively removed from the housing supply, this would 

not align with the key objective to plan positively and 

boost the supply of housing. 

• In response to the concerns raised above, if the South 

Worcestershire Councils were to progress with Option 

12a, they would need to ensure that any policy 

requirement is flexible, as self/custom build housing will 

not be appropriate or desirable in all locations. The Policy 

would also need to include a mechanism to enable any 

self-build plots not brought forward within a specified 

timeframe to revert back to market housing as part of the 

wider scheme. 

• Gladman would be supportive of Option 12b) if this were 

to create additional supply. 

3877 

Warwickshire 

College 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Market for self and custom built housing is uncertain and should 

therefore be led by landowners/promoters rather than seeking to 

impose specific requirements on allocated sites. Such sites could 

come forward as "exception sites". 

Comments and objection to option a 

noted. 

3943 Madresfield 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The market for self and custom built housing is uncertain. In order 

to ensure that housing sites are deliverable within the Plan period, 

we would not recommend that specific sites, or elements of larger 

sites are set aside for such uses since this could prejudice the 

overall delivery of such accommodation.  Rather, we consider that 

such sites could be brought forward as “exception sites”.  

Comments and objection to options a 

and b noted. 
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3963 ehB Reeves 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that Options B and C would be the most prudent in 

this instance as it would give the flexibility and type of site which 

is often required by those on a council’s self-build list. SWDP may 

wish to include a rural exceptions policy to provide for this need. 

However, the provision of self-build plots should be evidenced by 

a need and should not detract from the wider identified housing 

need which needs to be catered for. 

We would consider Option A is not appropriate in this instance 

given the relatively small number of entries (153) on the three 

councils’ lists. Requiring a specific proportion on large housing 

sites will reduce the creation of ‘standard’ housing and can create 

issues with building the plots if they are not taken up. This could 

reduce the housing creation within the area. Further, self-build 

plots do not contribute to the Community Infrastructure Levy and 

there are practical issues with building these plots out on larger 

building sites. 

Comments, objection to option a and 

support for options b and c noted. 

4040 

Platform Housing 

Group 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that the SWDPR should, where possible b. Allocate 

sites specifically for self and custom build housing. We would also 

need to know what mechanisms would be in place to deal with 

S106 and other agreements because of their propensity to mean 

individual owners become ‘wholly and severally liable’ for the 

payments associated with it. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted. 

4082 Newland Homes 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that the SWDPR should, where possible b. Allocate 

sites specifically for self and custom build housing. We would also 

need to know what mechanisms would be in place to deal with 

S106 and other agreements because of their propensity to mean 

individual owners become ‘wholly and severally liable’ for the 

payments associated with it. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted. 
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4130 Piper Homes 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that the SWDPR should, where possible b. Allocate 

sites specifically for self and custom build housing. We would also 

need to know what mechanisms would be in place to deal with 

S106 and other agreements because of their propensity to mean 

individual owners become ‘wholly and severally liable’ for the 

payments associated with it. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted. 

4264 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Paragraph 61 of the NPPF states: “…the size, type and tenure of 

housing needed for different groups in the community should be 

assessed and reflected in planning policies (including…people 

wishing to commission or build their own homes).” 

A ‘blanket’ requirement on developers to offer a specified 

proportion of self and custom-build plots on larger sites 

irrespective of need, as per option a, would not be supported. 

Such an approach could result in a significant over-supply of plots 

which would never come forward for development, which 

represents an inefficient use of land. 

With regard to paragraph 61 of the NPPF, it is submitted that it is 

appropriate for the Council to allocate specific sites for the self-

build market, as per option b. 

It is recognised that having no specific policy within the SWDPR 

and relying on the development management process to bring 

forward self and custom build housing may mean that not enough 

suitable development permissions come forward to meet the 

demand identified in the authority’s self and custom -build 

register, as required under sections 2 and 2A of the Self Build and 

Custom Housebuilding Act 2015. 

Objections to option a, support for 

option b and concerns about option c 

are noted. 
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4346 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

a. Require developers to offer a specified proportion of larger 

housing allocations as self and custom build plots. Yes 

b. Allocate sites specifically for self and custom build housing. 

Yes 

c. Not have a specific policy but rely upon the development 

management process for self and custom build homes to come 

forward. No 

Support for options a and b and 

objection to option c noted 

4423 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Given the approach was not adopted in the current adopted 

development plan, Bloor believe Option 12c is the most 

appropriate where the Council’s do not have a specific policy but 

rely upon the development management process for self and 

custom build homes to come forward. 

Support for option c noted. 

4481 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Developers of larger sites should be required to make a 

proportion available for custom and self-build. 
Support for option a noted 

     

53 Prosser 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The SWDPR should not have a specific policy on Self and Custom 

Build Housing, and should rely upon the development 

management process for Self and Custom Build Homes to come 

forward. 

Support for option c noted. 

99 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The SWDPR should require developers to offer a specified 

proportion of larger housing allocations as self and custom build 

plots. 

Support for option a noted 

304 Mr Self and Custom Option b -  Support for option b noted 
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Robin 

Walker 

Build Housing 

373 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Self build is still a vary small proportion of the market and hence 

option "c" appears appropriate. 
Support for option c noted 

1463 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
c support for option c noted 

419 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
Option b. Support for option b noted 

662 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
C Support for option c noted 

488 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
(a) Support for option a noted 

2431 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
C Support for option c noted 

1636 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
Blank Response Blank response 

1030 

Dr 

Graeme 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The SWDPR should require developers to offer a specified 

proportion of larger housing allocations as self and custom build 
Support for option a noted 
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Crisp plots. 

918 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

  

Blank entry 

Blank entry 

1110 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Require developers to offer a specified proportion of larger 

housing allocations as self and custom build plots. 
Support for option a noted 

1424 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The SWDPR should require developers to offer a specified 

proportion of larger housing allocations as self and custom build 

plots. 

Support for option a noted. 

1778 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Require developers to offer a specified proportion of larger 

housing allocations as self and custom build plots 
Support for option a noted 

1526 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Require developers to offer a specified proportion of larger 

housing allocations as self and custom build plots. 
Support for option a noted 

1553 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
Blank Response. Blank response 

1599 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Encourage self - builds which normally result in higher quality and 

better thought out development by people investing more than 

money only in a site. 

Comments noted 

4528 

Mr 

Stephen 

Hyde 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Self and custom build houses. The date in 9.18 is not published 

and not counted in the existing draft swdp. Other authorities in 

the UK  are being very proactive in providing for the needs of this 

Comments noted. 
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sector. A separate and targeted policy should exist and be 

managed proactively. Developers won’t undertake this role 

responsibly. The need to maximise land value and along with 

affordable housing, plots at market cost would reduce their 

margins further. Government already encourage public sites to be 

utilised and land owners should be encouraged. 

A specific policy on the vital and important sector needed. 

3553 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

I do not think that any of sections A, B or C apply for custom build 

housing. 

Self and custom build housing is usually a very small site for one 

or two houses so they are never included within the SWDPR as 

this does not cover "small sites". As most of these plots are 

outside of the settlement boundary, they are deemed "isolated 

and not sustainable" and thus failed the test under SWDP2. This is 

an ideal opportunity to include smaller sites in hamlets, or outside 

of major settlement boundaries, for self build with a new policy? 

Comments and objection to options a, b 

and c noted. 

2494 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Support "a" 

  

Support for option a noted 

1872 Lioncourt Homes 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Self and custom build housing should be allowed for on sites but 

not with a prescriptive imposition of a specific number of units to 

be provided. The evidence base for the SWDPR should include 

details of the number of people registered as seeking a self build 

property. 

Comments and objection to option a 

noted. 

2084 DC Rowbury and Self and Custom It is noted that each local authority should keep a register where Comments and support for option c 
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Daughters Build Housing people can indicate their interest in custom and self-build 

opportunities. However, on review of the supporting evidence 

base, no such details have been provided. As such, it is unclear as 

to the level of need for self and custom build housing within 

Malvern Hills District. Therefore, without the provision of detailed 

evidence demonstrating a specific need for such accommodation 

within MHDC, it would be considered unjustified to require 

developers to offer a specified proportion of larger housing 

allocations as self and custom build plots. With this in mind, and 

on the basis of the evidence available, Option 12c is considered to 

be the most appropriate for moving forward with preparation of 

the SWDPR. 

noted 

2328 

Jan 

Russell 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 
A Support for option a noted 

2478 Valefresco Ltd 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The SWDPR should allocate sites specifically for self and custom 

build housing and allow them to come forward naturally through 

the planning application process. 

It is unlikely than most self-builders would wish to be part of a 

larger housing site or scheme; it is more appropriate for small self-

build sites of between 5 and 10 dwellings for example, to be 

allocated through the Plan process. However it is also important 

that the Plan does not prevent self-build sites from coming 

forward through the development management process. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted 

2570 

Land Partnerships 

Developments Ltd 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

The market for self and custom-built housing is uncertain and will 

change over time. It is our view that it is unlikely that those 

wishing to build self-build plots would like to do as part of large 

housing allocations. It would, therefore, be inappropriate for the 

Objection to option a noted (Require 

developers to offer a specified 

proportion of larger housing allocations 

as self and custom build plots). 
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SWDP to include a policy proposing the inclusion of self-build 

plots as part of housing allocations. 

2967 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Self and Custom Built Housing;  I consider this to be really 

important!  Developers should be required to provide significant 

proportions of land for self and custom-built housing - to help 

meet a wider variety of needs and also more variation in 

architectural character. 

Comments and support for option a 

noted 

3431 Johnson Brothers 
Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

A ‘blanket’ requirement on developers to offer a specified 

proportion of self and custom-build plots on larger sites 

irrespective of need, as per option a, would not be supported. 

Such an approach could result in a significant over-supply of plots 

which would never come forward for development, which 

represents an inefficient use of land. With regard to paragraph 61 

of the NPPF, it is submitted that it is appropriate for the Council to 

allocate specific sites for the self and custom build market, as per 

option b. 

It is recognised that having no specific policy within the SWDPR 

and relying on the development management process to bring 

forward self and custom build housing may mean that not enough 

suitable development permissions come forward to meet the 

demand identified in the authority’s self and custom-build 

register, as required under sections 2 and 2A of the Self Build and 

Custom Housebuilding Act, 2015. 

Objections to options a and c and 

support for option b noted. 

3771 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

We consider that the SWDPR should, where possible b. Allocate 

sites specifically for self and custom build housing. We would also 

need to know what mechanisms would be in place to deal with 

S106 and other agreements because of their propensity to mean 

Comments and support for option b 

noted. 
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individual owners become ‘wholly and severally liable’ for the 

payments associated with it. 

4223 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Self and Custom 

Build Housing 

Paragraph 61 of the NPPF states: “…the size, type and tenure of 

housing needed for different groups in the community should be 

assessed and reflected in planning policies (including…people 

wishing to commission or build their own homes).” 

A ‘blanket’ requirement on developers to offer a specified 

proportion of self and custom-build plots on larger sites 

irrespective of need, as per option a, would not be supported. 

Such an approach could result in a significant over-supply of plots 

which would never come forward for development, which 

represents an inefficient use of land. 

With regard to paragraph 61 of the NPPF, it is submitted that it is 

appropriate for the Council to allocate specific sites for the self-

build market, as per option b. 

It is recognised that having no specific policy within the SWDPR 

and relying on the development management process to bring 

forward self and custom build housing may mean that not enough 

suitable development permissions come forward to meet the 

demand identified in the authority’s self and custom-build 

register, as required under sections 2 and 2A of the Self Build and 

Custom Housebuilding Act 2015. 

Comments, objection to options a and c 

and support for option b noted. 

716 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Access Standards 

a.  The SWDPR should seek to apply enhanced accessibility and 

adaptability standards to a proportion of new dwellings that are 

suitable  for older people and those who use wheel chairs based 

Support for option a and comments 

regarding application to proportion of 

dwellings noted 
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on an assessment of future need. 

791 

Lower Broadheath 

Parish Council 
Access Standards 

We favour making all new build homes fully accessible to the 

ground floor accommodation. 

Support noted for option a applying to 

all new dwellings. 

2603 Historic England Access Standards 
Need to take into account any adverse impact on heritage 

buildings 
Comments noted 

3074 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Access Standards 

It would be sensible if new dwellings that are likely to be occupied 

by older people or those in wheelchairs, such as bungalows, 

should meet advanced accessibility standards. 

Comments and support for option a 

noted 

2523 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Access Standards 

Option (a), the enhanced accessibility and adaptability standards 

should apply to all new dwellings. The increasing older population 

will require these enhanced standards. By providing these within 

new houses there will be more opportunity for older people to 

move into these dwellings freeing up the existing housing stock to 

meet the needs of the younger generations. 

Support noted for option a applying to 

all new dwellings. 

2276 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Access Standards 

i) The SWDPR should not seek impose any standard on 

developments generally. However, if in connection with Options 

9, and 11 specific sites have been identified, then there is an 

argument for imposing standards. 

ii)The SWDPR should have discretion in cases of retro-fitting and 

adapting individual dwellings. 

Comments noted - SWDPR policy on 

access standards would not normally be 

applicable to existing dwellings. 

2361 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Access Standards 

We think it would be sensible if new dwellings that are likely to be 

occupied by older people or those in wheelchairs, such as 

bungalows, should meet advanced accessibility standards. 

Comments and support for option a 

noted 

2900 Schroders UK Access Standards There should not be subject to a specific policy and should be Support for option b noted 
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Property Fund dealt with by building regulations. 

965 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
Access Standards 

a. Yes, but also link with the criteria of Option 11. 

b. No 

Support for option a noted 

1187 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Access Standards Yes to a, with 20% required to meet the new standard. 

Support noted for option a applying to 

20% of new dwellings. 

1838 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Access Standards 

Option (a), the enhanced accessibility and adaptability standards 

should apply to all new dwellings. The increasing older population 

will require these enhanced standards. By providing these within 

new houses there will be more opportunity for older people to 

move into these dwellings freeing up the existing housing stock to 

meet the needs of the younger generations. 

Comments and support noted for 

option a applying to all new dwellings 

1297 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Access Standards 

It is the case that applying enhanced accessibility or adaptability 

standards to new dwellings should be justified through the 

SWDPR’s evidence base, in particular an up-to-date Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment. 

Comments noted 

1807 Lone Star Land Access Standards Blank response Blank response 

1351 

Custom Land 

Limited 
Access Standards 

Access standards should be in accordance with national policy and 

regulations. 
Comments noted 

1396 

Abberley Parish 

Council 
Access Standards 

Abberley Parish Council feels that all new dwellings should be fully 

accessible. 

Support for option a applying to all new 

dwellings noted. 

4363 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Access Standards 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

The SWDPR should apply enhanced accessibility or adaptability 

standards to new dwellings. The previously referenced lifetime 

Comments and support for option a 

noted. 
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homes standard should be applied. There is no modelling to 

support a specific figure, so more modelling needs to be 

undertaken to satisfy this answer. 

4439 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Access Standards 

Access standards should be applied to a specified proportion of 

new dwellings on all large developments. ETC does not have a 

view on what would be the correct proportion. 

Support for option a and question over 

correct proportion noted 

4198 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 
Access Standards 

Option 13b is preferred. If however the Councils wish to adopt the 

higher optional technical standards for accessible and adaptable 

homes as policy requirements under Option 13a then this should 

only be done in accordance with the 2018 NPPF (para 127f & 

Footnote 42). The Written Ministerial Statement (WMS) dated 

25th March 2015 stated that "the optional new national technical 

standards should only be required through any new Local Plan 

policies if they address a clearly evidenced need, and where their 

impact on viability has been considered, in accordance with the 

NPPG". In seeking to apply any higher accessible and adaptable 

standards to new dwellings the Councils should comply with the 

criteria set out in the NPPG (ID 56-005 to 56-011). All new homes 

are built to Building Regulation Part M Category 1 standards which 

include level approach routes, accessible front door thresholds, 

wider internal doorway and corridor widths, switches / sockets at 

accessible heights and downstairs toilet facilities usable by 

wheelchair users. These standards are not usually available in the 

older existing housing stock (if built more than circa 10 years ago) 

and benefit less able-bodied occupants. If the Government had 

intended that evidence of an ageing population alone justified 

adoption of the higher Part M Category 2 and / or 3 optional 

standard then such standards would have been incorporated as 

mandatory in the Building Regulations which the Government has 

Objection to option a unless clearly 

evidenced and justified and support for 

option b noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 633



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

not done. It is incumbent on the Councils to produce local 

assessments evidencing the specific case for South Worcestershire 

which justifies the inclusion of optional higher standards and the 

quantum thereof. 

1748 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Access Standards b Support for option b noted 

2152 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Access Standards 

We believe that the SWDPR should b. Not seek to apply the access 

standard to any new dwellings. 
Support for option b noted. 

2181 IM Land Access Standards 

Paragraph 127 of the revised NPPF sets out that planning policies 

should create places that have a high standard of amenity for 

existing and future users. Footnote 46 states that policies should 

make use of the optional technical standards for accessible and 

adaptable housing, where this would address an identified need 

for such properties. 

As such, we consider that the optional standards should only be 

used where there is an evidenced need and where its impact on 

viability and deliverability of schemes has been fully considered 

(NPPG Paragraph: 003 Reference ID: 56-003-20150327). SWDP 

should therefore not include this standard unless it is fully 

evidenced and justified. Further, as set out above, we consider 

that housing for older people should be provided through specific 

sites which can be designed with the end user in mind. 

Comments noted 

2209 IM Land Access Standards 

Paragraph 127 of the revised NPPF sets out that planning policies 

should create places that have a high standard of amenity for 

existing and future users. Footnote 46 states that policies should 

Comments noted 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 634



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

make use of the optional technical standards for accessible and 

adaptable housing, where this would address an identified need 

for such properties. 

As such, we consider that the optional standards should only be 

used where there is an evidenced need and where its impact on 

viability and deliverability of schemes has been fully considered 

(NPPG Paragraph: 003 Reference ID: 56-003-20150327). SWDP 

should therefore not include this standard unless it is fully 

evidenced and justified. Further, as set out above, we consider 

that housing for older people should be provided through specific 

sites which can be designed with the end user in mind. 

2660 Broadway Trust Access Standards Adopt “b”. Support for option b noted 

2790 Taylor Wimpey Access Standards 

RPS would support the Option 13b. All new homes are built to 

building Regulation Part M, Category 11 standard, which includes 

level approach routes, accessible from door thresholds, wider 

internal doorway and corridor widths etc. and benefit less able-

bodied occupants. If the SWDPR is to include a policy that requires 

the application of a higher technical standard for accessible and 

adaptable homes then must be undertaken in accordance with 

Para 127 of the 2018 NPPF and the Written Ministerial Statement 

dated 25th March 2015 that states that “the optional new 

national technical standards should only be required through any 

new Local Plan policies if they address a clearly evidenced need, 

and where their impact on viability has been considered, in 

accordance with the NPPG ”. In seeking to apply any higher 

accessible and adaptable standards to new dwellings the Councils 

should comply with the criteria set out in the NPPG (ID 56-005 to 

56-011). 

Comments and support for option b 

noted 
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2824 Jessup Ltd Access Standards 
We believe that the SWDPR should b. Not seek to apply the access 

standard to any new dwellings. 
Support for option b noted 

2857 

2 Counties 

Construction 
Access Standards 

We believe that the SWDPR should b. Not seek to apply the access 

standard to any new dwellings. 
Support for option b noted 

3362 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Access Standards 

It is the case that applying enhanced accessibility or adaptability 

standards to new dwellings should be justified through the 

SWDPR’s evidence base, in particular an up-to-date Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment. 

Comments noted 

3832 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Access Standards 

We believe that the SWDPR should b. Not seek to apply the access 

standard to any new dwellings. 
Support for option b noted. 

3202 

Barwood Strategic 

Land II 
Access Standards 

Any policy requirement for enhanced access standards must be 

based upon a robust assessment of need, and would require 

assessment as part of the plan-level viability assessment. 

Comments noted. 

3243 

Gleeson Strategic 

Land Limited 
Access Standards 

There is always a tension between applying access standards to 

new housing and increasing costs (and reducing densities) which 

counter the objective of achieving more affordable homes. All 

new homes are built to Part M of the Building Regulations, and 

Government now view the Building Regulations as the most 

appropriate vehicle for delivering housing standards. Some 

developers will willingly adopt Building for Life standards as a 

marketing tool. According to paragraph 127f and footnote 46, 

‘policies should ensure that they create places which are safe 

inclusive and accessible and which promote health and wellbeing’. 

Higher optional standards would normally need to be justified by 

specific evidence of need. 

Comments noted 

3289 Worcestershire Access Standards We consider that a specific policy should be included on this and The response isn't clear but it appears 
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Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

this can be left to building regulations. to support option B. 

4008 

Richborough 

Estates 
Access Standards 

Paragraph 127 of the revised NPPF sets out that planning policies 

should create places that have a high standard of amenity for 

existing and future users. Footnote 46 states that policies should 

make use of the optional technical standards for accessible and 

adaptable housing, where this would address an identified need 

for such properties. 

As such, we consider that the optional standards should only be 

used where there is an evidenced need and where its impact on 

viability and deliverability of schemes has been fully considered 

(NPPG Paragraph: 003 Reference ID: 56-003-20150327). SWDP 

should therefore not include this standard unless it is fully 

evidenced and justified. Further, as set out above, we consider 

that housing for older people should be provided through specific 

sites which can be designed with the end user in mind. 

Comments noted 

4164 

Richborough 

Estates 
Access Standards 

We believe that the SWDPR should b. Not seek to apply the access 

standard to any new dwellings. 

  

Support for option b noted 

3468 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 
Access Standards 

HLM considers that the SWDPR should not apply a blanket 

requirement for enhanced accessibility or adaptability standards 

(Option 13a). If applied, it must be demonstrated through up to 

date evidence that it is meeting a specific need and that as part of 

that consideration should also consider the impacts of using these 

standards within the Local Plan viability assessment. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted. 
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3507 

St Modwen 

Developments Ltd 
Access Standards 

There is no need for the SWDP Review to adopt access standards 

different to those which apply at the national level. Housebuilders 

and specialist providers already adopt relevant and appropriate 

standards in their developments in any event. 

Support for option b noted 

3603 North Oak Homes Access Standards 
We believe that the SWDPR should b. Not seek to apply the access 

standard to any new dwellings. 
Support for option b noted. 

3685 Bovis Homes Access Standards 

Bovis Homes is committed to designing for social inclusion 

including ensuring that new homes meet the needs of their 

residents. All of Bovis Homes current housing range is designed to 

comply with Building Regulations Part M. Bovis Homes recently 

launched a new range of homes that will be phased into ongoing 

and future developments over the next couple of years. It includes 

28 market leading house types for both private and affordable 

homes and all but four of these are designed to comply with Part 

M4(2). 

With regards to market housing Bovis Homes works with future 

residents to adapt their new home to meet their needs including 

providing wheelchair accessibility where required. Bovis Homes 

considers that the application of enhanced accessibility or 

adaptability standards to market housing is not necessary as these 

will be provided in accordance with demand. 

With regards to affordable housing Bovis Homes works with their 

Registered Provider housing partners to provide wheelchair 

adapted homes as need arises. Should enhanced wheelchair 

standards be applied to affordable homes the requirement should 

be for adaptable homes (M4(2)) to provide the flexibility to 

respond to need as it arises. 

Bovis Homes approach to Part 

M4(2), and working co-operatively with 

both future occupiers to adapt their 

new homes and with Registered 

Providers to provide wheelchair 

adapted homes as the need arises is 

welcomed, however objection to option 

a is noted.  
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3726 

Gladman 

Developments 
Access Standards 

Gladman’s preferred approach for the SWDPR is Option 13 b) as 

these standards can result in having adverse impacts on 

development viability. If however, the Council decide to introduce 

the higher optional technical standards as per Option 13 a) then 

this should be done in accordance with NPPF18, paragraph 127f 

and footnote 46 and with the NPPG - fully evidenced and justified. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted 

3879 

Warwickshire 

College 
Access Standards 

Consider that the most specific policy should be included on this, 

and this can be left to Building Regulations. 

Comments confusing, but think offering 

support for option b 

3944 Madresfield Access Standards 
We consider that a specific policy should not be included on this 

and this can be left to building regulations. 
Support for option b noted. 

3964 ehB Reeves Access Standards 

Paragraph 127 of the revised NPPF sets out that planning policies 

should create places that have a high standard of amenity for 

existing and future users. Footnote 46 states that policies should 

make use of the optional technical standards for accessible and 

adaptable housing, where this would address an identified need 

for such properties. 

As such, we consider that the optional standards should only be 

used where there is an evidenced need and where its impact on 

viability and deliverability of schemes has been fully considered 

(NPPG Paragraph: 003 Reference ID: 56-003-20150327). SWDP 

should therefore not include this standard unless it is fully 

evidenced and justified. Further, as set out above, we consider 

that housing for older people should be provided through specific 

sites which can be designed with the end user in mind. 

Comments noted 

4041 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Access Standards 

We believe that the SWDPR should b. Not seek to apply the access 

standard to any new dwellings. 
Support for option b noted. 
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4083 Newland Homes Access Standards 
We believe that the SWDPR should b. Not seek to apply the access 

standard to any new dwellings. 
Support for option b noted. 

4131 Piper Homes Access Standards 
We believe that the SWDPR should b. Not seek to apply the access 

standard to any new dwellings. 
Support for option b noted. 

4265 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 
Access Standards 

It is the case that applying enhanced accessibility or adaptability 

standards to new dwellings should be justified through the 

SWDPR’s evidence base, in particular an up-to-date Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment. 

Comments noted regarding 

requirement for evidence in SHMA for 

enhanced accessibility and adaptability 

standards. 

4347 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Access Standards 
Option A - yes as many as possible, given the growing elderly 

population. 

Comments and support for option a 

noted 

4430 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 
Access Standards 

Whilst Bloor Homes appreciate and support that new housing 

provided needs to be capable of being used effectively as people 

age and their needs change and that accessibility of housing is not 

just relevant to older people but to younger people too, especially 

those with specific needs, it is felt that Option 13b should be 

implemented. This is because accessibility standards are all dealt 

with through Building Regulations. 

Comments and support for option b 

noted 

4482 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Access Standards 

Generally adaptation (or adaptability) designed into a new house 

has little marginal cost, whereas adaptation by retro-fitting an 

existing one can be expensive. Where adaptation (or adaptability) 

can be designed in at little marginal cost it should be, but 

expensive items should be left to be added if required. Thus a 

wheelchair user may need a hoist or a stair-lift. A house should be 

designed to be capable of easy adaptation, but to require either in 

every house would be a waste of resources. 

Comments noted 
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54 Prosser Access Standards 
The SWDPR should seek to apply enhanced accessibility / 

adaptability standards to new dwellings. 
Support for option a noted 

55 Prosser Access Standards 
The SWDPR should seek to apply enhanced accessibility / 

adaptability standards to new dwellings. 
Duplicate of ID 54 

56 Prosser Access Standards 
The SWDPR should seek to apply enhanced accessibility / 

adaptability standards to new dwellings. 
Duplicate of ID 54 

100 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Access Standards 

The SWDPR should seek to apply enhanced accessibility or 

adaptability standards to 100% of new dwellings, to help meet the 

needs of older people and people who use wheelchairs.  

Support noted for option a applying to 

all new dwellings. 

139 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Access Standards 
Adaptability is good (and probably improves design generally) but 

don't know to what proportion to apply. 

Support for option a but uncertainty 

over proportion noted. 

177 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Access Standards 
The SWDPR should seek to apply enhanced accessibility / 

adaptability standards on 20% of new dwellings. 

Support for option a applying to 20% of 

new dwellings noted. 

374 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Access Standards 

I think option "a" ought to be adopted as builders will not do this 

willingly because it requires more though and some more 

expense. 

The proportion of homes is difficult because it is trying to look to 

future-proof these homes for 2nd+ generations of owners but 

25% would seem a reasonable minimum. 

Support noted for option a applying to 

minimum of 25% of dwellings. 

1464 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Access Standards a. 100% 
Support noted for option a applying to 

all new dwellings. 
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663 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Access Standards A. 30% of new dwellings. 
Support noted for option a applying to 

30% of dwellings. 

489 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Access Standards (a) Support for option a noted 

794 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Access Standards 

Option 13a - I have already done this for our own home in 

preparation for us being less mobile. The actual cost to have wider 

internal doors and electrical and light switches at a lower level is 

negligible, with no downside for able bodied people. Therefore I 

believe with a growing older population this should be done as 

standard on NEW homes. This policy would make it easier for 

people with any disabilities to find suitable accommodation. 

Whilst stair lifts are always an option, they can be expensive, but 

maybe there could be a minimum number of bungalows within 

any new development, ensuring level access throughout. 

Having ALL new homes that take into account disabilities, would 

also make homes more suitable not only for the old but also 

families that may have disabled children, and who at present my 

find it difficult to find suitable houses. Building such changes into 

NEW homes would have such minor financial impact but would 

help "future proof" homes for all !  

Comments, support for option a 

applying to all new dwellings noted. 

2432 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Access Standards A 100% 
Support noted for option a applying to 

all new housing 

1637 Ms Access Standards Blank Response Blank response 
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Sarah 

Rouse 

1031 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Access Standards 

The SWDPR should seek to apply enhanced accessibility or 

adaptability standards to all new dwellings, e.g. to help meet the 

needs of older people and people who use wheelchairs.  

Support noted for option a applying to 

all new dwellings 

919 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Access Standards Blank entry Blank entry 

1111 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Access Standards 

Seek to apply enhanced accessibility or adaptability standards to 

new dwellings, e.g. to help meet the needs of older people and 

people who use wheelchairs.  If so, what proportion of new 

dwellings should the standard be applied to? I am not sure as to 

the proportion. 

Support for option a and uncertainty of 

the proportion noted. 

1278 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Access Standards 
The SWDPR should apply enhanced accessibility standards to at 

least 5% of new dwellings. 

Support noted for option a applying to 

5% of new dwellings. 

1425 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Access Standards 

The SWDPR should seek to apply enhanced accessibility or 

adaptability standards to all new dwellings, e.g. to help meet the 

needs of older people and people who use wheelchairs.  

  

Support for option a applying to all new 

dwellings noted 

1527 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Access Standards 

Seek to apply enhanced accessibility or adaptability standards to 

new dwellings, e.g. to help meet the needs of older people and 

people who use wheelchairs.  

Support for option a noted 
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3555 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Access Standards 

Access standards has two separate requirements. 

The requirement a – there is no provision within the SWDP for 

"sustainable travel". ALL development that has been agreed 

outside of the major towns, with the demise of the bus service, 

means that there is a 95% reliability on the motor car for 

sustainable transport and 5% on the footpaths/cycleways. 

I realise that this is to do with the standard of the properties and I 

agree with policy a 100% and that enhanced property accessibility 

should apply to all new dwellings but somewhere within this 

policy it is absolutely pointless having the property with the 

required access but the roads and systems to get to the properties 

are not included? 

Comments and support for option a 

noted 

2495 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Access Standards Support "a" -100% all new housing should provide. 
Support noted for option a applying to 

all new housing. 

1873 Lioncourt Homes Access Standards 

We do not believe that a policy of this nature is required as 

specialist providers already adopt these standards through their 

developments. If it is, the SWDPR should adopt national 

standards. 

Comments noted 

2086 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Access Standards 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to the 

above question but do nevertheless reserve the right to comment 

further on this in so far as it may affect our client’s land interests. 

No comment noted. 

2329 

Jan 

Russell 
Access Standards A Support for option a noted 

2968 Mr Access Standards Yes, developers should have to respond to requirements for Support for option a noted 
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John 

Raine 

access standards to suit all needs. 

3430 Johnson Brothers Access Standards 

It is the case that applying enhanced accessibility or adaptability 

standards to new dwellings should be justified through the 

SWDPR’s evidence base, in particular an up-to-date Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment. 

Comments regarding justification and 

evidence of need for accessibility 

standards noted. 

3772 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Access Standards 
 We believe that the SWDPR should b. Not seek to apply the 

access standard to any new dwellings. 
Support for option b noted. 

4224 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Access Standards 

It is the case that applying enhanced accessibility or adaptability 

standards to new dwellings should be justified through the 

SWDPR’s evidence base, in particular an up-to-date Strategic 

Housing Market Assessment. 

Comments noted 

718 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Water 

Consumption 
It is not clear how these standards will be enforced. 

The opted standard will become part of 

policy and shall be implemented 

through policy compliance as part of all 

development planning application(s). 

462 

Severn Trent 

Water 

Water 

Consumption 

Option a – or better. This fits with Severn Trent’s position 

statement to improve water efficiency. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

507 

Charlton Parish 

Council 

Water 

Consumption 
a, No restrictions on flow.  

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

609 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 

Water 

Consumption 

We believe that the SWDPR should set the more stringent limits 

on water consumption. This would reflect the serious water deficit 

issues found in parts of the county as well as helping to address 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    
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the wider implications of water use in new development. 

792 

Lower Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Water 

Consumption 

Using the planning system to affect the social engineering of 

minimising water consumption can have unintended 

consequences. It might encourage developers to reduce the 

capacity of mains water feeds and sewerage capacity. Such a 

move would hamper fire-fighting as well as restricting future 

development on adjacent sites. We would remind you that the 

Victorians over engineered both supply and disposal of water and 

we are still benefitting from that today. Requiring ‘grey water’ 

installations for toilet flushing and garden use would be more 

effective. 

In the event of implementing further 

restrictions in the water usage 

requirement, there would be no effect 

regarding capacity supplied - the 

reduction is gained through measures 

within the construction/sundries of 

dwellings. We would ensure that any 

such policy is reviewed by the relevant 

water and sewerage companies to 

ensure that no such problem is likely to 

occur. 

Grey Water installation is a measure we 

may consider going forward as part of 

the preferred options stage. 

2605 Historic England 
Water 

Consumption 

Extensive response that is hard to summarise. Please see the main 

representation for the full response to this section. 

Refers to Questions 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8, and Options 1-24 inclusive. 

There has been no comment regarding 

Option 15 within the main 

representation. 

2525 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Water 

Consumption 

Agree with Option (a), all new dwellings should meet the 

requirement of daily non-recycled water use not exceeding 110 

litres/person/day (policy SWDP 30C). However, in areas identified 

as Water Stress Areas the requirement should be lower. The 

figure for this should be identified through the Water Cycle Study. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

2363 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Water 

Consumption 
We should stick with the existing policy and therefore adopt a. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 
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Preferred Options.    

2901 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

Water 

Consumption 

This policy should not implement a higher water standard than is 

set out within building regulations. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

1190 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Water 

Consumption 
a only. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

1840 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Water 

Consumption 

All new dwellings should meet the requirement of daily non-

recycled water use not exceeding 110 litres/person/day (policy 

SWDP 30C). In areas identified as Water Stress Areas the 

requirement should be lower. The figure for this should be 

identified through the Water Cycle Study. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

1299 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Water 

Consumption 

With regard to a requirement for new dwellings to meet the 

enhanced Building Regulations optional requirement of 110 

litre/person/day (as per adopted SWDP 30: Water Resources, 

Efficiency and Treatment) it is submitted that the application of 

this higher standard should only be used where justified by 

evidence. It is noted that the SWDPR refers to “pockets within the 

area that are at serious stress” and therefore it would be 

reasonable to apply these higher standards on a case-by-case 

basis having regard to the available evidence at the time. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

1809 Lone Star Land 
Water 

Consumption 
Blank Response 

This is a blank response and therefore 

no officer response required. 

1353 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Water 

Consumption 

Water consumption should be in accordance with national 

standards albeit it is recognised that the higher standard already 

operates in South Worcestershire.  

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    
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1398 

Abberley Parish 

Council 

Water 

Consumption 
In the interests of conserving resources option a is preferred 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

4372 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Water 

Consumption 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

The new tighter Building regulation of 110l/person/day is 

preferred as climate change is a factor that has the potential to 

impact on Public Health. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

4200 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 

Water 

Consumption 

Option 15b is preferred. All new dwellings achieve a mandatory 

level of water efficiency of 120 litres per day per person under 

Building Regulations which is higher than that achieved by much 

of the existing housing stock. If the Councils wishes to continue 

with the adopted SWDP policy requirement for the higher 

optional standard for water efficiency of 110 litres per person per 

day as set out in Option 15a then the Councils should justify doing 

so by applying the criteria set out in the NPPG (ID 56-013 to 56-

017). The WMS dated 25th March 2015 confirmed that "the 

optional new national technical standards should only be required 

through any new Local Plan policies if they address a clearly 

evidenced need, and where their impact on viability has been 

considered, in accordance with the NPPG "The Housing Standards 

Review was explicit that reduced water consumption was solely 

applicable to water stressed areas”. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

1751 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Water 

Consumption 
b 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

1920 West Country Water b) should be the approach Comments are noted and will be taken 
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Developments Ltd Consumption into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

2183 IM Land 
Water 

Consumption 

The National Planning Practice Guidance (Paragraph: 014 

Reference ID: 56-014-20150327) sets out that, where there is a 

clear local need, local planning authorities can set planning 

policies requiring development to meet the tighter optional 

requirement of 110 litres/person/day. If SWDP wish to implement 

this, they should evidence the ‘clear need’ and justify the 

requirement.  

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

2211 IM Land 
Water 

Consumption 

The National Planning Practice Guidance (Paragraph: 014 

Reference ID: 56-014-20150327) sets out that, where there is a 

clear local need, local planning authorities can set planning 

policies requiring development to meet the tighter optional 

requirement of 110 litres/person/day. If SWDP wish to implement 

this, they should evidence the ‘clear need’ and justify the 

requirement.  

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

2662 Broadway Trust 
Water 

Consumption 
Adopt “a” 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

2792 Taylor Wimpey 
Water 

Consumption 

RPS supports Option 15b. The current building regulations require 

new homes to achieve a level of water efficiency of 120 

litres/person/day. If the SWDPR is to apply a more restrictive 

requirement then it will be necessary for this to be clearly 

supported by relevant and up-to-date evidence. The NPPG states 

(Paragraph: 014 Reference ID: 56-014-20150327) that where 

there is a “clear local need, local planning authorities can set out 

Local Plan Policies requiring new dwellings to meet tighter 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    
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Building Regulations optional requirement of 110 

litres/person/day”. Paragraph 015 states that: “it will be for a local 

planning authority to establish a clear need based on: 

• Existing sources of evidence, 

• Consultations with the local water and sewerage 

company, the Environment Agency and catchment 

partnerships 

• Consideration of the impact on viability and housing 

supply of such a requirement.” 

The evidence base for the SWDPR will need to establish that there 

is a ‘clear need’ that is based on robust evidence before setting 

out a requirement more restrictive than the current building 

regulations. 

3363 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Water 

Consumption 

With regard to a requirement for new dwellings to meet the 

enhanced Building Regulations optional requirement of 110 

litre/person/day (as per adopted SWDP 30: Water Resources, 

Efficiency and Treatment) it is submitted that the application of 

this higher standard should only be used where justified. It is 

noted that the SWDPR refers to “pockets within the area that are 

at serious stress” and therefore it would be reasonable to apply 

these higher standards on a case-by-case basis, having regard to 

the available evidence at the time. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

3291 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Water 

Consumption 

We would suggest that the policy should not implement a higher 

water standard than is set out within building regulations. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

4010 Richborough Water The National Planning Practice Guidance (Paragraph: 014 Comments are noted and will be taken 
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Estates Consumption Reference ID: 56-014-20150327) sets out that, where there is a 

clear local need, local planning authorities can set planning 

policies requiring development to meet the tighter optional 

requirement of 110 litres/person/day. If SWDP wish to implement 

this, they should evidence the ‘clear need’ and justify the 

requirement.  

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

3470 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 

Water 

Consumption 

HLM considers that the SWDPR should not seek to impose more 

onerous that national policy. The NPPF is strict on the matter of 

local standards in excess of national standards which must be 

firmly evidenced and assessed. National standards are determined 

on the basis of rigorous technical and cost information and 

detailed consultation on such issues that are often complex and 

site specific. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

3509 

St Modwen 

Developments Ltd 

Water 

Consumption 

A planning policy of this nature is not required. The standard set 

out within Building Regulations should apply. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

3687 Bovis Homes 
Water 

Consumption 

Bovis Homes have designed features into their homes that will 

help reduce water consumption above that, which is required by 

Building Regulations. However, meeting the optional standards 

can be onerous and impact upon deliverability. Therefore, Bovis 

Homes would suggest that the SWDPR removes the requirements 

as per Option B. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

3881 

Warwickshire 

College 

Water 

Consumption 

Suggest that the policy should not implement a higher water 

standard than is set out within Building Regulations. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.  

3946 Madresfield 
Water 

Consumption 

We would suggest that the policy should not implement a higher 

water standard than is set out within building regulations. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 
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Preferred Options. 

3966 ehB Reeves 
Water 

Consumption 

The National Planning Practice Guidance (Paragraph: 014 

Reference ID: 56-014-20150327) sets out that, where there is a 

clear local need, local planning authorities can set planning 

policies requiring development to meet the tighter optional 

requirement of 110 litres/person/day. If SWDP wish to implement 

this, they should evidence the ‘clear need’ and justify the 

requirement 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

4267 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 

Water 

Consumption 

With regard to a requirement for new dwellings to meet the 

enhanced Building Regulations optional requirement of 110 

litre/person/day (as per adopted SWDP30: Water Resources, 

Efficiency and Treatment) it is submitted that the application of 

this higher standard should only be used where justified. It is 

noted that the SWDPR refers to “pockets within the area that are 

at serious stress” and therefore it would be reasonable to apply 

these higher standards on a case-by-case basis having regard to 

the available evidence at the time. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

4349 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Water 

Consumption 
Option A - yes we must mitigate for climate change. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

4438 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 

Water 

Consumption 

Bloor considers that this is a matter for the Building Regulations 

rather than Development Management Policies and the SWDPR 

should not implement a higher water standard than that set out in 

the Building Regulations. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

58 Prosser 
Water 

Consumption 

The SWDPR should not implement a higher water standard than is 

set out within Building Regulations. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account in determining the 
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Preferred Options. 

102 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Water 

Consumption 

The SWDPR should require new dwellings to meet the tighter 

Building Regulations optional requirement of 110 

litres/person/day as per the adopted SWDP policy. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

103 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Water 

Consumption 

The SWDPR should require new dwellings to meet the tighter 

Building Regulations optional requirement of 110 

litres/person/day as per the adopted SWDP policy. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

(duplicate response) 

138 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Water 

Consumption 
Meet the tighter regulations. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

179 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Water 

Consumption 

The SWDPR should not implement a higher water standard than is 

set out within Building Regulations. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

376 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Water 

Consumption 

Option "a" - we need to make this type of conservation 

mandatory if possible. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

1466 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Water 

Consumption 
a 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

421 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Water 

Consumption 
Option a. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

665 Mrs Water B Comments are noted and will be taken 
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Faye 

Dearden 

Consumption into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

1407 

Mr 

David 

Clark 

Water 

Consumption 

The SWDPR should require the tighter Building Regulations 

standards to drive a change in water consumption and enable 

Worcestershire to stand out as a sustainable county. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

803 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Water 

Consumption 

Option 15 a - The volume of water lost via broken and leaking 

pipes in the roads makes any savings in the home pail into almost 

insignificance. Water companies have unsuccessfully been trying 

to reduce leakage for years but have not really made the impact 

they may have hoped for, not helped by the ever increasing 

ageing infrastructure. 

Whilst in principle the adoption of having a lower consumption 

per day is "good", there might be knock on effect of not having 

sufficient water to flush away any sewerage, especially in older 

EXISTING sewer networks that have larger diameter sewer pipes 

especially if there is less water is being used to flush the toilets. 

I think that the possible use of "grey water" to flush toilets may 

provide a better long term solution whilst also reducing the 

volume of "potable" water being used. This would be much easier 

to implement in new housing rather than trying to retro fit 

existing properties. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

A reduction in water usage would still 

provide an adequate amount to 

correctly function - the reduction is 

gained through measures within the 

construction/sundries of dwellings. 

Requiring Grey Water installation is a 

measure we may consider going 

forward as part of the preferred options 

stage, and measures to promote water 

recycling are already contained in the 

South Worcestershire Water 

Management and Flooding 

Supplementary Planning Document 

adopted in 2018 

2434 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Water 

Consumption 
A 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.  
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1639 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Water 

Consumption 
Blank Response 

This is a blank response and therefore 

no officer response required. 

921 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Water 

Consumption 
Blank entry 

This is a blank response and therefore 

no officer response is required. 

1113 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Water 

Consumption 

Not implement a higher water standard than is set out within 

Building Regulations. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.  

1261 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Water 

Consumption 

The SWDPR should require new dwellings to meet the tighter 

Building Regulations of 110 litres of water per person per day.  

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

1528 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Water 

Consumption 

Require new dwellings to meet the tighter Building Regulations 

optional requirement of 110 litres/person/day as per the adopted 

SWDP policy. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

3558 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Water 

Consumption 

I agree regarding homes but the water consumption should meet 

the tighter building regulations of 110 Litres per person per day. 

But I also believe that this should be some sort of control under 

the SWDPR for industry? 

"Water harvesting" should be included for all new build 

developments from one house to a full estate. This should include 

rebuilds of properties and also extensions to properties 

incorporating a second bathroom (or ensuite) when adding extra 

bedrooms. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

1951 Mr Water Option b Comments are noted and will be taken 
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George 

Glaze 

Consumption into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

1875 Lioncourt Homes 
Water 

Consumption 

We do not believe that a policy of this nature is required. The 

SWDPR should adopt national building standards. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

2088 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Water 

Consumption 

Our Client is supportive of Option 15b because this does not result 

in implementation of a higher water standard that is set out 

within Building Regulations. Part 7, sections 36 and 37 of the 

Building Regulations 2010 provides adequate and robust 

standards for water consumption in new dwellings. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options. 

2331 

Jan 

Russell 

Water 

Consumption 
A 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

2971 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Water 

Consumption 
Yes to a) 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

3434 Johnson Brothers 
Water 

Consumption 

With regard to a requirement for new dwellings to meet the 

enhanced Building Regulations optional requirement of 110 

litre/person/day (as per adopted SWDP 30: Water Resources, 

Efficiency and Treatment) it is submitted that the application of 

this higher standard should only be used where justified. It is 

noted that the SWDPR refers to “pockets within the area that are 

at serious stress” and therefore it would be reasonable to apply 

these higher standards on a case-by-case basis, having regard to 

the available evidence at the time. 

Comments are noted and will be taken 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    

4226 Mr Water With regard to a requirement for new dwellings to meet the Comments are noted and will be taken 
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M 

Tredwell 

Consumption enhanced Building Regulations optional requirement of 110 

litre/person/day (as per adopted SWDP30: Water Resources, 

Efficiency and Treatment) it is submitted that the application of 

this higher standard should only be used where justified. It is 

noted that the SWDPR refers to “pockets within the area that are 

at serious stress” and therefore it would be reasonable to apply 

these higher standards on a case-by-case basis having regard to 

the available evidence at the time. 

into account  in determining the 

Preferred Options.    
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707 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Employment Growth 

a. Large developments such as a new town or village 

should include employment land. 

b & e. Employment land is currently being developed at 

Junction 6 of the M5.  Junction 7, being also close to 

Worcester Parkway station would also be suitable for 

development.  More use could be made of Hartlebury 

station which has some employment land nearby. 

c. The A46 already suffers from congestion.  Its suitability 

for more development depends on improvement work.  

d. Some existing employment sites, e.g. Berry Hill in 

Droitwich and Vale Park in Evesham, could take more 

development. Some of the more rural sites with poor 

access and few nearby residents may not be suitable. 

Noted and agree in part. Residents of the 

most rural parts of South Worcestershire 

need local employment opportunities as 

well however and the suitability of a site 

could be related to the scale of 

development proposed just as much as to 

the access available to the premises. 

505 

Charlton Parish 

Council 
Employment Growth 

D & e subject to infrastructure being upgraded as 

necessary. 
Noted 

543 

Robert Hitchins 

Ltd 
Employment Growth 

It is important that employment land is allocated in 

accessible and commercially attractive locations. For that 

reason locations at/near motorway junctions will remain 

an important component looking to the future. The new 

Worcestershire Parkway Station also provides an 

opportunity for the area to the south east of Junction 7 of 

the M5 to become a focus for future economic growth. 

Agree for major new business parks but 

where the scale is appropriate to the 

location employment opportunities are 

needed in all parts of South 

Worcestershire. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 658



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

With that in mind we have submitted alongside the 

representations details of a parcel of land in this area that 

could form part of a larger allocation in this area for 

employment/mixed use development. 

See also our response to Q5. 

605 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 
Employment Growth 

This option will need further consideration in light of the 

environmental implications of each choice available. 

Further work will therefore be required before we can 

provide helpful comments. 

Agree this is the purpose of the 

sustainability appraisal published along 

side the Issues and Options consultation. 

635 

Pebworth Parish 

Council 
Employment Growth 

Pebworth Parish Council support options b and c. We 

consider that option e is not realistic as it is unlikely that 

people will constrain both their living and employment 

options to proximity to rail stations. 

Noted 

776 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Employment Growth 

We would favour solutions based upon b, c and e. We 

would argue that employments must have direct access to 

the motorway or major arteries to be commercially 

acceptable. We again site those many employment sites 

that have been lost to housing, where almost all had 

access judged to be poor. All of the successful 

employment sites in neighbouring authorities, that have 

enjoyed rapid take up, have all been adjacent to major 

road arteries. 

Noted and agree in part. Residents of the 

most rural parts of South Worcestershire 

need local employment opportunities as 

well however and the suitability of a site 

could be related to the scale of 

development proposed just as much as to 

the access available to the premises. 

3258 

Canal & River 

Trust 
Employment Growth 

A is preferred. Waterside location can help stimulate 

economic growth Waterways can offer a platform to 

provide conditions for economic growth and can provide a 

physical environment that can foster regeneration. 

Noted 
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Waterways can also help provide attractive working 

environments. The Trust would welcome early 

engagement if waterside land is being considered for any 

type of allocation. 

2595 Historic England Employment Growth 

How might the plan conserve and enhance the quality of 

the historic environment in order to encourage tourism, 

help create successful places for businesses to locate and 

attract inward investment? What opportunities are there 

for heritage-led regeneration? 

These questions will inform the preferred 

options for the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review. 

3056 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Employment Growth 

Small scale developments would be appropriate for A. 

Large scale would be better suited to C and E. 

Noted 

2514 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Employment Growth 

New employment should be located in sustainable 

locations where appropriate infrastructure can be 

provided so that it does not have a harmful impact on the 

capacity of existing networks and services and is accessible 

to existing and future communities. 

Agree 

2268 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Employment Growth 

i) a) The rationale for locating businesses close to housing 

is not clear cut. There is no guarantee that occupants in 

the houses will work at the employment centres alongside. 

This is especially true in the early stages. In the longer 

term, when businesses and housing are established, 

people may take the opportunity to move closer to work, 

providing the housing mix, schools etc. are also suitable. 

The infrastructure required for industrial and even 

commercial/ services, and the possibility of HGV 

movements, may make the housing less desirable. 

Agree, it is an objective but also very 

difficult to plan to match local residents 

with local employment opportunities. The 

plan needs to support options that at least 

provide the opportunity for residents to 

work locally. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 660



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

However, commercial/office accommodation close to 

residential centres is needed. Some form of shared office 

space/ hot desks for smaller companies may be the 

answer. One such facility in Leigh is fully let. 

2352 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Employment Growth 

The best location for new employment depends on the 

scale of proposed allocations. 
Agree 

3181 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 
Employment Growth 

New employment should be located near 

existing/proposed rail stations and around existing 

employment sites both within towns and villages. 

Noted, support for options d and e. 

2896 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 
Employment Growth 

We consider the allocation of employment land should be 

based on market factors, in this instance we favour 

expansion of existing major employment sites. 

Noted this response is in support of 

potential site allocations. 

957 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
Employment Growth 

Where should new employment be located: 

1. Yes 

2. No 

3. No 

4. Yes 

5. Yes 

Noted 

958 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
Employment Growth No comment Noted 

1171 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Employment Growth b, c and e only. 

Noted but the residents of the most rural 

parts of South Worcestershire need local 

employment opportunities as well. 
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991 Merton College Employment Growth 

Options B and E as this comment is promoting a site 

adjacent to Worcestershire Parkway Station and M5 

junction 7. 

The Sustainability Appraisal recognises that this option 

would have a positive impact on the reduction of 

greenhouse gas emissions, as well as increasing the use of 

sustainable transport (paragraph 3.8.6). As recognised in 

paragraph 3.5.13 of the Sustainability Appraisal, focusing 

new employment development near railway stations 

would be desirable to business owners and would have a 

positive impact on the local economy. This is reflected by 

the ‘major positive’ score under ‘Economy and 

Employment’ in the scoring matrix for this option. We 

consider the score given under ‘Transport and 

Accessibility’ should be revised to ‘major positive’ for this 

option, to reflect the score given in the scoring matrix for 

‘Overall Development Strategy’. 

Noted.  Comments are noted and will be 

considered in the next iteration of the SA 

report.  

1830 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Employment Growth 

New employment sites should be in sustainable locations 

and appropriate for the constraints of the site. 
Agree 

1388 

Abberley Parish 

Council 
Employment Growth 

Abberley Parish Council would prefer to see employment 

growth in the following order 

a - alongside housing growth, 

e- by existing or new rail 

b - at or near motorway junctions 

Noted, the residents of the most rural 

parts of South Worcestershire need local 

employment opportunities as well. 
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3924 

Bishampton and 

Throckmorton 

Parish Council 

Employment Growth 

The following are particularly important to the economy of 

south Worcestershire: 

• Farming, agriculture and horticulture. 

• High tech. 

• Business services. 

• Wholesale and retail. 

• Tourism. 

We think the key issues for the economy are: 

• Ensuring we protect our most successful industrial 

estates and business parks. 

• Ensuring that we identify enough land for our 

future employment needs. 

Previous employment policies (Econ 10) allocated 

Throckmorton Airfield for high tech / light industrial 

use.   The Parish Council considers this is still the preferred 

use, particularly as existing businesses are important for 

National Defence and believes that a similar policy should 

be included in the revised SWDP.  Alternatively, the Parish 

Council believes the open airfield land should be 

considered for a Solar Farm.  Initial assessments indicate 

this could be capable of generating 25 MW of electricity. 

No further expansion of B8 uses should be allowed on the 

airfield unless and until a new link is provided to the A44 

Wyre Piddle bypass. 

Noted, this appears to be qualified 

support for option d. These points will be 

taken into consideration when 

determining the preferred site allocations 

for the SWDP Review. 
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The parishes are very popular with cyclists and cycling 

clubs, which contribute to the local shop and pub. There is 

considerable potential for developing this as part of the 

local tourist economy. 

4354 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Employment Growth 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

The Public Health Directorate support a, d and e. New 

employment located where high quality active travel 

routes can be designed and built regardless of the specific 

location, this maybe near housing growth, existing 

employment sites or rail stations. 

Noted 

4420 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Employment Growth 

All of the suggested locations are suitable, however, 

reference must be made to the local transport 

infrastructure when allocating new employment land. 

Noted, full site appraisals will be carried 

out on all sites and these will include the 

accessibility of sites. 

1740 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Employment Growth a, c and d Noted 

2019 

Wyre Forest 

District Council 
Employment Growth 

The council notes that the majority of employment land is 

to be allocated within the Wychavon District. The revised 

supply of employment land for the 2018-2041 period 

allocated 189.8 hectares of land to Wychavon, 35 ha to 

Worcester and 70 ha to Malvern Hills. The recent report 

from Midlands Connect on the potential conversion of the 

A46 as an express dual carriageway may help to alleviate 

the expected increase in traffic. 

Noted 

2020 

Wyre Forest 

District Council 
Employment Growth 

The Wyre Forest District Council Employment Land Review 

(Oct 2018) concludes that Wyre Forest District is a self 
Noted. 
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contained functional economic market area with the 

majority of residents working within the district. The 

district does not propose to make any site allocations to 

accommodated needs identified in the South 

Worcestershire Economic Development Needs Assessment 

2018. 

2144 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Employment Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

Noted 

2174 IM Land Employment Growth 
A combination of all Options would be appropriate, to 

provide for and stimulate economic growth. 
Agree 

2201 IM Land Employment Growth 

Please see the answer to Question 5. In addition to this, 

employment growth should be located in sustainable 

developments and where this is an identified need. A 

combination of all Options would be appropriate, to 

provide for and stimulate economic growth. 

  

Noted (duplicate entry) 

2240 Natural England Employment Growth 

The chosen approach should result in no adverse impact 

on any designated nature conservation sites or protected 

landscapes. Development should also avoid the Best & 

Agree 
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Most Versatile Land (BMV) where possible. 

2471 

Stoford 

Development Ltd 
Employment Growth 

Large scale B2 and B8 uses should be located close to 

motorway junctions, on trunk roads and through the 

expansion of existing sites. 

Agree that access to the principal road 

network is important for large scale B2 

and B8 occupiers. 

2652 Broadway Trust Employment Growth All options “b – e”. Noted 

2815 Jessup Ltd Employment Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations. 

Noted 

2843 

2 Counties 

Construction 
Employment Growth 

We consider that employment development should be 

considered in the following locations: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

We consider that the development strategy should be 

based on a combination of the following: 

Noted 
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Rail Station Focussed Development - locate all significant 

new development within two miles of an existing, 

enhanced or proposed rail station. 

Continuation of the Adopted SWDP Development Strategy 

- locate new development throughout south 

Worcestershire on the periphery of the city, towns and 

villages linking to the existing road network. 

2847 

2 Counties 

Construction 
Employment Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

Noted 

2864 

Trustees Of The 

Spetchley Estate 
Employment Growth 

The development strategy for distributing employment 

development must be based on a combination of the 

above options and, importantly, supply should be 

informed by and respond to demand. The SW Councils 

must recognise the importance of warehouse floorspace 

needing to be sited at accessible locations, on/next to the 

strategic road network. In this context support is given to 

Option 5b. 

Agree 

3823 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Employment Growth 

 We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: Noted 
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a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

3144 

University of 

Worcester 
Employment Growth 

Sites will be required in all locations but should be 

deliverable, e.g. attractive to the commercial property 

market. 

Agree 

3168 

Ombersley 

Conservation 

Trust 

Employment Growth Option a. Noted 

3171 

Harris Land 

Management 
Employment Growth 

New employment should be located alongside housing 

growth and have access to a trunk road. 

Noted this response is in support of a 

potential site allocation. 

4150 

Richborough 

Estates 
Employment Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

Noted 

3496 

St Modwen 

Developments 

Ltd 

Employment Growth 

In terms of the suggested options for the location of 

employment it is considered that a balanced approach 

should be taken, and each of these offers the opportunity 

to make a contribution to meeting the need for 

Noted, and agree sites should only be 

allocated where it is likely that they will be 

built out for the allocated uses. 
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employment land. Crucially, though, emphasis should be 

placed on identifying sites which are genuinely deliverable; 

they must be viable, and attractive to developers and 

occupiers. 

3518 Maximus Employment Growth 

These options are presented as alternative growth 

options, when in fact a combination of these options will 

be needed to address the significant employment land 

deficit identified in the consultation document. We 

consider that the SWDP needs to allocate a sufficient 

number and range of sites to meet the identified 

employment land requirements and retain and attract 

businesses to the South Worcestershire area. This may 

include sites in all of the locational options identified in 

the consultation document. The focus should be on the 

suitability and deliverability of sites. 

Noted, and agree sites should only be 

allocated where it is likely that they will be 

built out for the allocated uses. 

3594 

North Oak 

Homes 
Employment Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

Noted 

3716 

Gladman 

Developments 
Employment Growth 

Any revised or replacement Local Plan policies should be in 

accordance with the requirements of the NPPF. 
Agree 

3869 Warwickshire Employment Growth Consider that the allocation of land for employment Noted, however the land submitted to the 
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College growth should be based upon market factors and that the 

actual allocation of land will be a mix of different 

locations. 

SHELAA may not be the most attractive 

sites for developers. 

4032 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Employment Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

Noted 

4071 Newland Homes Employment Growth 

We consider that employment development should be 

considered in the following locations: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

Noted 

4075 Newland Homes Employment Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

Noted 
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e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations. 

4111 Piper Homes Employment Growth 

THIS RESPONSE WAS INCORRECETLY TITLED ON THEIR 

RESPONSE FORM UNDER QUESTION 6 INSTEAD OF 

OPTION 5 

We consider that employment development should be 

considered in the following locations: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

Noted 

4107 Piper Homes Employment Growth 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

 An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should be 

reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the supply to 

respond to the clear levels of demand. We do not consider 

that the employment land supply can be distributed more 

evenly. 

Noted, and agree the options for 

allocating additional employment land 

within Worcester are limited. The most 

sustainable location to meet Worcester’s 

need however will be as close to the City 

boundary as possible. 

4334 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Employment Growth 

Alongside the housing growth – no creates unintegrated 

mass – loses sense of place. 

At/near motorway junctions – sometimes but getting to 

Noted 
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saturation. 

Along trunk road corridors (for example the A46) – not fit 

for purpose and A46 to become expressway so in parts 

may move from current location! 

Expand existing employment sites yes if you can and HGV’s 

and rural roads with no foundations not an issue. 

Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations – yes if possible. 

4508 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Employment Growth 

Bloor Homes are firmly of the view that new employment 

land should be located alongside housing growth and to 

expand existing sites, as with the case with Land to the 

South of the Temple Laugherne Fruit Processing Factory. 

As noted in para 8.2 if any employment sites were to be 

de-allocated this would increase the need for additional 

new employment allocations in the SWDPR. Land to the 

South of the Temple Laugherne Fruit Processing Factory is 

a deliverable employment site and should be allocated as 

an employment allocation. 

Noted, the deliverability of this site will be 

considered as part of the site appraisal 

and preferred site allocations processes. 

4461 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Employment Growth 

A combination of options is probably needed. 

• Office developments merely need people (not 

lorries) to be able to reach them: they need to be 

within 0.5 miles from stations (a 10-minute 

walking isochrone). This is probably the maximum 

Noted 
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that would be achievable, reliant on walking.  Two 

miles is much too large a radius: most people will 

not walk that far to work. 

• Employment sites (factories and warehouses) 

needing to handle significant quantities of goods 

obviously need good transport links, but with the 

decline of rail freight, this must mean locations 

with good highway connections. Sites that are well 

linked to motorway junctions may on occasions be 

preferable to development close to the junctions 

themselves. 

• A46 within the County runs though the Cotswolds 

AONB. Development in or close to that AONB 

should be unacceptable on landscape grounds (see 

Q.1).  Development on the best agricultural land in 

the Vale of Evesham should also be unacceptable, 

due to the land quality (see NPPF paras 170-

3).  This means that the use of an A46 corridor 

should not be an acceptable option in this county, 

even if it may be elsewhere (which other CPRE 

branches might dispute).  

719 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Employment Growth 

 a. The SWDP Review should identify those employment 

sites that are essential to the success of the South 

Worcestershire economy and seek to prevent their 

redevelopment for non-employment uses. 

Noted 

793 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Employment Growth 

We consider that both point a) & b) depend upon location. 

Employment sites fail if access is seen to be restricted. We 

would argue that s why Wychavon have achieved a 

Disagree option 16 is a choice between 

seeking to prevent the loss of all 

employment land or just strategic 
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superior employment site take up. The current planning 

policy of requiring a certain amount of employment land 

to be allocated for large developments regardless of 

location would benefit from adjustment. Small 

employment areas for local services and limited 

employees should be included. 

employment land. There may be strategic 

sites that have restricted access such as 

Malvern Hills Science Park and Hartlebury 

Trading Estate compared to the most 

accessible sites such as Worcester 

Business Park. 

3261 

Canal & River 

Trust 
Employment Growth 

Neither option is supported. The potential for the blanket 

protection of employment land is not supported by the 

revised NPPF. There needs to be a review of existing sites, 

particularly those which have been identified as being 

developable such a Diglis in order to look at in detail at 

each employment allocations to establish whether 

benefits may be delivered by a change of use which help in 

the delivery of the Council’s overall objectives and which 

would outweigh any potential loss of employment land. 

Agree and this is one of the roles of the 

Economic Development Needs 

Assessment which has found that the 

supply of commercial premises 

throughout South Worcestershire is sub 

optimal due to the lack of supply. Given 

the current and likely continuing emphasis 

on delivering housing increased protection 

of existing and allocated employment land 

may be justified. 

2606 Historic England Employment Growth 

How might the plan conserve and enhance the quality of 

the historic environment in order to encourage tourism, 

help create successful places for businesses to locate and 

attract inward investment? What opportunities are there 

for heritage-led regeneration? 

These questions will inform the preferred 

options for the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review. 

3076 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Employment Growth 

We think that b. is more flexible and therefore more likely 

to be beneficial to employment. 
Noted 

2526 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Employment Growth 

Agree with both options. In terms of (b) any proposals 

must demonstrate that they do not have adversely 

harmful impact on the overall stock of employment land 

to meet identified need. In addition proposals should 

Noted, and agree in part, however the 

sequential test is a test for new town 

centre development and the application 

of a sequential test for new B2 and B8 
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provide details of the numbers and types of employment 

and jobs that will be delivered. There should also be 

reference to the sequential test and any potential impact 

on the vitality and viability of retail centres. 

uses could not be supported. 

2364 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Employment Growth 

We think that b. is more flexible and therefore more likely 

to be beneficial to employment. 
Noted 

3188 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 
Employment Growth 

The SWDPR should not prevent the redevelopment of 

employment land for residential purposes unless they are 

strategic sites or part of a wider site identified for 

employment purposes/growth. There are countless sites 

across South Worcestershire which are technically classed 

as employment sites but which do not contribute to the 

employment growth of the plan area. The redevelopment 

of these sites would cause no harm to employment growth 

and therefore the redevelopment of these brownfield sites 

for other uses including residential should be permitted 

under policy. 

Noted, the evidence from the South 

Worcestershire Economic Development 

Needs Assessment however suggests 

there is a shortage of land and premises 

for employment uses and in parts of South 

Worcestershire the past loss of older 

industrial estates has contributed to this 

lack of supply. 

2902 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 
Employment Growth 

Agree that key employment sites should be protected for 

redevelopment from non-employment uses. However, this 

should not preclude non-class B uses which would 

otherwise be permitted on such sites. However, it should 

be clear that this policy should apply to those sites which 

are ‘essential’ to the economy and therefore not all Class B 

sites should be affected. 

Noted, response appears to support 

option A. 

967 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
Employment Growth 

Any policy that applies criterion (b) must ensure that it 

allows the conversion of some town centre buildings to 

residential use or other alternative uses, to bring activity 

Option 16 is about the protection of B2 

and B8 uses from conversion to residential 

use as the evidence from the South 
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back into towns and to allow buildings to have a new use 

following the dramatic changes in the retail environment. 

Flexibility in policy will be 

needed when considering redevelopment or re-use of 

town centre buildings. Policy needs to specify that in any 

change to residential use, the appearance of the street 

scheme must be maintained. 

Worcestershire Economic Development 

Needs Assessment suggest that there is a 

shortage of suitable premises for these 

uses. It would be a very unusual case to 

find these uses in a town centre location. 

1078 

Lindridge Parish 

Council 
Employment Growth 

Items a and b are too restrictive.  They do not recognise 

the need/opportunity to redevelop redundant 

commercial/industrial sites in smaller communities, for 

example Eardiston.  This type of redevelopment is 

essential for the sustainability of this rural community. 

Disagree the evidence from the South 

Worcestershire Economic Development 

Needs Assessment suggests there is a 

shortage of land and premises for 

employment uses. To date there is no 

evidence that the development of new 

homes of other uses has been limited by a 

lack of suitable sites. 

1192 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Employment Growth a only. Noted 

1841 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Employment Growth 

Agree with both options. In terms of (Option (b)) any 

proposals must demonstrate that they do not have 

adversely harmful impact on the overall stock of 

employment land to meet identified need. In addition 

proposals should provide details of the numbers and types 

of employment and jobs that will be delivered. There 

should also be reference to the sequential test and any 

potential impact on the vitality and viability of retail 

centres. This is the objective of Policy ME4: Non-

Employment Development within Existing Industrial 

Estates and Business Parks within the Submission Version 

Noted, if the Malvern Neighbourhood Plan 

is adopted consideration will be given to 

the adopted policies to try to ensure they 

are not contradicted by revised Local Plan 

policies. 
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Malvern Neighbourhood Plan. 

1752 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Employment Growth b Noted 

2663 Broadway Trust Employment Growth Adopt both. Noted 

3145 

University of 

Worcester 
Employment Growth 

The University of Worcester considers that option (a) 

should be the preferred approach, provided that the right 

sites are identified in the first place that are demonstrably 

aligned with market requirements and are capable of 

delivery over the plan period. 

Noted 

3511 

St Modwen 

Developments 

Ltd 

Employment Growth 

An approach of directing office growth to the City Centre, 

and then the town centres, remains a sensible one, and 

consistent with emerging aspirations via the City Centre 

Masterplan work. More generally, attention should be 

paid to the evidence base in this regard.  For example, 

Stage 1 of the EDNA begins to take a view on which sites 

that can be excluded by taking out from its estimated 

supply locations where it considers employment 

development is unlikely.  Such an approach is sensible and 

should be translated into policy and allocations. 

If the SWDP Review is to “identify those sites that are 

essential to the success of the south Worcestershire 

economy and seek to prevent their redevelopment for 

non-employment sustaining uses” then this must be 

restricted to those locations which are indeed “essential” 

in the true meaning of the word.  For other locations a 

Agree in part, the South Worcestershire 

Councils however will not be able to meet 

the objectively assessed needs of South 

Worcestershire in full if developers can 

easily flip sites between uses depending 

on the changing price of land for different 

uses. 
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criteria based approach should be used which supports 

other employment generating uses, broadly defined, as an 

alternative, and does not prevent housing where such a 

use can be justified. 

4351 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Employment Growth Option A Noted 

4509 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Employment Growth 

Bloor Homes are supportive of Option 16b where the 

Council’s introduce a policy that is preventive subject to 

exceptions where this is permitted by national planning 

policy. This is for the reason that there needs to be an 

element of flexibility to allow for changing circumstances 

in the economy. 

Noted 

4483 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Employment Growth 

Employment sites that are non-conforming uses in 

residential areas are best recycled to residential use. 

Conversely, employment sites in areas dominated by 

industrial uses should be safeguarded for employment, 

because industrial uses are liable to cause nuisance at a 

level that is unacceptable to residents. Accordingly we 

support a mixture of alternatives a and b. 

Noted, but disagree in part. Non 

conforming uses are very rare and this 

term is often misused by developers who 

would create residential only zones which 

are not as sustainable as a mix of uses. 

4539 

Cotswold District 

Council 
Employment Growth 

Both options are preventative measures. CDC has chosen 

not to provide commentary on the suitability of the 

options presented, although it would be advantageous to 

explain what positive interventions (within the planning 

system and beyond) that are being taken to ensure 

employment land remains viable and used for its intended 

Agree, these options are about how best 

to respond to the evidence provided by 

the South Worcestershire Economic 

Development Needs Assessment that the 

supply of employment land in South 

Worcestershire is constrained and limiting 
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use. the growth of some businesses. 

11 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Employment Growth Blank response Blank response 

41 Prosser Employment Growth 
New employment should be accommodated by expanding 

existing employment sites. 
Noted 

134 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Employment Growth 

5a has it the wrong way around. Most people moving in 

the area have specific skill sets and career expectations, 

which cannot be met by viable 'local' business. The 

housing growth needs to be where there is ready access to 

suitable employment / career opportunities.  

Is there something missing from the evidence base here: 

on the skills / professions of those moving in to the area 

and on where they are finding / can find matching 

employment? 

It is impossible to predict who will occupy 

new homes or what their employment 

needs will be. Increasingly people do not 

make choices about where to live based 

on the location of their work, this is a 

challenge to the aim of achieving 

sustainable development. The plan 

can help to provide the opportunity for 

residents to find work locally by ensuring 

enough land is available for local 

businesses. 

161 

Mr 

Chris 

Williams 

Employment Growth 

Based on the nature of Worcestershire and the limited 

access to urban centres (River Severn bridges) 

employment growth should be focused on most accessible 

transport links, so at/near motorway junctions and 

along trunk road corridors. 

Agree for major new business parks but 

where the scale is appropriate to the 

location employment opportunities are 

needed in all parts of South 

Worcestershire. 

172 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Employment Growth 

New employment growth should be located alongside the 

housing growth and near existing rail stations or 

opportunities for new rail stations. 

Noted 

207 Mr Employment Growth None of the above. Market forces will dictate where Disagree, there will be less development 
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Andrew 

Robinson 

employment growth happens, this sort of 'central 

planning' simply does not work, as evidenced by the fact 

that land allocated in the SWDP has not been developed. 

More consideration should be given to the fact that 

Worcestershire is increasingly becoming a suburb of 

Birmingham, and therefore employment growth will also 

happen through residents commuting outside the SWDP 

area. 

to support new local jobs if planning 

doesn't allocate sites for this type of 

development. The primary purpose of 

planning is to promote sustainable 

development, it seems unlikely that 

market forces will deliver sustainable 

communities based on passed and current 

experience. 

221 

Mr 

Stuart 

Dickenson 

Employment Growth 
New employment should be located near existing rail 

stations or opportunities for new rail stations. 
Noted 

361 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Employment Growth 

My first choice for where new employment should be 

located is option "a". This reduces travel to/from work, 

improves viability of public transport, etc. Following this 

option, option "e" is next. 

However, certain rail station areas such as Shrub Hill could 

provide more opportunities but otherwise not options "d" 

or "e". 

Noted 

1456 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Employment Growth b and e Noted 

413 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Employment Growth A balance of a., d. and e. Noted 

437 

Mr 

Michael 
Employment Growth b&e Noted 
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Thorne 

448 

Mrs 

Jill 

Crawley 

Employment Growth 

As the vision is to reduce the emphasis on private car 

journeys, then employment has to be encouraged near rail 

stations. Or on bus routes. 

Noted 

652 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Employment Growth E and b. Noted 

482 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Employment Growth 
Option 5 - b, c, d and e, where transport facilities can be 

maximised. 
Noted 

2423 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Employment Growth 

It would seem that a mixture of all these locations would 

make sense depending on the nature of the employment. 

Large scale employment, because of logistics should be 

situated near to Motorway or rail links. 

Agree 

1626 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Employment Growth Blank response Blank response 

694 

Mr 

Leon 

Crawley 

Employment Growth 
New employment should be near public transport links 

such as rail stations or bus routes. 
Noted 

1021 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Employment Growth 
New employment should be located alongside the housing 

growth at or near motorway junctions. 
Noted 

1565 

Mr 

David 
Employment Growth Blank response Blank response 
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Yates 

905 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Employment Growth Blank response Blank response 

1102 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Employment Growth 

Expand existing employment sites 

Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

Noted 

1433 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Employment Growth 

I believe it would make sense to locate new employment: 

e. "Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations" as this would encourage the use of public 

transport for travel to work (instead of additional car users 

and congestion on the roads). 

Noted 

1183 

Mr 

Steve 

Davies 

Employment Growth 

New employment and business allocation should be 

nearer to the better transport links. Malvern is already a 

very busy town to drive into and around and adding more 

business will increase congestion and pollution.  

Malvern residents will have to travel 

further, adding to congestion, if there are 

not enough local employment 

opportunities however so coordinating 

development and transport planning is a 

balance to provide the right number of 

jobs in the right places to minimise 

congestion. 

1417 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Employment Growth 

The supply of employment land should be matched to 

demand as this is the most sustainable strategy with a 

minimum need for commuting to work 

Noted, this is one of the purposes of the 

South Worcestershire Economic 

Development Needs Assessment. 

1503 

Miss 

H 
Employment Growth We have had a large increase of this locally and most of 

Noted. Assuming locally is Broomhall I'm 

not aware of recent development for 
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Skate these I have yet to see any employment activity. 

Those sites that have been filled have caused a volume in 

appropriate vehicles on our lanes, traveling at speed. 

employment that could be responsible for 

an increase in speeding traffic. 

1522 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Employment Growth 
Employment growth should be at/near motorway 

junctions 
Noted 

1572 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Employment Growth B. To minimise suburban traffic. Noted 

4278 

Mr 

Paul 

Brown 

Employment Growth 

With respect: Option 5, Employment Growth, is not fit for 

purpose. It ignores the variety in employment and the 

multiplicity of motivations among consultees. For 

example, is one to answer from the point of view of a long 

retired cottager with strong emotional links to the 

property passed down the family, or from that of a city-

dwelling young mum thinking of her infant’s needs in 15 

years’ time, or of what a heavy drop forge Managing 

Director will be looking for when searching the Midlands 

for a new location? It needs breaking down into several 

layers. With the earlier paragraph about disproportionate 

growth of manufacturing in Worcestershire, it is not clear 

whether Option 5 is about more manufacturing 

employment or about all kinds of employment. If only the 

former, that needs to be made clear by including the word 

“manufacturing in the heading of the blue background 

box. If it is meant to be the latter, that justifies further 

layering of the Option. Reasons for siting a drop forge at 

Strongly disagree option 5 is a choice 

between slavishly following the market 

trends of the past ten years as evidenced 

in the Economic Development Needs 

Assessment in which case your answer 

would be no, or planning for a more even 

spread of employment opportunities than 

has been provided by the market in the 

past ten years in which case your answer 

would be yes. No need to seek any deeper 

meanings. 
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one of the types of location listed are unlikely to be similar 

to considerations a care home will have for deciding where 

they wish to be. Electronics assembly and dairy farming 

will have different preferences and present different 

potential problems in relation to planning. 

Any attempts by consultees to actually answer the present 

version of this option are likely to be based on 

presumptions they felt obliged to make even though any 

grounds for them were not given in the SWDPR draft. 

Their suggestions are therefore at risk of being given in 

ignorance. 

3545 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Employment Growth 

Section paragraph 8.20 does not encourage developers to 

build employment on allocated employment land, as they 

could hold out to the next plan (SWDPR2- in a further five 

years time) whether land values would increase as housing 

land is worth more than industrial land. 

If, as stated, “most of the employment land is to be in 

Wychavon”, housing should be close to employment land. 

Option 5 – paragraph a – some small employment units 

should be reasonably close to the housing growth but I 

believe that major employment should be at paragraph B 

or C – i.e. at or near motorway junctions or along trunk 

road corridors. The trunk roads have to be capable of 

taking the extra heavy vehicles. 

Noted, and agree sites should only be 

allocated where it is likely that they will be 

built out for the allocated uses. 

1949 Mr Employment Growth Option d but remain mindful of congestion and ensure Noted, at the preferred options stage of 
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George 

Glaze 

infrastructure is improved accordingly the plan review an Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan will be published identifying the 

essential infrastructure required to 

support the preferred site allocations. 

2488 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Employment Growth Support option a. Noted 

2076 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Employment Growth 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation 

to the above question but do nevertheless reserve the 

right to comment further on this in so far as it may affect 

our client’s land interests. 

Noted 

2564 

Land 

Partnerships 

Developments 

Ltd 

Employment Growth 

We consider that the allocation of land for employment 

growth should be based upon market-based factors. This 

would include a variety of locations including sites at 

motorway junctions and the principal highways including 

the A449 and the A46.  

Agree in part, allocations need to be 

capable of being delivered by the property 

market but other objectives also need to 

be supported by any preferred site 

allocations. 

2961 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Employment Growth Employment Growth.  Prioritise e) but all are worthwhile Noted 

3418 Johnson Brothers Employment Growth 

Given the extent of employment land demand within 

South Worcestershire identified above, it is appropriate to 

pursue an approach comprised of a mixture of the above 

options. 

Option d should be the preferred option with option a the 

second preference. Honeybourne Airfield (CFS0924) is a 

suitable location if these options are given priority. 

Noted 
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4300 Summix Ltd Employment Growth 

Summix Limited has no specific comments to offer in 

relation to the remaining Questions and Options in the 

Review Consultation at this juncture beyond the relevant 

comments included in Section 3, which provide Summix’s 

position in relation to the matters of detail that the Plan 

Review will address moving forward. 

Noted 

3750 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Employment Growth 

We consider that in reality, because of its tightly-drawn 

development boundary, Worcester can contribute the 

least to the overall supply of employment land. 

An agreement between Malvern and Wychavon should be 

reached quickly in terms of how to apportion the supply to 

respond to the clear levels of demand. We do not consider 

that the employment land supply can be distributed more 

evenly. 

Noted, and agree the options for 

allocating additional employment land 

within Worcester are limited. The most 

sustainable location to meet Worcester’s 

need however will be as close to the City 

boundary as possible. 

3753 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Employment Growth 

We consider new employment should be located as 

follows: 

a. Alongside the housing growth 

b. At/near motorway junctions 

e. Near existing rail stations or opportunities for new rail 

stations 

Noted 

3893 

Society of 

Merchant 

Venturers 

Employment Growth 

The SMV supports the view that new employment land 

should be delivered alongside new homes and be located 

at motorway junctions (i.e. Options A and B). 
Noted, response supports CFS0206. 
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The proposals subject of these representations could 

deliver circa 80-100 ha of employment land in a 

sustainable location along the M5 and would make a 

sizeable contribution to the economic needs of the 

combined South Worcestershire Councils. Initial feasibility 

studies indicate that an additional motorway junction can 

be accommodated between Junctions 7 and 8 of the M5 

motorway to facilitate access to this land. 

Furthermore, the scale of development proposed will 

ensure that complimentary business/suppliers etc. can 

locate together. In addition, the new settlement in the 

location proposed will deliver c. 5,000 dwellings ensuring 

that businesses have access to a large-scale workforce and 

internalise a number of trips. 

59 Prosser Employment Growth 

The SWDPR should include a policy which seeks to prevent 

the redevelopment of employment land for residential 

purposes, but is more accommodating to proposals for 

change of use to other employment generating uses. 

Noted 

104 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Employment Growth 

The SWDPR should identify those sites that are essential to 

the success of the south Worcestershire economy and 

seek to prevent their redevelopment for non-employment 

sustaining uses. 

Noted 

140 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Employment Growth 

Not sure of the subtleties behind the distinction between 

'employment sustaining' and 'employment generating', 

but I think (b) seems preferable (more flexible in response 

to changing patterns of business / work). 

Noted, the difference in the two options is 

actually whether planning policy seeks to 

prevent residential redevelopment of all 

existing land used for employment or just 

those industrial estates/business parks 
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that are considered strategic to the South 

Worcestershire economy. 

377 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Employment Growth 

Option "b". 

Whereas it is a good idea to protect some sites that may 

be essential for the South Worcestershire economy, this 

assumes we can know how the economy will develop - this 

is impossible to predict. There must be flexibility and 

option "a" does not give that. 

Noted, option B is the comprehensive 

approach which was part of Local Plan 

policy before the adoption of the SWDP. 

440 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

Employment Growth a Noted 

666 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Employment Growth B Noted 

810 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Employment Growth 

Option 16 a - To be honest, I'm not sure these are the right 

questions. Businesses have a choice of where they locate, 

and I would suggest that GOOD transport links are a key 

factor, and Worcester hasn't historically had many 

(compared to other counties) that are either close to 

motorway junctions or near "good" roads with no traffic 

congestion. Unfortunately Worcester has TERRIBLE road 

congestion, in part due to the old infrastructure, but also 

due to bad past decisions. 

Whilst the new "dualling" of the A4440 Temeside Way will 

help in the short term, I believe that the long term solution 

Disagree the South Worcestershire 

Economic Development Needs 

Assessment provides evidence that 

businesses do not have a choice of where 

to locate and the manufacturing sector is 

stronger in the area and likely to grow. 

The largest industrial estate in SW is at 

Hartlebury and is popular with business 

despite having less than perfect access. 
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is for the 'Ring Road" around Worcester needs to be 

completed and connect up to the A443 AND the A449 to 

really provide the connectivity to Kidderminster and 

beyond without traffic needing to go through the city 

centre. At present we only have two bridges over the river 

Severn and they struggle to cope with the present volume 

of traffic. Therefore if the "Ring Road" was completed as 

outlined above, I believe this would greatly assist in 

Businesses locating to the area.   

For me the second thing is GOOD internet and mobile 

phone networks. Businesses have ever changing needs.  

At the moment my impression is that Worcester is 

effectively a commuter town, rather than an industrial hub 

where businesses want to relocate to for the reasons 

above. What currently differentiates Worcester to other 

towns or cities in the Midlands and makes people to want 

to locate here ?     

2435 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Employment Growth I would agree with both A & B 

Noted, option a however would also be 

achieved if option b were taken forward 

so both options are not required. 

1640 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Employment Growth Blank response Blank response 

922 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Employment Growth Blank response Blank response 
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1132 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Employment Growth 

include a policy that seeks to prevent the redevelopment 

of employment land for residential purposes but is more 

accommodating to proposals for change of use to other 

employment generating uses. 

Noted 

1198 

Mr 

Steve 

Davies 

Employment Growth 

To attract businesses there needs to be good access and 

allocation for parking etc. By putting business allocations 

into housing developments this is not catered. The 

development on North Site in Malvern is a prime example 

of this where the 'business' allocation was put at the 

deepest part of the development meaning access was very 

poor. Surprisingly enough this was not taken up by 

businesses and was then re-allocated for more houses. 

Agree, site allocations for employment on 

mixed development sites need to be on 

the most prominent part of the site with 

the best access to the existing highway 

network. 

3559 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Employment Growth 

I agree with both section A and section B. 

Section a – these sites are probably identified as being 

near transport hubs/transport corridors. 

Section B – the redevelopment of employment land for 

residential purposes must be prevented at all costs due to 

the fact that if it is not, developers will put it in for 

employment land, not develop it and wait five years or so, 

and then want to change it to housing because it is more 

profitable. 

Noted, and agree any new policies or 

allocations need to minimise the risk that 

development will not come forward in 

accordance with the plan. 

1952 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Employment Growth Option b Noted 

2496 Mr Employment Growth Support "a" Noted 
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Andrew 

Medcalf 

2089 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Employment Growth 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation 

to Options 16 - 23 but do nevertheless reserve the right to 

comment further on this in so far as it may affect our 

client’s land interests. 

Noted 

2107 

Ms 

Anna 

Frankel 

Employment Growth 

I do not want employment land used for retail or food 

outlets, such as drive in takeaways.   The employment is 

poor and the products make little, if any contribution to 

the health of the community. 

Noted, option B would be most likely to 

support the aim suggested by this 

response. 

2972 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Employment Growth Probably favour b) Noted 

3435 Johnson Brothers Employment Growth 

The identification of sites that are considered essential to 

the success of the South Worcestershire economy is 

supported. However, a rigid approach to restrict their 

development for non-employment sustaining uses is not 

supported. 

A flexible approach to employment land should be taken, 

to allow for sites to accommodate market fluctuations and 

varied demand towards both employment and alternative 

uses. 

Disagree, the SWDP needs to meet the 

objectively assessed needs of South 

Worcestershire in full. This cannot be 

achieved if land owners can flip site 

allocations depending on the changing 

price of land for different uses. 

454 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

The assessment seems reasonable.  There is a difference in 

the needs and requirements between rural and urban 

areas. 

Noted 
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733 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

The assessment seems reasonable.  

Rural sites tend to accommodate small workshops and 

office accommodation for rural enterprises. 

Noted 

795 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 
We support the outlined objectives. Noted 

2589 Historic England 
Types of Sites and 

Premises 

How might the plan conserve and enhance the quality of 

the historic environment in order to encourage tourism, 

help create successful places for businesses to locate and 

attract inward investment? What opportunities are there 

for heritage-led regeneration? 

These questions will inform the preferred 

options for the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review. 

2527 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

There does not appear to be any reference to 

microbusinesses (i.e. businesses with less than 10 

employees) which accounts for around 96% of all 

businesses in the UK (House of Commons Standard Note 

‘Small Businesses and the UK Economy’ (December 2014)). 

In addition there does not appear to be any reference to 

home working and businesses from home. 

Agree consideration needs to be given to 

whether or not there is a need for a Local 

Plan policy to support microbusiness and 

homeworking. 

2278 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

i) Agree with the assessment, especially the need for 

commercial/office accommodation. Small units in rural 

areas required, perhaps shared office space. 

Noted 

2365 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

We do not feel qualified to give an opinion on this 

question. 
Noted 

2919 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

Have reviewed EDNA and they are generally consistent 

with the experience of the representor. As per Para 5.2 of 

Noted, consideration will be given to the 

removal of the major developed site in the 
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EDNA, we agree there is a shortage of suitable land. For 

this reason, the representor proposes that Hartlebury 

MDS is removed from the Green Belt to make it easier to 

achieve the redevelopment of previously development 

sites in the MDS and to achieve expansion of 

sites/buildings in the MDS. Second, we propose additional 

land for employment related development is identified at 

Hartlebury. 

The EDNA should be amended to reflect the importance of 

Hartlebury Estate to the economy. 

The removal of Hartlebury from the Green Belt and 

release of further employment land would be consistent 

with the NPPF. 

We are in general agreement with the assessment of types 

of sites and premises identified. It isn’t however correct to 

say large operators require sites for design and build and 

there shouldn’t be restrictions on such sized sites. Such 

sites should be allocated at existing employment locations 

as extensions to such sites. Smaller scale sites can be 

allocated in rural areas. 

Green Belt at Hartlebury from the West 

Midlands Green Belt. 

1194 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

1. Yes this assessment is broadly correct. 

2. Yes, transport infrastructure and impact. 

3. No.  

Noted 
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1813 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

There does not appear to be any reference to 

microbusinesses (i.e. businesses with fewer than 10 

employees) which accounts for around 96% of all 

businesses in the UK (House of Commons Standard Note 

‘Small Businesses and the UK Economy’ (December 2014)). 

In addition there does not appear to be any reference to 

home working and businesses from home. 

There needs to be a range of employment sites that are 

appropriate to their location which provide job 

opportunities to people living in urban and rural locations 

within South Worcestershire. Each business will have 

different needs and requirements in terms of land, 

buildings, service, delivery and car parking. There will also 

be a different set of environmental, infrastructure and 

development constraints depending on whether the site is 

located within an urban or rural area. This will need to be 

reflected in the appropriate site allocation and 

development management policies. 

Is there anything the Stage 1 EDNA has missed? - No 

comment at this stage. 

Agree consideration needs to be given to 

whether or not there is a need for Local 

Plan policy to support microbusiness and 

homeworking. 

2467 

Stoford 

Development Ltd 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

Stoford do not have concerns with regards to the 

assessment of the types of sites and premises as set out at 

paragraph 10.10 of the Consultation paper. 

With regards to Worcester Six, this is one of few sites in a 

location that can meet larger scale employment needs 

without impacting on the local road network and where 

Noted 
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improvements to the local road network have already 

been undertaken commensurate with the scale of 

development consented at Worcester Six (and remaining 

to be built). As such, it should be allowed to benefit from a 

policy framework that is not overly restrictive (i.e. allowing 

further B8 development alongside research & 

development and manufacturing), enabling delivery where 

the specifics of an application proposal are acceptable. 

2665 Broadway Trust 
Types of Sites and 

Premises 

There is in many respects a distinct difference between 

urban and rural locations and their ability to accommodate 

and support growth. 

Noted 

2886 

Trustees Of The 

Spetchley Estate 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

There are no concerns raised with the assessment of types 

of sites and premises as set out at paragraph 10.10 of the 

Consultation Paper. TSE considers it fundamental for the 

SWDPR to be underpinned by the findings of the 

assessment when it comes to allocating sites for 

employment uses. 

With regard to Worcester Six, this is one of few sites in a 

location that can meet larger scale employment needs 

without impacting on the local road network. As such, it 

should be allowed to benefit from a policy framework that 

is not overly restrictive, enabling delivery where the 

specifics of an application proposal are acceptable. 

Noted, consideration will be given to the 

need for a specific policy for Worcester 

Business park. 

3146 

University of 

Worcester 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

The University agrees generally with the assessment of 

types of sites and premises and emphasises that 

allocations should be made according to their ability to 

meet particular sectoral needs so that the SWDPR will 

Noted, the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review however needs 

to ensure that the economic potential of 

the whole of South Worcestershire is not 
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include a balanced and deliverable portfolio of 

employment land. The University would emphasise also 

the importance of location, particularly in relation to 

accessibility to the strategic highway network, on a site 

specific and relative basis, as a key factor determining 

suitability alongside the type and size of site. 

held back due to a lack of employment 

land. It will therefore be necessary to 

allocate sites throughout South 

Worcestershire not just immediately 

adjacent to the strategic highway 

network. 

3512 

St Modwen 

Developments 

Ltd 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

The markets identified by the EDNA provide a sensible 

framework through which an assessment can be made as 

the basis for site allocation. However, it is important that 

policies and allocations are then taken forward in a more 

general and flexible manner, and do not attempt to 

discriminate in too much detail about the specific sectoral 

needs they are intended to address.  Rather, and unless 

the specific character of a site or the nature of a particular 

requirement demands otherwise the SWDP Review should 

leave it to market forces to determine what mix of 

employment, broadly defined, is to be delivered.  It might 

usefully require developers to explain the rationale for the 

mix they have selected for any given site. 

Agree the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review cannot 

promote development that isn't viable. If 

the evidence commissioned to support 

the plan indicates however that some 

parts of the economy of South 

Worcestershire are being held back by a 

lack of premises then the plan needs to do 

what it can to resolve this situation. 

3519 Maximus 
Types of Sites and 

Premises 

The consultation document recognises that South 

Worcestershire is a diverse area when it comes to 

employment land needs and requirements. A range of 

different sites and premises to accommodate those needs 

is therefore required including premises of around 200-

1,000 sq.m. for smaller industrial operators, premises of 

2,000-3,000 sq.m. for mid-sized industrial operators, land 

and premises for larger industrial and warehouse 

operators with good road transport connections, 

corporate offices in business park and city centre locations 

Noted, the deliverability of this site will be 

considered as part of the site appraisal 

and preferred site allocations processes. 
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and small offices for SMEs in a variety of locations. We 

fully agree with this conclusion. 

As further detailed in the Site Supporting Statement 

submitted with these representations, the proposed 

development at the land off Blackpole Road has the 

potential to support a range of building sizes to 

accommodate market demands; from small scale units for 

SMEs to larger scale warehouses. 

4352 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

Do you agree with this assessment of the types of sites 

and premises and their needs and should the SWDPR use 

the assessment as a basis for allocating sites for 

employment uses? 

I disagree with two aspects – smaller businesses could be 

in cat 2 or 3 settlements if standards are high, HGV usage 

is controlled, depends on business and setting. 

I remind SWDP that major company’s e, g.G4 could be in 

rural areas if respectful of landscape /setting and HGV not 

an issue. 

Is there any difference in needs and requirements 

between urban and rural locations across south 

Worcestershire? Very much so 

Is there anything the Stage 1 EDNA has missed? No 

Noted, once business premises are 

approved however it is not possible to 

control how future occupiers might use 

them or control the number of HGV 

movements. 

60 Prosser Types of Sites and Stage 1 EDNA has covered all areas. Noted 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 697



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Premises 

288 

Linda and John 

Pugh 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

There is a clear difference between urban and rural 

provision as the latter probably requires more travelling. 

We ought to be planning more urban development in 

particular in Worcester town where retail is destined to 

become smaller. Redevelopment would be ideal to take 

out many of the empty properties in town centres and use 

of vacant space above retail outlets and in some instance 

demolition. 

Disagree it is unlikely that the needs of 

many business looking for B1, B2 or B8 

premises can be accommodated by town 

centre redevelopment. 

378 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

I generally agree except for the need for larger industrial 

and ware house operations, which I do not accept are 

relevant to this area, nor do I want in this area. 

There is a very definite difference in needs between the 

urban and rural locations and this should be provided for. 

Noted 

1467 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes, the residential regeneration of high streets 

following the impact of the internet on shops ie change to 

residential use. 

Noted, a retail study has been 

commissioned which will consider the 

need for retail floor space and all aspects 

of the changes in how South 

Worcestershire residents shop. 

2436 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 
I would agree with the current approach. Noted 

923 

Mr 

Martin 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 
Blank response Blank response 
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Pollard 

1133 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

A range of different sites are needed to meet diverse 

employment requirements 
Agree 

1143 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

I agree with the need for a range of different sites and 

premises to meet diverse requirements. 
Noted 

3587 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 

Bullet point 1 talks about small industrial operators that 

typically employ less than 20-30 people. There is nothing 

at all. Within this policy or question relating to small 

industrial units. Malvern Hills is in need for small industrial 

units of between 75 m² and 300 m². These units are for 

small start-up businesses where a one-man band can start 

with a 75 m² but on the same site will require possibly to 

expand. These small units scattered throughout the South 

Worcestershire development plan area will help create 

small businesses and reduce the need for travel. 

These type of units are desperately needed within Malvern 

Hill villages and also within the towns. The nearest 

purpose-built units to Kempsey is either at Hanley Swan or 

Lower Wick in Worcester, which are both to the west of 

the River Severn where a lot of travelling is required. 

Agree, there is awareness that the market 

is not currently delivering premises 

suitable for start up and smaller business. 

The South Worcestershire Development 

Plan Review preferred options will seek to 

encourage smaller units but any 

development is dependant on the viability 

of the end product. 

2973 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Types of Sites and 

Premises 
Yes I broadly agree with the proposition. Noted 

3440 Johnson Brothers Types of Sites and Whilst it is contented that Honeybourne Airfield Noted 
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Premises represents a sustainable site for development and does 

not therefore fall into the traditional description of ‘rural’, 

it remains that the Airfield makes a significant contribution 

to the rural economy, as well as the wider economy 

around Honeybourne and beyond. 

 The above growth options are therefore all broadly 

supported. 

720 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Live/Work Units 

The construction of live work units can give rise both to 

inappropriate siting of employment land and 

inappropriate residential development in unsustainable 

locations. A specific policy should not be included. 

Agree, however the best way to ensure 

live work units are appropriate to a 

location is to have a Local Plan policy that 

seeks to control both where this type of 

development is located and the 

characteristics of the development. Many 

barn conversions do not require a full 

planning application as they are often 

permitted development. Where a barn 

conversion does require a planning 

application this will be determined in 

accordance with a number of other Local 

Plan policies. 

796 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Live/Work Units 

Live/work units should not be permitted to gain spurious 

planning permissions beyond development boundaries. A 

limited number of genuine units should be permitted in 

rural areas. 

Agree, however the best way to ensure 

live work units are appropriate to a 

location is to have a Local Plan policy that 

seeks to control both where this type of 

development is located and the 

characteristics of the development. 

2607 Historic England Live/Work Units Response refers to Questions 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8, and Options Noted 
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1-24 inclusive but there are no specific references to live 

work units. 

3077 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Live/Work Units B Noted 

2528 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Live/Work Units 

The criteria within SWDP8g would appear to remain 

relevant (Option (a)). It may be appropriate to identify 

live/work hubs on strategic sites and large employment 

allocations to help bring forward live/work units (Option 

(b)). However, this should not be viewed as a means or 

device for changing employment allocations to residential 

allocations. 

Noted, and agree policy should not 

support the loss of employment land or 

employment allocations to residential 

uses. 

2279 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Live/Work Units 
c. A more relaxed policy may enable the provision of 

Live/Work units, especially in rural areas. 
Noted 

2366 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Live/Work Units 

We have not had any applications under SWDP8g, but, if it 

seems to be working satisfactorily elsewhere, we would 

choose a. 

Noted 

3189 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 
Live/Work Units 

A specific more relaxed policy on live work units similar to 

a rural exception sites should be introduced in the SWDPR. 
Noted 

2903 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 
Live/Work Units 

We don’t consider live/work units should form the basis 

for a specific policy but should be determined on its 

merits. 

Noted 

968 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
Live/Work Units 

Any policy for dealing with live/work units must ensure 

that it allows the conversion of some town centre 

buildings to residential/employment use, to bring activity 

back into towns and to allow buildings to have a new use 

Noted, this will be considered with the 

review of SWDP policies 9 and 10 however 

given the range of premises already 

available within town centres it is unlikely 
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following the dramatic changes in the retail environment. that live work units would secure 

occupiers that need both the live and the 

work accommodation in a single property. 

1079 

Lindridge Parish 

Council 
Live/Work Units We thoroughly endorse item c. Noted 

1195 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Live/Work Units d only. Noted 

1842 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Live/Work Units 

The criteria within SWDP8g would appear to remain 

relevant (Option (a)). It may be appropriate to identify 

live/work hubs on strategic sites and large employment 

allocations to help bring forward live/work units (Option 

(b)). However, this should not be viewed as a means or 

device for changing employment allocations to residential 

allocations. 

Noted, and agree policy should not 

support the loss of employment land or 

employment allocations to residential 

uses. 

3727 

Upton Upon 

Severn Town 

Council 

Live/Work Units 

The Council is, in general, in support of live/work units. In 

order to preserve the local community, the Council does 

not wish Upton upon Severn to drift towards becoming a 

commuter town, so local employment is necessary. For 

this reason, the Council is also disappointed that there is 

not a greater proportion of employment land in the 

Malvern Hills district. 

Agree the rebalancing of employment 

land across the SW districts is a question 

(question 5) within the issues and options 

consultation. 

1753 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Live/Work Units c Noted 

2666 Broadway Trust Live/Work Units Adopt “d”. Noted 

2746 TN & DJ Stratton Live/Work Units c. Set out a more relaxed policy for live/work units to Noted 
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encourage more to come forward. 

3292 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Live/Work Units 

We do not consider that live/work units should form the 

basis for a specific policy but should be determined on its 

merits. Our experience indicates that it has been difficult 

to bring forward such sites for planning and funding 

reasons. 

Noted 

3882 

Warwickshire 

College 
Live/Work Units 

Consider that live/work units should form the basis for a 

specific policy but should be determined on its merits. 

Noted, however if you think applications 

should be determined on their merits you 

can't also determine in line with a 

planning policy. 

3947 Madresfield Live/Work Units 

We do not consider that live/work units should form the 

basis for a specific policy but should be determined on its 

merits. Our experience indicates that it has been difficult 

to bring forward such sites for planning and funding 

reasons. 

Noted 

4353 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Live/Work Units Option A Noted 

4484 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Live/Work Units 

The present criteria may be over-restrictive. A house with 

a cabinet-maker’s workshop, where one craftsman 

worked, could legitimately be described as a live-work 

unit, but unless the workshop was 1.5 times as large as the 

house, it would not qualify.  This would also apply to an 

accountant or doctor practising his profession from home. 

Equally the limitation on 3 bedrooms seems inappropriate. 

Noted, this policy is however not about 

working from home but about the 

development of live work units. Agree 

some developers have tried unsuccessfully 

in the past to use live work schemes as a 

way to develop general needs housing. 
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How this should be judged depends on the scale of the 

endeavour.  On occasions applications for live-work units 

have been a means of attempting to get around 

restrictions on new houses.  It may be better to require 

them to be in locations that are suitable both for a house 

and for an employment use.  For the employment aspect 

of this, an important test may be how far the works has 

non-resident staff.  

61 Prosser Live/Work Units 
The SWDPR should continue to set out detailed 

requirements for live work units as in SWDP8G. 
Noted 

105 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Live/Work Units 
The SWDPR should set out a more relaxed policy for 

live/work units to encourage more to come forward. 
Noted 

343 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

Live/Work Units Option C is my preference. Noted 

379 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Live/Work Units 

We should adopt option "c". Live/work units should be 

encouraged as this is how small businesses usually start 

before they grow and it also contributes to better 

sustainable communities. 

Noted, however very few start up 

businesses purchase or occupy live work 

units as this isn't the same as starting a 

business from your existing home. 

422 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Live/Work Units Option a. Noted 

1468 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Live/Work Units a  Noted 
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2437 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Live/Work Units 
D… I would favour this as the most flexible approach to 

what would be very individual and sporadic proposals. 
Noted 

2803 

Mr 

Stephen 

Hyde 

Live/Work Units 

Current mortgage providers make it difficult to value 

mortgages for live work units particularly where the split is 

60% employment, 40% live. Perhaps the Worcs 

LEP/chamber of commerce should be asked to review and 

develop a proactive and deliverable strategy. Hubs could 

possible generate significant business movement and put 

adverse pressure on local infrastructure. IT/Superfast 

broadband is vital for these businesses. 

Noted, however live work units are 

intended to support the local economy 

and are not an alternative way of meeting 

housing needs. It is not therefore 

surprising that conventional mortgages do 

not support this type of development. Any 

strategy would need to be based on the 

objectively assessed need for live/work 

accommodation. 

1649 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Live/Work Units Blank Response Blank Response 

691 

Miss 

Maureen 

Williams 

Live/Work Units 

c - a more relaxed policy for live/work units needs to be 

developed to encourage more to come forward and to 

encourage more people to work from home to save 

energy and needless travel. These do not need to be the 

old-fashioned rural occupations 

Noted, however a live work unit is not the 

same as working from your existing home. 

Live work units only meet the needs of a 

limited range of employment activities. 

884 

Mrs 

Kathleen 

Maddams 

Live/Work Units 

Live/Work units should reflect occupations done in the 

country side e.g. working at home not just rural 

occupations 

Noted, many activities can be 

accommodated by home working and 

live/work units are only required by a 

limited range of activities often involving 

craft skills and manufacture. 

924 

Mr 

Martin 
Live/Work Units Blank entry Blank entry 
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Pollard 

1277 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Live/Work Units Section b. seems best. Noted 

1579 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Live/Work Units C. Live / work units are inherently more sustainable. Noted 

3560 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Live/Work Units 

I believe that the more relaxed policy as item C should be 

encouraged. There are occasions where just outside a 

settlement boundary (i.e. contrary to policy SWDP 2), in 

open countryside, a single live/work unit or a couple of 

live/work units could be beneficial. I also believe that 

SWDP 8 policy G ii to restrict residential part to only three 

bedrooms is detrimental. A family consisting of a mother, 

father, and say 3 children – would need four bedrooms for 

a father and say two of the children to work in the unit 

would then not be possible. 

Some sort of restriction should also be placed within the 

policy so that both the employment and the 

accommodation remained together and cannot be sold off 

separately. I also believe that G i should be amended to 

read "the residential unit is ancillary with ground floor 

space split at least 50% employment and no more than 

50% residential". 

Noted, however policy SWDP12 is not a 

site allocations policy nor a development 

strategy. If a policy for live work units is 

retained then it should clearly be 

supportive of economic objectives and not 

just another housing policy. 

1953 

Mr 

George 
Live/Work Units option a Noted 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 706



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Glaze 

2497 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Live/Work Units 

Support "c". There should be much more flexibility 

allowing many more employed persons to have a 

workspace and work from home plus all the needs of 

business persons. 

Noted, however the demand for live work 

units that will be fully used is very 

uncertain. 

2090 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Live/Work Units 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation 

to Options 16 - 23 but do nevertheless eserve the right to 

comment further on this in so far as it may affect our 

client’s land interests. 

Noted 

2332 

Jan 

Russell 
Live/Work Units C Noted 

2479 Valefresco Ltd Live/Work Units 

The SWDPR should set out a more relaxed policy for 

live/work units to encourage more to come forward. Live 

work units would reduce the need to travel and promote 

sustainable development, bringing social and economic 

benefits. 

Noted and agree in part, live work units 

can be a sustainable form of development 

but only if occupiers use both the living 

and the working accommodation. 

2974 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Live/Work Units 

We should definitely give strong supporting emphasis to 

live-work developments although with careful guidelines 

as in a), to avoid abuse of the option. 

Noted 

721 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
The Rural Economy 

a.  Some sites may be suitable for employment uses in 

rural areas. 

b. & c.  Specific policies on larger farm diversification 

projects and large scale agricultural/horticultural 

development should be developed. 

Noted 
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d.  Existing rural business parks should only be extended if 

the need can be justified and this should be balanced 

against any harm caused to the local environment. 

797 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

The Rural Economy 

We support the development of employment areas in 

rural locations provided they are supported by qualified 

evidence. 

Noted and agree allocations need to be 

based on evidenced need. 

3262 

Canal & River 

Trust 
The Rural Economy 

B is the preferred option. 

Given the Non-Footloose Nature of Waterways and there 

fixed location these assets have particular land use 

implications and locational requirements arising from this 

inherent constraint which need to be acknowledged and 

treated flexibly within planning policy. 

Noted 

2608 Historic England The Rural Economy 

What opportunities does the reuse or adaptation of 

traditional buildings provide for supporting the rural 

economy or providing homes for local people? What 

potential is there for new heritage-led tourism initiatives? 

These questions will inform the preferred 

options for the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review. 

3078 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
The Rural Economy Options c or d. Noted 

2529 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
The Rural Economy 

Agree in principle with Options (a) and (c) subject to the 

policy including appropriate criteria. In terms of Options 

(b) and (d) this would need to be based on whether it was 

appropriate to extend the site or Rural Business Park in 

relation to neighbouring properties, landscape character, 

environmental constraints and accessibility of the site or 

RBP in terms of travel and whether there are opportunities 

to provide alternative means of travel than the car. 

Noted and agree any allocations need to 

be the most appropriate having regard to 

the merits of the location. 
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2280 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

The Rural Economy 

Many homes in rural areas in MHDC are occupied by 

professional people and less so by those employed in 

agriculture. There is a need for small commercial units; 

perhaps offering shared facilities for occupants. SWDP 

should accommodate a and d. 

b. & c should not be adopted as there is insufficient labour 

in the South Worcs to meet the current needs of large 

scale agricultural/horticultural employers. 

Noted 

2367 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
The Rural Economy 

We would certainly support c. since large scale glasshouse 

horticultural development is certainly much more like 

factory development than conventional agriculture. We 

would also support a. so that employment sites in rural 

areas are subjected to a proper plan-led appraisal. 

Noted, however there are conflicting 

opinions about where the most 

appropriate location for large scale 

horticultural development is. 

3190 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 
The Rural Economy 

Planning rules should be relaxed to allow rural businesses 

to expand and farm diversifications projects to proceed 

without forensic questioning with certain provisos in a 

traditional criterion based policy. 

Noted 

2877 

Malvern 

Community 

Forest 

The Rural Economy 
SWDP12 should include a policy to support the woodland 

based economy and businesses. 

Noted, consideration will be given to 

including the suggested policy and 

reasoned justification wording in the 

SWDP. 

969 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
The Rural Economy 

Any policy must re-enforce the need to protect the AONB, 

Green Belt, BMVAL, historic landscapes, Conservation 

Areas, historic buildings. 

Noted, the SWDP will continue to include 

policies intended to protect the special 

characteristics of South Worcestershire. 

1080 

Lindridge Parish 

Council 
The Rural Economy 

With reference to item a, we think it would be beneficial 

to recognise the reuse of brown field sites in these 

Noted, site allocations will always look 

to allocate brown field sites ahead of 
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locations before allocating new sites. green field sites. 

1196 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
The Rural Economy Option a only. Noted 

1843 

Malvern Town 

Council 
The Rural Economy 

Agree in principle with Options (a) and (c) subject to the 

policy including appropriate criteria. In terms of Options 

(b) and (d) this would need to be based on whether it was 

appropriate to extend the site or Rural Business Park in 

relation to neighbouring properties, landscape character, 

environmental constraints and accessibility of the site or 

RBP in terms of travel and whether there are opportunities 

to provide alternative means of travel than the car. 

Noted and agree any allocations need to 

be the most appropriate having regard to 

the merits of the location. 

3918 

Little Comberton 

Parish Council 
The Rural Economy 

Little Comberton Parish Council would like to see stronger 

policies to prevent inappropriately-located, large scale 

horticultural development which not only have an adverse 

impact on visual impact but also raises issues surrounding 

traffic and the provision of permanently located seasonal 

workers accommodation. 

Noted, however there are conflicting 

opinions about where the most 

appropriate location for large scale 

horticultural development is. 

3708 

Ripple Parish 

Council 
The Rural Economy 

The SWDP recognises the importance of Farming, 

agriculture and horticulture, but will need to balance the 

anomaly of protecting quality high grade agricultural land 

from being built on or exploited for its minerals. 

A further key issue should be included to ensure that 

agricultural land, farming and agriculture is protected. 

Ripple Parish has much high quality agricultural land and 

agriculture remains a significant employer with market 

Noted, in general planning policy seeks to 

steer development away from the best 

and most versatile agricultural land but 

the plan review must also seek to meet 

the objectively assessed need for 

development in full. 
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gardening produce supporting the rural economy. Produce 

is shipped to the Evesham Vale processing Units. 

The parish also accommodates an equine vet facility of 

regional renown, an agricultural machinery specialist, a car 

body repairer, a care home and a highways contractor. 

Our current small businesses are on separate sites, yet 

integrate within their environments, the two former 

serving our agricultural/rural needs. This has proven 

preferable to establishing industrial unit sites housing 

multiple environmentally alien businesses. 

RPC consider that encouragement of tourism is 

appropriate with proportionate provision of Bed and 

Breakfast and holiday lodges. 

Upton upon Severn’s sustainability has, not necessarily 

benefited from increased housing, but from the extensive 

range of music and river based festivals which introduce 

thousands of tourists and visitors to the town but only 

over the summer months. 

The growth of Airbnb, whilst assisting the Bed and 

Breakfast and the tourist industry may have a negative 

impact on housing supply for domestic rent. 

3725 

Upton Upon 

Severn Town 

Council 

The Rural Economy 

The Town Council does not support the proposal to 

remove the designation of Backfields Lane in Upton upon 

Severn as light industrial and wishes the designation to 

Noted, however the reference to 

Backfields Lane is taken from the stage 

one Economic Development Needs 
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remain. Assessment and is about what level of 

policy protection might be afforded to 

existing employment areas. 

1754 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

The Rural Economy a, b, c and d Noted 

1945 FCC Environment The Rural Economy FCC support option a. Noted 

2668 Broadway Trust The Rural Economy b is dangerous and far too open-ended. d preferred. Noted 

2747 TN & DJ Stratton The Rural Economy Option b. Noted 

3037 

Millstrand 

Properties Ltd 
The Rural Economy 

The LPA should take a positive and pragmatic approach to 

the rural economy and ensure that no polices of the SWDP 

work against rural or local economy objectives. 

Agree 

3948 Madresfield The Rural Economy 
Site specific comments about a site at Callow End and 

support for options b and d. 

Noted, site specific comments will be 

considered before preferred site 

allocations are published for consultation 

in November 2019. 

4357 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

The Rural Economy 

a. Allocate sites for appropriate employment uses in rural 

areas to diversify the rural economy and reduce the need 

to travel. Only small sites fitting to location and landscape 

and very little impact on rural roads 

b. Relax planning rules to allow land owners to extend 

rural employment sites and encourage larger farm 

diversification projects than those permitted by the 

General Permitted Development Order. No too many 

Noted and agree any allocation or 

development needs to be at an 

appropriate scale for the location. 
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problems with large HGV’s on rural roads, speeding HGVs, 

noise, air quality etc. 

c. Include a specific policy for large scale 

agricultural/horticultural development. Yes but with 

special consultation – damage and disruption by HGVs and 

Tractors a real problem 

d. Extend existing rural business parks. No not in right 

place to start with 

4485 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

The Rural Economy 

This question covers a wide range of issues: 

• Developments that will require large numbers of 

lorries to visit a site should be unacceptable unless 

on or close to a main road. 

• Factory farms (g. chicken sheds) generate large 

amounts of dung. An applicant needs to explain 

how this will be profitably used (e.g. as manure) 

without causing unacceptable smells or generating 

large amounts of traffic on unsuitable roads. 

• On the other hand, a non-agricultural business, 

established in a converted barn, may need to 

expand modestly if it outgrows its premises, rather 

than to have to move, but a new unit for another 

occupier should not be allowed. 

Noted, planning however is not a means 

to achieve the level of control over the 

use of property suggested by this 

response. 

62 Prosser The Rural Economy The SWDPR should extend existing rural business parks. Noted 

106 Mr The Rural Economy The SWDPR should allocate sites for appropriate Noted 
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Matthew 

Blackbourn 

employment uses in rural areas to diversify the rural 

economy and reduce the need to travel. 

141 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

The Rural Economy 

Need an appropriate evidence base if (a) is to be 

considered. In Harvington only ~ 6 (out of > 1000) are 

employed in the 'rural economy'. Provision of more rural 

employment sites would have only a tiny impact on travel. 

Noted, however employment 

opportunities and the need for premises 

in rural areas cannot be limited to 

traditional rural economic activities. If 994 

local residents have to travel to urban 

areas for work that is bound to generate 

more travel than if some of these 

residents are employed locally. 

180 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

The Rural Economy 

The SWDPR should allocate sites for appropriate 

employment uses in rural areas to diversify the rural 

economy and reduce the need to travel. 

Noted 

380 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

The Rural Economy 

Option "d". 

Whilst it is good to encourage diversification in the rural 

economy, the diversification should be to retain people 

and communities that exist, not to develop more 

industries within rural location which then have to import 

employees which in turn leads to more road usage and 

congestion and infrastructure needs. 

Noted and agree planning should seek to 

balance development to minimise travel. 

423 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

The Rural Economy Option a. Noted 

667 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

The Rural Economy Option b. Noted 
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490 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

The Rural Economy Option d. Noted 

2438 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

The Rural Economy I believe all of the proposals should form part of the policy. Noted. 

1656 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

The Rural Economy Blank Response Blank Response 

925 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

The Rural Economy Blank entry. Blank entry. 

1724 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

The Rural Economy Not option b. Noted 

1276 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

The Rural Economy 
Reducing the need to travel is essential for the future so 

that a. would be the best option. 
Noted 

1529 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

The Rural Economy Option c. Noted 

1601 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

The Rural Economy Option a. Noted 

3561 Mr The Rural Economy I'm certainly not in favour of section a or B. Could possibly Noted 
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David 

Harrison 

include a policy for large-scale agricultural/horticultural 

development but I'm worried that this could mean large-

scale losses in the rural community of businesses. Could 

extend rural business parks as section D but would need 

very specific criteria. 

1954 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

The Rural Economy Option a. Noted 

2498 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

The Rural Economy Support options a and b. Noted 

2091 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
The Rural Economy No comment  Noted 

2480 Valefresco Ltd The Rural Economy Support for options a, b and c. Noted 

2975 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

The Rural Economy  Probably I am most supportive of  a. Noted 

722 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

a. It is difficult to see any justification in concentrating 

retail in a smaller area.  Although retail is becoming less 

important, mixed use of premises within a street can be 

beneficial. 

b & d.  Surplus retail units can be allocated for residential, 

recreational, community or employment uses. 

c.  Out of town stores generally have better parking and 

Noted 
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accessibility than town centre stores, and the type of 

goods they sell often require easier access. It would be 

better to accept that the two locations are equally valid. 

522 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option 19b is strongly supported. The loss of high street 

shops to on-line is a trend that will not be reversed. Retail 

units should be allocated for housing, which will have the 

twin benefits of helping to regenerate city centre streets 

through increased footfall and provide some of the 

needed housing units instead of developing other sensitive 

greenfield sites in Worcester City. (This is in line with the 

Worcester City Master Plan - published November 2018). 

Noted, the contribution that surplus retail 

premises can make to the overall housing 

requirement however will be modest at 

best. 

798 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

We are reminded that retail sells a substantial proportion 

of imported goods. We question the wisdom of devoting 

such a large section on retail at the expense of other 

business activities. Whilst retail represents about 12% of 

Worcester business and has a section devoted to it. 

Professional and Scientific together with manufacturing 

and Communication represent about 25% and only get 

passing mentions. The latter contributes to exporting 

which increases added value to the area and thus the UK 

whilst retailing assists imports creating the balance of 

payment deficit. 

Disagree there are two sections of the 

SWDP that specifically address the needs 

of non retail based employment and the 

contribution of our town centres to well 

planned communities goes way beyond 

just the employment provided by the 

retail sector. Where goods come from that 

are sold in South Worcestershire is not a 

matter the SWDP can influence. 

2609 Historic England 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

What role can the historic environment play in increasing 

the vitality and attractiveness of town and village centres? 

This question will inform the preferred 

options for the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review. 

2530 North Claines How should retail There is growing evidence of the harmful impact of online Noted, the plan however can only allocate 
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Parish Council centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

shopping and out-of-town retail centres on the High 

Street. Retail centres need to be more accessible by 

different forms of transport and provide 

incentives/rewards for people who come into them. In 

addition provision of cultural, leisure and community uses 

will increase the range of users that would come into the 

centre providing opportunities for multi-purpose trips. 

Residential development within centres, particularly above 

main town centre uses, would provide an immediate 

customer base for these uses. 

sites for development that landowners 

intend to make available and at present 

very little land within town centres has 

been put forward for any type of 

development. 

2281 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

i) Options 19a, 19b, should be adopted. Option 19b has 

particular merit. 

It is difficult to see how c) would work within existing city 

layouts. Out-of-town shopping, particularly with free car 

parking is probably too well established to be reversed. 

Evesham had a retail development some 20 years ago 

which has failed for this reason and is now proposed to be 

demolished and flats constructed. 

Noted, and planning policy needs to learn 

from past mistakes. 

2368 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

We consider there is merit in all these proposals except 

that a.is only likely to work in conjunction with improved 

town centre parking. 

Noted. Any significant change to parking 

facilities needs to be done in such a way 

that it does not lead to increased 

congestion which is also a reason some 

people do not visit town centres. 

970 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

All of these elements are likely to be needed to regenerate 

the retail centres. Flexibility is the key. 
Noted 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 718



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

1197 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

b only. Noted 

1844 

Malvern Town 

Council 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

There is growing evidence of the harmful impact of online 

shopping and out-of-town retail centres on the High 

Street.  Retail centres need to be more accessible by 

different forms of transport and provide 

incentives/rewards for people who come into them. In 

addition provision of cultural, leisure and community uses 

will increase the range of users that would come into the 

centre providing opportunities for multi-purpose trips. 

Residential development within centres, particularly above 

main town centre uses, would provide an immediate 

customer base for these uses. 

In certain centres there may be a need to consolidate the 

retail centre boundary and primary and secondary 

shopping frontages. This should only be done following the 

completion of relevant studies and consultation with key 

stakeholders. 

Noted, a Retail and Centres study has 

been commissioned and this will include 

consultation with key stakeholders. Agree 

that an increase in the mix of uses in town 

centres would be beneficial to the delivery 

of planning policy objectives. 

3709 

Ripple Parish 

Council 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

In terms of Ripple Parish the nearest local towns are Upton 

Upon Severn and Tewkesbury, the latter offering a more 

extensive range of shops and larger food supermarkets. 

Development in our parish has been predicated on the 

sustainability of Upton, yet shopping habits indicate that 

residents are drawn by range and choice to major 

shopping centres such as Worcester, Cheltenham, 

This response is unclear about the South 

Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

could do to promote change that would 

meet the needs of South Worcestershire. 
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Gloucester and Malvern, or on line shopping. 

As stated elsewhere the local economy has been boosted 

by leisure festivals which bring tourism to the local shops. 

Solutions to the maintaining our High streets rest in part 

with central governments reform of the antiquated 

business rate system, and with tenants facing high rental 

charges often from absentee landlords. 

Towns such as Upton upon Severn will essentially rely on 

hotels, pubs ,restaurants, and on niche retail outlets linked 

to visitors and tourism. 

Residents also look to the provision of Post Office, Bank, 

and health services. Despite the great push for on line 

service take up, there is still a current need for a high 

street presence to serve those who do not wish to carry 

out on line transactions. It can also be forgotten that there 

are residents who cannot afford the cost of broadband 

contracts and the purchase of computers!! 

4449 

Evesham Town 

Council 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

The SWDP should allocate surplus retail units for housing 

development (choice b) and encourage a “café culture” 

with more retail units converting to cafes and dining 

(choice d). 

Noted 

1755 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

d Noted 
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Worcestershire? 

2669 Broadway Trust 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Support for “c”. “b” is contrary to the rejuvenation of the 

High St. 
Noted 

3795 The Crown Estate 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

The extent to which the proposed development meets the 

provision of affordable housing required in the relevant 

policy. 

Subject to the outcome of the above matters, The Crown 

Estate supports Option 19 and criteria a) and b) of Option 

20. 

Whilst there continues to be scope for tight controls over 

change of use in the most important town centre streets 

such as the High Street, this control must be informed by: 

• A robust understanding of the role of Worcester 

City Centre in the regional market. 

• An understanding of the current and future offer 

of Worcester City Centre and the likely space 

requirements of occupiers in the regional market. 

• An assessment of the public squares and their 

roles in the city centre and its offer. 

• The current and likely future market conditions 

and the role of Worcester in the regional market. 

In this context, the SWDPR policies should control change 

Noted, the SWC's have commissioned a 

Retail and Centres study to inform new 

and revised polices for town centre 

development and uses. 
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but balance the need to increase the range of activities 

and uses supported in town centre premises. 

4163 

Malvern Civic 

Society 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

To maintain local shopping facilities it may be necessary to 

give tax advantages/rates to balance the cost effectiveness 

of large stores buying and selling in bulk. 

This may be correct but it is beyond the 

scope of the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review to vary tax 

rates. 

4358 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

All approaches may enable us to address the current 

issues allowing a mixed economy and a more vibrant retail 

offer. 

Noted 

4487 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

1. Reductions in primary frontage should not be at 

the expense of increasing traffic congestion and 

reducing parking. Shops from which customers 

cannot easily collect larger items purchased will 

fail to be viable. 

2. Possibly, but encouraging non-retail town centre 

uses is probably better. 

3. This is to be encouraged if viable, but some towns 

do not offer stores of the size required by those 

operating out-of-town stores. This will be 

particularly difficult in the case of Great Malvern 

with its hilly streets. 

4. This should preferably be limited to secondary 

frontages. Where café culture involves tables 

outside, it is important that these should not be 

allowed to obstruct pavements.  

Noted 
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63 Prosser 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Retail centres should allocate surplus retail for housing 

development to meet the needs of south Worcestershire. 
Noted 

64 Prosser 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Retail centres should allocate surplus retail for housing 

development to meet the needs of south Worcestershire. 
Duplicate response 

107 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

The SWDPR should seek opportunities to bring out of town 

stores back into the city centre. 
Noted 

142 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

b, c & d, but not (a).  Noted 

181 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

The SWDPR should seek opportunities to bring out of town 

stores back into the city centre, and should encourage café 

culture, with more retail units converting to café and 

casual dining restaurants. 

Noted 

344 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option D Noted 

381 

Mr 

Peter 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

All of these options should be adopted to varying degrees. 
Noted 
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Morgan the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

However option "a" should be the primary one, to retain 

the city centre as a vibrant centre and to attract people 

into it. 

1469 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Yes to all. Noted 

668 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

B Noted 

575 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option B sounds plausible-there are a lot of empty retail 

sites (also above shops) that could be brought back to use 

as housing. 

Noted 

811 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option 19 a - I'm not sure how this could realistically be 

achieved 

Option 19b - should be strongly supported.  The loss of 

high street shops to on-line providers is a trend that is 

unlikely to be reversed. I am deeply concerned that 

Worcester City could suffer badly, and with the closure of 

the House of Fraser (and possibly Debenhams, & 

Mothercare) which would leave big "gaps" in the high 

street. As I can't see another large retail company coming 

to Worcester to fill those empty shop units, they could be 

allocated for housing, which will have the twin benefits of 

Noted, however the SWDP can only 

allocate sites for housing that land owners 

will make available for new homes. 

Despite the changes in retail spending the 

footfall in Worcester City centre continues 

to increase. There is no evidence that 

there is an insufficient supply of car 

parking in Worcester and providing 

additional or cheaper parking would lead 

to more congestion that would put people 

off visiting the city centre. 
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helping to regenerate city centre streets through 

increased footfall and provide some of the needed housing 

units instead of developing other sensitive greenfield sites 

in Worcester City. 

Option 19c - I think the FREE & ample parking that out of 

town of town developments offer would need to be 

matched if you was going to have any chance to trying to 

persuade these stores back into the city centre. I am 

unsure if there is any difference in business rates.   

Option 19d - No I believe we are at "saturation point" with 

cafes in Worcester, and believe if a new cafe opens an 

existing one will close as there is insufficient business for 

them all especially with footfall decreasing. Maybe more 

"restaurants" in the town centre to encourage people into 

the city in the evening. I like the area around Cathedral 

Square which focuses on dining. To achieve this sufficient 

car parking spaces need to be available close to the city 

centre at a reasonable cost or free to encourage people to 

visit (especially as there are no buses in the evening)     

2439 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

I suspect this is a case where the market will rule. I would 

support B 

Noted, and yes planning needs to work 

with market forces if it is to be successful 

in improving our town centres. 

2722 

Craig 

Muncaster 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option 19b should be supported. Retail units could be 

allocated for housing, which will have the associated 

benefits of helping to regenerate city centre streets 

through increased footfall and provide some of the 

Noted however the SWDP can only 

allocate sites for new homes that land 

owners are prepared to make available for 

this type of development the SWDP 
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needed housing units instead of developing other sensitive 

greenfield sites in Worcester City. 

cannot force the owners of property to 

redevelop it. 

1211 

Daniel 

Harding 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option 19b – I am strongly in favour of this option. With 

economic conditions and the rise of internet shopping I 

believe that retail units allocated for homes could help to 

‘stop the rot’ of the City Centre decline, provide valuable 

homes and ensure that green areas are maintained.  

Noted however the SWDP can only 

allocate sites for new homes that land 

owners are prepared to make available for 

this type of development the SWDP 

cannot force the owners of property to 

redevelop it. 

2034 

Emily 

Shaw 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option 19b should be robustly pursued with the 

reallocation of retail units for housing. This will help to 

regenerate city centre streets and protect sensitive 

greenfield sites in Worcester City. 

Noted however the SWDP can only 

allocate sites for new homes that land 

owners are prepared to make available for 

this type of development the SWDP 

cannot force the owners of property to 

redevelop it. 

2935 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

The idea of transferring use of retail outlets to housing (b) 

is a much better idea for use when shops are closing and 

sitting vacant. This would certainly allow Worcester to 

provide a greater number of housing units. 

Noted however the SWDP can only 

allocate sites for new homes that land 

owners are prepared to make available for 

this type of development the SWDP 

cannot force the owners of property to 

redevelop it. 

1058 

Neil 

Hickling 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option 19b is one for which I have very strong support. Noted 

926 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Blank response Blank response 
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Worcestershire? 

1114 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Seek opportunities to bring out of town stores back into 

the city centre. 
Noted 

1228 

Mr 

Steve 

Davies 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

The 'high street' in Malvern is over-populated with estate 

agents & charity shops. Iceland is also a massive eyesore. 

These types of businesses do not bring out of town 

shoppers to Malvern any more. 

The retail park caters for most peoples needs. This is 

always busy and has an impact on the access to Malvern. 

Alterations to the road layout woulod improve this. 

Noted however more parking is likely to 

generate more congestion and the SWDP 

cannot control who occupies particular 

retail premises unless occupancy requires 

a planning application. In most cases a 

change of store operator does not require 

any planning consent. 

1262 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

b, c and d are all appropriate and should be used in 

conjunction. This would help to rejuvenate town centres 

and to reduce car travel to out of town sites. 

Noted 

1506 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

With so many stores struggling in Worcester and more 

closing, we should be encouraging the use of the city 

centre. 

Surplus retail/employment units could be regenerated for 

housing. 

Noted however the SWDP can only 

allocate sites for new homes that land 

owners are prepared to make available for 

this type of development the SWDP 

cannot force the owners of property to 

redevelop it. 

1507 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

With so many stores struggling in Worcester and more 

closing, we should be encouraging the use of the city 

centre. 
Duplicate entry 
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Surplus retail/employment units could be regenerated for 

housing. 

1530 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Seek opportunities to bring out of town stores back into 

the city centre. 
Noted 

1582 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

A. Noted 

3562 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Section a – I do not think this will assist much as it is from 

my own perspective, a problem with the transport to 

these centres and thus it makes the Internet a better 

option. 

Section B – only first floor and above of retail units could 

be converted for housing development. 

Section C – we have to be very careful with new retail 

outlets stopping the growth and trade for the major towns 

in the south Worcestershire area. The choice of 

shops/offices etc. in the major developments must not 

compromise those in our existing villages which could be 

disastrous. 

Section D – if you take this proposal too far, then you will 

only finish up with cafes and casual dining restaurants and 

lose the shopping part of developments. This must be 

Noted 
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resisted as much as possible. 

1955 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Options C & d Noted 

1578 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option 19b should be strongly supported.  High street 

shops lost to on-line will not be reversed.  Retail units 

should be allocated for housing, which will both help to 

regenerate city centre streets through increased footfall 

and provide some of the needed housing units instead of 

developing other sensitive greenfield sites in Worcester 

City.( refer to Worcester City Master Plan) recently 

published). 

Noted however the SWDP can only 

allocate sites for new homes that land 

owners are prepared to make available for 

this type of development the SWDP 

cannot force the owners of property to 

redevelop it. 

1669 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option 19b is strongly supported.  The loss of High street 

shops to on-line will not be reversed.  Retail units should 

therefore be allocated for housing, which will both 

regenerate city centre streets through increased footfall 

and provide some of the needed housing units instead of 

developing other sensitive greenfield sites in Worcester 

City.(refer to Worcester City Master Plan) recently 

published). 

Noted however the SWDP can only 

allocate sites for new homes that land 

owners are prepared to make available for 

this type of development the SWDP 

cannot force the owners of property to 

redevelop it. 

1711 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Option 19a is supported, given the on-going impact on 

online sales, there will inevitably be a decline in demand 

for retail premises. 

Option 19b is strongly supported given the above 

comment. This would also give succour to city centre 

Noted 
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regeneration as well as providing additional housing units. 

2093 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation 

to Options 16 - 23 but do nevertheless reserve the right to 

comment further on this in so far as it may affect our 

client’s land interests. 

Noted 

2976 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

Probably favour a). Noted 

2993 

Keith 

Bridgewater 

How should retail 

centres change to meet 

the needs of south 

Worcestershire? 

The allocation of surplus retail units for housing 

development would firstly help regenerate city centre 

streets and secondly provide some housing units. 

Noted however the SWDP can only 

allocate sites for new homes that land 

owners are prepared to make available for 

this type of development the SWDP 

cannot force the owners of property to 

redevelop it. 

723 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

a.  The SWDPR should increase the range of activities 

planning policy will support in town centre premises. 

b. Consideration of change of use in town centres should 

be flexible. 

c. The number of fast food outlets should be controlled by 

market forces. 

d. All retail centres should evolve according to local 

demand for services. 

Noted, but disagree that market forces 

should determine how many fast food 

outlets are permitted to cluster together 

as there is strong evidence that this does 

not contribute to good planning 

outcomes. 
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e. Neither encourage nor discourage cafe culture and 

casual dining to replace retailing activities. 

f. Looking forward to the long awaited improvement of the 

connectivity between Friar Street and the Salters Centre in 

Droitwich Spa and the Canal Basin  which will open up 

opportunities for an improved visitor attraction. 

2610 Historic England 
Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

What role can the historic environment play in increasing 

the vitality and attractiveness of town and village centres ? 

This question will inform the preferred 

options for the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review. 

2531 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

Agree with all of the options with the exception of Option 

(d). In relation to Option (c), the SWDPR should include a 

policy restricting fast food outlets where they are located 

close to secondary schools as part of the health and well-

being agenda. In terms Option (d) the boundaries of 

smaller centres could be identified within Neighbourhood 

Plans. The North Claines Neighbourhood Plan designates 

the Fernhill Heath Village Centre along the Droitwich Road 

with the objective of supporting in principle retail uses of 

an appropriate scale and environmental enhancements. 

The above will not make much of a difference to the High 

Street without complimentary non-land use planning 

interventions such as branding, improved access to 

centres, improved parking management, etc. 

Agree policy for smaller retail centres 

could best be delivered in Neighbourhood 

Plans and the control of the number of 

fast food takeaways is related to 

promoting good public health outcomes. 

2282 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

The recently published “Town Centre Report” with the 

ideas of creating more centralised retail floor space and 

creating greater community involvement and also 

Noted, if the aim is however to 

concentrate the retail offer in a smaller 

area this will take more than a planning 
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introducing more homes into these areas seems to have 

merit. 

i) agree with a) 

ii) agree with b) to preserve the character of town centres. 

iii) agree with c) fast food outlets cause litter, and odour 

problems; they change the character of existing streets. 

iv)agree with d. as long as coupled with c. 

iv) e) is an acceptable alternative to fast food outlets to 

bring life back into town centres. 

policy to achieve. 

2369 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

We do not consider that we have the expertise to solve 

what is clearly a national problem, involving tax issues (i.e 

business rates) and the shift to on-line shopping, as well as 

planning issues. That being the case we think that a., d. 

and e. might help. 

Noted 

3484 

Rushwick Parish 

Council 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

Planning rules should be relaxed in town and city centres 

to support the viability and vitality of our high streets. 

Noted, however planning rules have been 

relaxed continuously for a number of 

years and if we want a better future it is 

unlikely that doing the same things will 

produce a different result. 

971 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

The future of town centres depends upon bringing back 

activity, to counter the out-of-town and edge of town 

retail developments. Encouraging the development of 

residential accommodation above the shops would 

Noted 
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contribute to this, as will a) increasing the range of 

activities. 

In town centre Conservation Areas, including Evesham, 

public realm improvements are needed, but so is 

encouragement for private property owners in 

upgrading/repairing their premises. A scheme is needed, 

devised by the District Council working with the Town 

Council and with representatives of businesses and 

landlords, to achieve the common objective of improving 

the Conservation Area for all. 

1199 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 
b, c and d only. Noted 

1845 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

Agree with all of the options with the exception of Option 

(d). In relation to Option (c), the SWDPR should include a 

policy restricting fast food outlets where they are located 

close to secondary schools as part of the health and well-

being agenda. In terms Option (d) the boundaries of 

smaller centres could be identified within Neighbourhood 

Plans. In terms of Option (f), the Submission Version of 

Malvern Neighbourhood Plan identifies public realm 

improvement projects for Barnards Green and Malvern 

Link District Centres. 

The above will not make much of a difference to the High 

Street without complimentary non-land use planning 

interventions such as branding, improved access to 

centres, improved parking management, etc. 

Agree policy for smaller retail centres 

could best be delivered in Neighbourhood 

Plans and the control of the number of 

fast food takeaways is related to 

promoting good public health outcomes. 
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4373 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

Public Health Directorate would support c) (limit total 

number of fast food outlets) and f) if it increases active 

travel networks eg attractive active travel networks 

combined within the public realm which are designed for 

commuting not just leisure. 

Noted 

4450 

Evesham Town 

Council 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

The SDWP should identify specific locations for public 

realm improvements. Within Evesham one of these should 

be the Port Street area. 

Noted 

1756 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 
a, d and e Noted 

2670 Broadway Trust 
Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 
We support “b, c, and e”. Noted 

4177 

Malvern Civic 

Society 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

Malvern has some specific challenges.  It lacks a true High 

Street.  While a number of plans have been suggested for 

Church Street but not implemented this should not be 

used as an excuse not to continue to try.  Church Street 

could have telescopic bollards installed. This would give 

the flexibility to close the street, say on Saturdays, and 

make it more attractive as a place to shop and enjoy being 

in the centre of Malvern. It would also help to create a 

High Street. An example where this works is Cambridge 

Noted and consideration will be given to 

identifying priority highway improvements 

in the plan. 

4359 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

a. Increase the range of activities planning policy will 

support in town centre premises. Care must be taken not 

to dilute the offer in the town centre to incorporate too 

Noted 
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Division) many “other” than retail but this approach if done well 

could make the town centres vibrant. Clear criteria should 

be used. 

b. Tighten planning controls for change of use in the most 

important town centre streets. As above 

c. Seek to limit the total number of fast food outlets 

wherever they are located, rather than just in defined 

centres. This should be done for health, environmental – 

fat disposal, congestion and vibrant communities reasons 

d. Only define the boundaries of retail centres in the 

main and other towns leaving smaller centres to evolve 

according to local demand for services. In main villages 

and towns 

e. Encourage café culture and casual dining to replace 

traditional retailing activities. Yes but balance 

f. Identify specific centres/locations for public realm 

improvement projects (please specify locations)Yes – 

Broadway High street – retail section 

4488 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

1. There are too many already. Shop parades have 

lost the wide variety of specialist shops that used 

to exist before the advent of large stores and high 

business rates. It could be argued that a take-away 

is better than an unused and boarded-up shop, 

but a limit should be put on them if there are 

Noted 
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already several in a local area. 

2. (see comment on 19d). 

65 Prosser 
Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

The SWDPR should increase the range of activities 

planning policy will support in town centre. 
Noted 

108 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

The SWDPR should increase the range of activities 

planning policy will support in town centre premises. 
Noted 

143 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

These are tricky, town-specific issues. I would hope the 

Town Councils would engage with these questions on a 

town-by-town basis. 

Agree the South Worcestershire Retail 

Study includes engagement with town 

councils and other relevant stakeholders. 

182 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

The SWDPR should encourage café culture and casual 

dining to replace traditional retailing activities. In addition, 

the SWDPR should identify specific centres/locations for 

public realm improvement projects. Suggested public 

realm improvements at Church Street in Malvern weren't 

taken forward due to split public opinion, but responses 

to  the consultation were largely from a specific 

demographic. Could efforts be made to seek responses 

from other demographics to build a picture of what the 

majority of residents would like? 

South Worcestershire will never compete with 

Birmingham city centre for big brands and experiential 

retail spaces, but if our high streets are pleasant places to 

spend time, people will come and spend time (and money) 

there. Pedestrians spend far more than drivers per visit. 

Noted, and agree there is evidence that 

those arriving by non car modes spend 

more per visit in town centres. 
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345 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 
Option E + Option F 

Noted, however the SWDP can only 

allocate sites for development if the 

landowner is willing to support the 

preferred use. The SWDP cannot force 

landowners to redevelop their land. 

382 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

My primary option is "f". 

Option "e" is a no - Worcester already has too much, 

although other town might benefit. 

Re option "c" - as much as I would like to restrict this, 

especially in the city centres, it appears to be a supply and 

demand situation - the bigger issue is health inspections. 

Noted 

1470 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 
Yes Noted 

813 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

Option 20a - YES .. I understand that they are looking at 

trying to provide a range of "experiences" in city centres to 

draw people in to the city centre rather than people 

shopping on-line, such as supervised crèches that might 

allow parents a little "me time" to shop, whilst the 

children can play in safety. Maybe also encourage 

employers to bring their "offices" back into the city centre 

from outside of town which would provide extra footfall 

for the shops. Hopefully then people might be encouraged 

to use the buses rather than their own cars but that is 

assuming there is the frequency for buses and extend the 

time of the first and final buses so people could shop after 

Noted, and agree a mix of uses in town 

centres will help retail vitality. 
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work.  

2440 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 
A, C, & F Noted 

2800 

Mr 

Stephen 

Hyde 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

Urgent help is needed to rejuvenate high streets. Flexible 

use needed. 

Noted, however there may be places 

where more flexible planning policies will 

accelerate the decline of a particular High 

Street rather than rejuvenate it. 

1666 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 
Blank Response Blank Response 

669 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 
A Noted 

1995 

Mr 

David 

Bladon 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

Require shop/business fronts to blend with the traditions 

of the style which the high street buildings were built. I.e. 

to not allow the destruction of old areas with gawdy new 

plastic fronts out of keeping with the original high street. 

There should be a good mix of types of businesses. Betting 

and charity shops should be limited. 

Noted, the SWDP Design policy seeks to 

ensure that all development is 

appropriate to the existing street scene. 

Planning policy can control the location of 

new betting shops but a charity shop 

cannot be treated differently by planning 

policy than any other general retailing use. 

1508 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

Very disappointed that recent improvements to the City 

Centre has lacked 'green'. The area around the Elgar 

statue was a perfect opportunity to plant suitable trees 

and plants in order to have a 'green' view from the 

Noted 
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restaurants. 

There should be more recycling bins in the high street. 

1531 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

Seek to limit the total number of fast food outlets 

wherever they are located, rather than just in defined 

centres. 

Noted 

3563 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

I believe that all the sections except E are valid – again E 

could provide a street of all cafes. 
Noted 

1957 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 
option a Noted 

2094 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation 

to Options 16 - 23 but do nevertheless reserve the right to 

comment further on this in so far as it may affect our 

client’s land interests. 

Noted 

2115 

Ms 

Anna 

Frankel 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

I understand the impact of the internet and the 

population’s desire to travel to shop, but any changes in 

town centre planning rules should be carefully done as our 

planning rules play an essential role in our quality of life. 

Agree, any changes to the SWDP policies 

will only be made following careful 

consideration of all the available evidence. 

2977 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Planning for the Future 

of the High Street 

I would certainly prioritise c).  for health and well-being 

reasons. 
Noted 

724 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Retail Centres 

Retailing is undergoing change, and retail centres will 

change. 
Agree 
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2590 Historic England Retail Centres 
What role can the historic environment play in increasing 

the vitality and attractiveness of town and village centres ? 

This question will inform the preferred 

options for the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review. 

2532 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Retail Centres 

The SWDPR should allow for a broader range of uses such 

as cultural, leisure and community uses along with 

residential development, particularly above main town 

centre uses, so that there is greater range of functions and 

an immediate consumer base. 

Agree 

2370 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Retail Centres See our response to Option 20. Noted 

2627 

Pershore Town 

Council 
Retail Centres 

Smaller independent shops seem to be able to weather 

difficult times in Pershore where there is no out of town 

retail centre to take people away 

Agree 

972 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
Retail Centres 

In addition to the points made above, the following should 

be considered: 

Encouraging pop-up shops for local craft people, charities 

or new businesses not yet ready to take on a lease to test 

the local retail market. The District Council could waive the 

rates payments and could encourage landlords to allow a 

rent-free period, possibly to be extended in the event that 

the ‘tenants’ undertake some property improvements. 

Encouraging professional services businesses to relocate 

to the main town centre from the periphery, by reducing 

the rates payable. This would have the knock on benefit of 

releasing the property back into the residential market. 

Noted, many landlords already offer rent 

free periods to secure new tenants, 

planning policy cannot set business rates. 

1201 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Retail Centres 

Free parking. Planning policy does not control parking 

charges or business rates. 
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Reduced business rates in town centres. 

Increase rates for out of town retail parks. 

1816 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Retail Centres 

Retail centres need to change in line with shopping habits. 

The SWDPR should allow for a broader range of uses such 

as cultural, leisure and community uses along with 

residential development, particularly above main town 

centre uses, so that there is greater range of functions and 

an immediate customer base.  This is the objective of 

policy MR1 within the Submission Version Malvern 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

Agree 

3925 

Bishampton and 

Throckmorton 

Parish Council 

Retail Centres 

How do we balance the mix of shops, restaurants, cafes 

and leisure activities within the city and town centres? 

How do we support our local shopping facilities and village 

shops to ensure that people can still maintain easy access 

to local shops and services? 

Limit or if possible remove permitted development rights 

to convert shops to houses. Preserve and promote access 

by public/community transport.  Maintain rates support 

for village shops – and local ability to declare Assets of 

Community Value. 

These questions will inform the preferred 

options for the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan Review. Any local plan 

can have only a very limited impact on 

reversing planning policy contained in the 

Use Classes Order or on other regulations 

set by the Government. 

4365 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Retail Centres 

By carefully balancing open space, retail, some live work 

and living space so that centres are vibrant – appropriate 

parking arrangements and traffic flow, public transport is 

vital 

Noted, and agree these factors are all 

important in maintaining the function of 

town centres. 
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4486 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Retail Centres 

The best option is to reduce the area to which primary 

frontage policies apply (in areas where retail is in decline) 

and to encourage other uses in the secondary frontage 

areas vacated by A1 retail. 

This kind of thing is difficult for a plan at as high a level as 

SWDP to address appropriately.  It will be much better 

dealt with in single settlement Area Action Plans or 

Neighbourhood Plans.  

Noted 

4540 

Cotswold District 

Council 
Retail Centres 

CDC recognises the sentiment expressed in the 

consultation document and the need for positive and 

inventive solutions to support town centres and respond 

to its changing context. Many of the town centres in 

Cotswold District face similar issues. 

In a bid to provide positive support, SWC may be 

interested to note that CDC has recently embarked on a 

Masterplan Framework for Cirencester Town Centre (in 

conjunction with Cirencester Town Council). The 

masterplan focusses on the redevelopment of several key 

sites within the town within the context of rapid change 

now and the future. Early evidence is pointing to the need 

to ensure there is a good balance of uses in the town 

centre between retail, services, parking, homes and 

critically important – employment/jobs. 

Noted and agree a masterplan for each 

centre at least means that some changes 

are planned rather than reactive to 

external influences. 

66 Prosser Retail Centres 

The retail function of our retail centres could be best 

maintained through supporting businesses with free 

advice and limiting food outlets. 

The South Worcestershire Councils and 

Worcestershire County Council provide a 

range of free advice services to start up 

and small business. Not clear if the 
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comment about food outlets is about 

supermarkets or takeaways. 

183 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Retail Centres 

Lower business rates would be popular with shopkeepers. 

A better streetscape, complete with pedestrianised areas, 

lower pollution and places to sit would be popular with 

pedestrians, and improvements to local bus services 

(including some more Sunday services) would be popular 

with those who don't have access to a car. Start-up 

independent businesses may need financial help to let 

significant buildings on the high street. 

The South Worcestershire Councils 

provide grants to start up and expanding 

businesses. Business rates and bus 

services are unlikely to be influenced by 

planning policy. Extending pedestrianised 

areas and reducing pollution may be 

affected by planning decisions but cannot 

be directly controlled by planning policy. 

290 

Linda and John 

Pugh 
Retail Centres 

Retail is changing particularly with the demise of large 

Department stores and it is something we have to adapt to 

not try to save as such. Worcester is plagued by poor 

access and the availability of a single bridge across the 

Severn. It will never compete with Birmingham or towns 

like Cheltenham where John Lewis have built a new store 

and it needs to develop along the lines of York with small 

specialist shops. BUT York has a Park & ride! 

Agree access to centres is important in 

maintaining retail functions. 

1471 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Retail Centres See option 20 Noted 

2441 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Retail Centres 
By taxing online retail, increasing low cost parking & 

reducing business rates. 

Noted, encouraging the use of cars to 

access centres is likely to increase 

congestion which hinders access and will 

put some people off from traveling to 

town centres. Changing taxes is beyond 

the scope of the local plan review. 
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2801 

Mr 

Stephen 

Hyde 

Retail Centres 

Limit out of town retail. 

Public realm improvements, consider the use of 

art/sculpture/contemporary design to excite town centres 

and make them attractive for visitors. 

Do not maintain centres look to grow and enhance the 

retail space in town centres. 

Focus on empty property i.e. High Street Pershore 

(unreadable) has been empty for 35 years. 

Each major town should have a retail group working with 

planner/councillor. 

Noted, and all towns in South 

Worcestershire have a traders association 

or other group to promote the town 

centre. Agree public art and good design 

has role in maintaining the function of our 

town centres. 

927 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Retail Centres  Blank response Blank response 

1134 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Retail Centres option 20 Noted 

1144 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Retail Centres option 20 Duplicate response 

1602 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Retail Centres 
Significant reduction or complete removal of business 

rates. 

While this might provide a welcome one 

off windfall to retailers it would not 

however change the trends squeezing 

retailers profit margins and is not 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 744



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

something a change to local plan policy 

can deliver. 

1587 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Retail Centres 
Free parking and accessibility are key to a thriving Town 

Centre. 

Agree good accessibility is important but 

free parking is likely to increase 

congestion which will prevent good 

accessibility. 

1958 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Retail Centres 
Improve access, ensure available parking with a public 

transport option 

Agree access to centres is important in 

maintaining retail functions. 

2256 

Kenneth Gordon 

Kingston 
Retail Centres 

Limit or if possible remove permitted development rights 

to convert shops to houses. Preserve and promote access 

by public/community transport. Maintain rates support for 

village shops – and local ability to declare Assets of 

Community Value. 

Agree, but a revised local plan policy may 

not be able to deliver all of these options 

on its own. 

725 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

Community facilities, cafes, beauty salons, launderettes 

etc. can all contribute to a vibrant neighbourhood centre 

as well as retail units. 

Agree 

2611 Historic England 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

In relation to any proposed site allocations we recommend 

that the methodology set out in Historic Environment 

Advice Note 3: The Historic Environment and Site 

Allocations in Local Plans is applied to any site assessment 

work: https://historicengland.org.uk/images-

books/publications/historic-environment-and-site-

Noted.  This document will be considered 

in preparing the Historic Environment 

Topic Paper. 
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the NPPF? allocations-in-local-plans/ 

2533 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

Agree with Options (a) and (c). In terms of Option (b) there 

needs to be stringent criteria applied around the loss of 

vacant retail uses to other uses. Neighbourhood Centres 

and Neighbourhood Parades can be identified in 

Neighbourhood Plans with policies which seek to protect 

their retail function for the local community. 

Agree Neighbourhood Plans may be the 

best place to set planning policies for 

neighbourhood centres.  

2283 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

i) Each of a), b), and c) has merit. c) is particularly relevant 

and important in current circumstances, but should 

include restriction on betting shops in addition to fast 

food/ takeaway. 

Noted, however options a and b are 

contradictory. The nationally set Use 

Classes Order places additional 

restrictions on betting shops but 

additional local policy could also seek to 

restrict the location of new betting shops. 

2371 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

We would support a. and c. Upper floors could be 

converted to residential. 
Noted 

973 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

Option c) appears to offer the best chance of promoting 

strong neighbourhood centres. 
Noted 
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frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

1202 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

Yes to a, b and c. 
Noted, however options a and b are 

contradictory. 

1846 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

Agree with Options (a) and (c). In terms of Option (b) there 

needs to be stringent criteria applied around the loss of 

vacant retail uses to other uses. Neighbourhood Centres 

and Neighbourhood Parades can be identified in 

Neighbourhood Plans with policies which seek to protect 

their retail function for the local community. This is the 

objective of Policy MR2: Neighbourhood Parades of the 

Submission Version of Malvern Neighbourhood Plan. 

Agree Neighbourhood Plans may be the 

best place to set planning policies for 

neighbourhood centres.  

4374 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

Public Health Directorate would prefer to see a) b) & c) 

and options that would limit the number of takeaway food 

outlets to reduce the obesogenic environments in South 

Worcestershire. 

Noted, The SWCs will seek to include a 

policy to limit the number of new 

takeaways within close proximity to one 

another. The NPPF may not however allow 

such an approach to pass examination. 

1757 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

a Noted 
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strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

2671 Broadway Trust 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

NO to “b”. Noted 

4364 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

a. Seek to protect retail uses on the ground floor. Yes 

b. Allow vacant retail units to be converted to other uses 

including housing. Yes 

c. Strictly control the range of uses in neighbourhood 

shopping areas so that a range of commercial services is 

maintained and single retail uses such as takeaway food 

do not dominate centres. Absolutely yes – there is an 

environmental fat trap and health issue here 

Noted the SWCs however can only 

develop planning policy that is in 

accordance with the NPPF. 

4491 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

Local centres in villages and suburbs should be allowed to 

evolve with a clustering of commercial uses 

customers/clients/patients need to visit the premises. 

Excessive numbers of takeaways should not be allowed.  If 

marketing fails to produce an alternative retail user, other 

commercial uses should be allowed.  If no commercial 

users are coming forward, conversion to residential use is 

Noted. 
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better than premises remaining vacant in the long term.  

67 Prosser 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

The SWDPR can promote strong neighbourhood centres 

and active street frontages outside of the main town 

centres by, allowing vacant retail units to be converted to 

other uses including housing. 

Noted 

383 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

Option "c". Essential to have flexibility for sustainably 

communities. 

Noted, however a policy that seeks to 

strictly control cannot also be flexible. 

1472 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

b Noted 

814 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

Option 21b - Yes agree, but maybe needs to be done in a 

sympathetic way that it doesn't impact negatively on the 

high street culture. This would be ideal for younger people 

who possibly do not own cars, and would use the local 

buses and trains to travel.  

Noted, however some neighbourhood 

shops will not be close to bus stops or 

railway stations. 
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frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

2442 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

B Noted 

1667 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

Blank Response Blank Response 

670 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

B Noted 

1032 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

The SWDPR should allow vacant retail units to be 

converted to other uses including housing. 
Noted 
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centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

928 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

Blank Response Blank Response 

1115 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

Allow vacant retail units to be converted to other uses 

including housing. 
Noted 

1426 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

The SWDPR should allow vacant retail units to be 

converted to other uses including housing. 
Noted 

1532 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

Allow vacant retail units to be converted to other uses 

including housing. 
Noted 
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strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

1590 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

A. Noted 

3564 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

I disagree with section B and these should not be 

converted to HOUSING but they could be converted to 

other uses except Cafe’s and Take-a-ways like Dentists, 

Chiropodists, solicitors and some other offices. 

Noted, however change of use from A1 

retailing to A3 café use is already 

permitted development in some 

circumstances and the government on 

currently consulting about making this a 

universal permitted development right. 

1960 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

Option a Noted 

2095 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation 

to Options 16 - 23 but do nevertheless reserve the right to 
Noted 
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should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

comment further on this in so far as it may affect our 

client’s land interests. 

  

2979 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Outside of the main 

town centres how 

should the plan promote 

strong neighbourhood 

centres and active street 

frontages as required by 

the NPPF? 

I favour strict control on the range of uses in 

neighbourhood centres as in c). 
Noted 

726 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Hotel Accommodation 

Support for option 'b' is given as a four star hotel would 

make a positive contribution to Worcester city. Hotel 

provision could also be improved elsewhere in south 

Worcestershire. 

Support for option 'b' noted.   Allocating a 

site for a hotel will depend on a suitable 

location coming forward in the city. This is 

naturally dependent on a site being 

prompted for this specific use and as yet 

no site has come forward. It is possible a 

site may be promoted through the Review 

in the fullness of time. In the 

meantime it is felt that a more viable 

option is to include an enabling policy to 

support a hotel and set criteria against 

which any future planning application can 

be judged. Through this approach the 

principle of a new hotel is supported in 

the SWDPR but not constrained to any 

particular site that may not come forward 

inside the plan period. SWDP35 as worded 
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will continue to support a range of new 

visitor accommodation typologies across 

the plan area.    

799 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Hotel Accommodation 

Support for option 'a'. A site should be allocated for 

a quality hotel in the city that should also provide 

conference facilities to benefit the local economy. The 

latter is a facility underprovided for in the locality. 

Support for option 'a' is noted. Allocating 

a site for a hotel will depend on a suitable 

location coming forward in the city. This is 

naturally dependent on a site being 

prompted for this specific use and as yet 

no site has come forward. It is possible a 

site may be promoted through the Review 

in the fullness of time. In the 

meantime it is felt that a more viable 

option is to include an enabling policy to 

support a hotel and set criteria against 

which any future planning application can 

be judged. This could include criteria to 

support a conference venue. Through this 

approach the principle of a new hotel is 

supported in the SWDPR but not 

constrained to any particular site that may 

not come forward inside the plan 

period.     

2612 Historic England Hotel Accommodation 
No comments made in relation to Option 22 form Historic 

England.  
Noted.  

2534 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Hotel Accommodation 

No comments made. 

  

Noted. 
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2372 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Hotel Accommodation Support for option 'b'. Support for option 'b' noted. 

3191 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 
Hotel Accommodation 

The SWDPR should seek to address the need for hotels. 

Hotels should generally be located in areas close to 

transport interchanges and rail stations. 

Noted and the response will inform the 

preferred options for a replacement 

SWDP. 

974 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
Hotel Accommodation 

Support for option 'd'. Evesham requires a quality hotel, 

perhaps as part of the forthcoming Riverside re-

development scheme. Policy support should also be 

given to retaining country pubs open. This could either be 

through allowing extension/adaptation to allow 

accommodation, and/or encouraging additional services to 

be run from the buildings, e.g. small shop/post office etc. 

The existing tourism policies in the SWDP 

support in principle hotel development in 

the main towns and extensions to public 

houses and country hotels. Any preferred 

options allocation of a site for a hotel in 

Evesham would need to be done on the 

basis of analysis of site availability and 

suitability in the call for sites 

study. SWDP37 currently support the 

types of community uses described 

making specific reference to public 

houses.  

1203 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Hotel Accommodation Support is given to option 'c'. Support for option 'c' is noted. 

1847 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Hotel Accommodation No comments made. Noted. 

4453 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Hotel Accommodation 

The SWDP should seek to address other hotel 

accommodation needs across south Worcestershire 

(Option 22 d). Whilst taking a more flexible approach to 

allowing new forms of accommodation such as glamping, 

pods and safari tents (Option 23). 

Support for a generic policy to 

enable tourist accommodation for south 

Worcestershire as a whole is noted. SWDP 

36 can be updated to include a wider 

definition of tourist accommodation to 

reflect changes in the sector.    
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1758 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Hotel Accommodation Support for options 'b' and 'd'. 

Combination of option 'b' and 'd'. In the 

absence of a site being promoted the 

inclusion of an enabling policy to support 

a hotel and set criteria against which any 

future planning application can be judged. 

Through this approach the principle of a 

new hotel is supported in the SWDPR but 

not constrained to any particular site that 

may not come forward inside the plan 

period. As worded SWDP35 encourages 

visitor accommodation across the rural 

areas of south Worcestershire and there is 

no intention to amend this.    

2887 

Trustees Of The 

Spetchley Estate 
Hotel Accommodation 

Support for options 'c' and 'd'. A site allocation is too 

prescriptive and the market will dictate when and where a 

hotel will come forward in the city. SWDP 

35 currently provides the flexibility to respond to market 

needs and, therefore, the decision not to review it is 

supported. 

Support for the current as an appropriate 

approach to tourist development in the 

SWDP is noted.  

3799 The Crown Estate Hotel Accommodation 

Support for options 'b' and 'd'. Rather than allocating a site 

it is more appropriate that a positive policy framework 

continues to support market interest in delivering a new 

hotel in Worcester city centre.  

  

Support for the current policy position in 

SWDP 35 as an appropriate approach to 

tourist development in the SWDP is 

noted.  

4366 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Hotel Accommodation 

The aspiration should be to either allocate a site or include 

an enabling policy to attract a 5 star hotel to the 

city. Further the policy should support visitor 

Comments are noted. At present no site 

has been put forward as an allocation for 

a hotel in the city through the call for 
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Division) accommodation across the whole of south 

Worcestershire.  

sites. The inclusion of an enabling policy to 

support a hotel and set criteria against 

which any future planning application can 

be judged is a more practical option. 

Through this approach the principle of a 

new hotel is supported in the SWDPR but 

not constrained to any particular site that 

may not come forward inside the plan 

period. To a certain extent the 'market' 

will dictate the standard of the hotel and 

the economic development team at the 

city council will also play a role in this. The 

SWDP 35 currently satisfactorily supports 

visitor accommodation across south 

Worcestershire and there is no intention 

to amend this section of the policy.      

4492 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Hotel Accommodation 

No strong opinion offered. Unless a particular site is being 

promoted or available in the city then an enabling policy 

would be the preferred option.  

Response noted and will inform the 

preferred options policies on tourism 

development as appropriate. 

17 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Hotel Accommodation Blank entry Blank entry 

68 Prosser Hotel Accommodation 

The SWDPR should not make a specific allocation or 

include an explicit policy to attract a four star hotel to 

Worcester city centre. 

Comments noted. Allocating a site for a 

hotel will depend on a suitable location 

coming forward in the city. This is 

naturally dependent on a site being 

prompted for this specific use and as yet 

no site has come forward. It is possible a 
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site may be promoted through the Review 

in the fullness of time. In the 

meantime it is felt that a more viable 

option is to include an enabling policy to 

support a hotel and set criteria against 

which any future planning application can 

be judged. Through this approach the 

principle of a new hotel is supported in 

the SWDPR but not constrained to any 

particular site that may not come forward 

inside the plan period.     

109 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Hotel Accommodation 
The SWDPR should allocate a specific site for a four star 

hotel within Worcester city centre. 

Comments noted. Allocating a site for a 

hotel will depend on a suitable location 

coming forward in the city. This is 

naturally dependent on a site being 

prompted for this specific use and as yet 

no site has come forward. It is possible a 

site may be promoted through the Review 

in the fullness of time. In the 

meantime it is felt that a more viable 

option is to include an enabling policy to 

support a hotel and set criteria against 

which any future planning application can 

be judged. Through this approach the 

principle of a new hotel is supported in 

the SWDPR but not constrained to any 

particular site that may not come forward 

inside the plan period.     

184 Mrs Hotel Accommodation The SWDPR should set out a positive development Support noted for option 'b'. Allocating a 
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Janet 

Blackbourn 

management policy for a four star hotel within Worcester 

city centre. 

site for a hotel will depend on a suitable 

location coming forward in the city. This is 

naturally dependent on a site being 

prompted for this specific use and as yet 

no site has come forward. It is possible a 

site may be promoted through the Review 

in the fullness of time. In the 

meantime it is felt that a more viable 

option is to include an enabling policy to 

support a hotel and set criteria against 

which any future planning application can 

be judged. Through this approach the 

principle of a new hotel is supported in 

the SWDPR but not constrained to any 

particular site that may not come forward 

inside the plan period.     

384 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Hotel Accommodation 

Primarily support for option 'b' although qualified support 

is given to option 'd'. A four star hotel should be 

encouraged although the location should be market led.  

Support for  combination of option 'b' and 

option 'd' is noted. Allocating a site for a 

hotel will depend on a suitable location 

coming forward in the city. This is 

naturally dependent on a site being 

prompted for this specific use and as yet 

no site has come forward. It is possible a 

site may be promoted through the Review 

in the fullness of time. In the 

meantime it is felt that a more viable 

option is to include an enabling policy to 

support a hotel and set criteria against 

which any future planning application can 
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be judged. Through this approach the 

principle of a new hotel is supported in 

the SWDPR but not constrained to any 

particular site that may not come forward 

inside the plan period. SWDP35 as 

currently worded does provide support for 

visitor and hotel accommodation in the 

wider area of south Worcestershire. It is 

not the intention to review this aspect of 

the policy. 

1473 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Hotel Accommodation The requirement is to improve existing hotels. 

Comments noted. The options relate to 

the delivery of new hotel accommodation 

as part of the review. The SWDP 35 as 

worded does allow for improvements to 

existing visitor accommodation and any 

planning applications would be considered 

against this and other relevant policies in 

the plan.  

815 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Hotel Accommodation 

Support for option 'a'. Qualified support dependent on 

demand and provided there would not be detriment of 

existing hotels in the city. Locations close to city centre 

preferable, i.e. riverside, Pitchcroft or Hylton Road.    

These responses will help inform the 

preferred options for the review of the 

SWDP policies on tourist development. 

Any hotel site allocation in the city centre 

would have to come forward following the 

analysis of the site suitability and 

availability options in the call for sites 

study. It is possible a site may be 

promoted through the Review in the 

fullness of time. In the meantime it is felt 

that a more viable option is to include an 
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enabling policy to support a hotel and set 

criteria against which any future planning 

application can be judged.      

2443 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Hotel Accommodation Support for option 'b' and 'd'. Support for these options is noted. 

671 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Hotel Accommodation Support is given to option 'a'. 

Support for option 'a' noted. Allocating a 

site for a hotel will depend on a suitable 

location coming forward in the city. This is 

naturally dependent on a site being 

prompted for this specific use and as yet 

no site has come forward. It is possible a 

site may be promoted through the Review 

in the fullness of time. In the 

meantime it is felt that a more viable 

option is to include an enabling policy to 

support a hotel and set criteria against 

which any future planning application can 

be judged. Through this approach the 

principle of a new hotel is supported in 

the SWDPR but not constrained to any 

particular site that may not come forward 

inside the plan period.     

929 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Hotel Accommodation 

  

Blank entry 

Blank entry 

1509 Miss Hotel Accommodation Consider that a 4 star hotel in Worcester is not a priority. Commented noted. 
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H 

Skate 

Development of a large hotel in the city or on the edge 

could have a negative impact and discourage existing 

tourism. 

3565 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Hotel Accommodation 

Comments relate to option 'd'. A hotel is needed in the 

south Worcester area and there is potential to include a 

hotel within the Worcester South urban extension.  

Response noted for the need to generally 

support visitor accommodation across 

south Worcestershire. Bringing forward a 

hotel on the urban extension would need 

to be driven by the market and the 

availability of a site as the allocation 

(SWDP 45/1) does not include a 

requirement for a hotel.      

1961 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Hotel Accommodation option d Noted. 

2096 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Hotel Accommodation 

No specific comment on Option 22. Respondents reserve 

the right to comment further in so far as it may affect their 

client’s land interests. 

Response noted. 

2981 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Hotel Accommodation No strong view held on these options.  Noted. 

727 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Tourist Accommodation 

Support for option 'b'.  Include the new forms of 

accommodation in the existing policy. 
Noted. 

538 

Great Comberton 

Parish Council 
Tourist Accommodation 

Static caravan sites should be excluded from the 

categories of development permitted in open countryside 

under SWDP2.  Although defined as permanent structures 

(as defined by case law EWHC 2161) they are not subject 

Noted. Static holiday caravans in the open 

countryside are only permitted if 

proposals meet the criteria set out 

in SWDP 36. It is considered these 
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to the same standards of design and construction as 

houses and the safeguards intended in the existing 

SWDP36 are not effective. 

are clear and robust criteria as to how 

planning applications for this type of 

development should be considered. These 

are supported by a range of relevant 

policies in the SWDP that address the 

need to promote the rural economy but 

also safeguard the natural and 

historic environment. The NPPF places 

great emphasis on promoting the rural 

economy and tourism makes an important 

contribution to this through visitor 

spending, employment and farm 

diversification.  

2613 Historic England Tourist Accommodation 
No specific comments were made on this option by 

Historic England.  
Noted.  

3079 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Tourist Accommodation Support for option 'a'. Support for option 'a' noted. 

2535 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Tourist Accommodation 

Support for option 'a'. The policy should include criteria 

specific to these types of uses and the locations 

which tend to be in rural areas. 

Support for option 'a' noted.   

2284 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Tourist Accommodation 
Support for a combination of 'a' and 'b' both of which 

would have a similar effect. 
Noted. 

2373 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Tourist Accommodation Support for option 'b'.  Support for option 'b' noted. 

975 Vale of Evesham Tourist Accommodation Provided that new forms of accommodation are Noted. 
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Civic Society supported, the choice of policy is not critical. 

1204 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Tourist Accommodation Support for option 'b'.  Noted. 

1848 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Tourist Accommodation Support for option 'a'. Noted. 

3920 

Little Comberton 

Parish Council 
Tourist Accommodation 

Little Comberton Parish Council would like to see stronger 

policies to control static caravan development, as the 

current policy is too weak. 

Comments noted. Static holiday caravans 

in the open countryside are only 

permitted if proposals meet the criteria 

set out in SWDP 36. It is considered these 

are clear and robust criteria as to how 

planning applications for this type of 

development should be considered. These 

are supported by a range of relevant 

policies in the SWDP that address the 

need to promote the rural economy but 

also safeguard the natural and 

historic environment. The NPPF places 

great emphasis on promoting the rural 

economy and tourism makes an important 

contribution to this through visitor 

spending, employment and farm 

diversification.  

4454 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Tourist Accommodation 

The SWDP review should address other hotel 

accommodation needs across south Worcestershire as 

well as taking a more flexible approach to allowing new 

forms of accommodation, e.g. glamping, pods and safari 

tents. 

Support for this option is noted. 
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1760 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Tourist Accommodation Support for option 'a'. Noted. 

1950 FCC Environment Tourist Accommodation 

Support for option 'a'. The SWDP35 is considered to be too 

restrictive. To promote growth in the rural economy and 

enhance tourism accommodation needs to be permitted 

outside existing settlements. The review should consider a 

policy wording that is more flexible and the reasoned 

justification needs to make reference to latest tourism 

strategies and reflect the NPPF that requires local plan 

policies to support prosperity in rural areas.   

Comments noted. However the policy 

does support a range of tourist 

accommodation and visitor attractions in 

the open countryside. Criteria B vi does 

not apply in all instances rather only 

where applicable. The preceding criteria 

support a range of uses in the open 

countryside. The policies will be updated 

to reflect new tourism definitions, the 

revised NPPF and regard will be had to any 

up to date tourist strategies in the 

county.  

2672 Broadway Trust Tourist Accommodation Support for option 'b'. Noted. 

3949 Madresfield Tourist Accommodation 

Support for option 'a' and 'b'. The policy should also be 

extended to allow tourist based uses which may need to 

be situated in rural areas appropriate to their location. 

Comments noted. SWDP 34 supports a 

range of tourist facilities and operation 

across the plan area which are not 

principally related to visitor 

accommodation or camping etc.   

4367 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Tourist Accommodation 

Support for option 'a' and 'b'. The proviso that this does 

not impact on local amenity and that adequate 

infrastructure is delivered.  

Comments noted. SWDP 36 as worded 

already includes criteria that require 

appropriate infrastructure and safeguards 

amenity value.  

4493 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 
Tourist Accommodation 

No strong view. Definitions should reflect current practice 

and not become outdated. 
Comments noted. 
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England 

69 Prosser Tourist Accommodation 

The SWDPR should update the definition of tourist 

accommodation so that new forms of accommodation are 

covered within the existing policy. 

Comments noted. The review of SWDP35 

and SWDP 36 will provide an opportunity 

to update definitions where required. 

110 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Tourist Accommodation 

The SWDPR should update the definition of tourist 

accommodation so that new forms of accommodation are 

covered within the existing policy. 

Noted. The review of SWDP 35 and SWDP 

36 will allow for further definitions of 

tourist accommodation to be considered 

where appropriate.   

144 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Tourist Accommodation 

Support for option 'b'. The range and dynamic of holiday 

accommodation should not be tied to a policy description 

that could quickly become out of date.  

Noted. This response will be used when 

considering the review of SWDP 35 and 

SWDP 36. 

185 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Tourist Accommodation 

The SWDPR should update the tourist accommodation 

policy to include new forms of accommodation, such as 

glamping, pods and safari tents, and take a more flexible 

approach to allowing these uses. 

Support for this option and comments 

noted.  

385 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Tourist Accommodation Support for option 'a'. Support for this option is noted. 

441 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

Tourist Accommodation 

Any review of the relevant policies should 

consider the noise impact of tourist accommodation on 

existing neighbouring uses. Failure to do so can lead to the 

detriment of both residential amenity and business 

viability of proposed use.  

Noted. SWDP 35 currently references the 

impact on neighbouring amenity as 

criteria. However consideration can be 

given to the inclusion of impact on 

amenity of existing residents and uses in 

SWDP 36 where this is not currently 

mentioned.  

1474 Mrs Tourist Accommodation Support for option 'a'. Support noted. 
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Ann 

Boulter 

2444 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Tourist Accommodation Support for a combination of option 'a' and 'b'. Noted. 

1668 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Tourist Accommodation Blank response Blank response  

672 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Tourist Accommodation B Noted. 

1033 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Tourist Accommodation 

The review should acknowledge the emergence of 

alternatives to traditional visitor accommodation 

e.g. 'Airbnb' and house swaps. 

Comments noted. Planning permission is 

not required for this type of use. 

930 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Tourist Accommodation Blank entry Blank entry 

1427 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Tourist Accommodation 

The SWDPR should acknowledge the emergence of 

alternatives to traditional visitor accommodation such as 

'Airbnb' and house swaps. 

Comments noted. These these types of 

tourist accommodation uses do not 

require planning permission. 

3566 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Tourist Accommodation 
Support for option 'a'. Needs updating to 'future 

proof' policy. 
Comments noted. 

1962 

Mr 

George 
Tourist Accommodation Support for option 'b'. Support for option 'b' noted. 
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Glaze 

2097 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Tourist Accommodation 

No specific comments to make on Option 23. Reserve the 

right to comment further on this in so far as it may affect 

our client’s land interests. 

Noted. 

2481 Valefresco Ltd Tourist Accommodation 

Support for option 'a'. The policy should include new 

forms of accommodation, e.g. glamping, pods and safari 

tents which have a limited environmental impact. 

By providing a more flexible approach to these uses the 

policy will support the rural economy in line with the 

NPPF.  

Support for option 'a' noted. The criteria a 

of SWDP 36 will be amended to include 

reference to these typologies.  

2983 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Tourist Accommodation No comment. Noted. 
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728 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Transport All six options should apply. 

Noted and acknowledged that the 6 options are not 

mutually exclusive. 

508 

Charlton Parish 

Council 
Transport 

1, 2, 3, 4, & 5 Yes 

6, What does this mean? 

Noted. Fair point re 6 as this is supposed to refer to 

the on going decline in rural bus service provision. 

800 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Transport 

1 & 2: We support this proposal. We further point out that rapid 

charging points demand a 30amp feed. Both house and estate 

cabling capacity will need to be increased to accommodate the 

inevitable multiple charging load. 

3: Villages located close to urban centres also need safe cycle 

ways. Rural footpaths along specified routes should be surfaced 

to permit walking and cycling to be shared. 

4: We fully support the LPT 4 recommendations 

6: We are at a loss to see how planning policy can contribute. 

Noted. Wrt EV charging points we will look at the 

implications for development viability. Agree that 

any villages within reasonable cycling distance of a 

town or Worcester would benefit from having a 

direct, safe cycling and walking route connection. 

Wrt 6 the way the revised SWDP policy could 

contribute is via reasonable and relevant S106 

developer contributions. 

3263 

Canal & River 

Trust 
Transport 

Preference for 3 and 4; Invest in canal and river paths for cycling 

and walking. 

Noted. The potential CO2 savings are encouraging 

and that could be a factor in deciding to where to 

locate new housing and employment growth. 

2614 Historic England Transport 

In relation to any proposed site allocations we recommend that 

the methodology set out in Historic Environment Advice Note 3: 

The Historic Environment and Site Allocations in Local Plans are 

applied to any site assessment work: 

https://historicengland.org.uk/images-

Noted. This document will be considered in 

preparing the Historic Environment Topic Paper. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 769



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

books/publications/historic-environment-and-site-allocations-

in-local-plans/ . 

3080 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Transport We would support all of these proposals. Noted. 

2536 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Transport 

Agree to all the above. It is essential that the appropriate 

transport infrastructure is in place prior to development being 

occupied. The North Claines Neighbourhood Plan promotes 

sustainable transport options specifically with identifying an 

area for a potential rail-halt park and ride site. 

Another key issue is ensuring sufficient off-street parking for 

new developments and off-street delivery space particularly in 

retail centres and industrial estates. 

Noted. Ideally infrastructure would be in place 

before development is occupied but a Local 

Planning Authority cannot always require this as 

unless a third party is prepared to forward fund it 

at their own risk development viability precludes it. 

Wrt car parking the SWC will consider adopting the 

latest standards published by the local Highway 

Authority i.e. Worcestershire County Council. On 

street parking to serve new development cannot be 

ruled out in principle as it can play a positive role in 

traffic calming for instance. 

2285 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Transport 

i) None of these proposed policies is exclusive and all have 

merit. UK Government has established a policy to phase out 

petrol-engine cars so it is important to future proof new 

development in this regard. 1 and 6 are particularly important 

for rural areas. 

Noted, agree. 

2374 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Transport We would support all of these proposals. Noted. 

2904 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 
Transport 

We agree that new employment and residential development 

should accommodate electric vehicle charging points. 

The recently adopted County Highways Parking Standards 

Noted. The SWC are aiming to strengthen the 

SWDP policy on EV charging points and will need to 

consider the development viability implications of 
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should be urgently reviewed as the occupier requirements are 

onerous and unrelated. 

doing so. 

The SWC will be discussing car parking standards 

with Worcestershire County Council as the local 

Highway Authority. 

976 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
Transport 

The plan should include 1-4. Item 3 should be extended to 

include railway stations as a specific destination. 

• Item 4 needs to be extended to include reference to a 

significant increase in parking at all railway stations as 

part of a sustainable transport network. 

• Item 5 should be revised to read to promote additional 

capacity for off-highway HGV parking. 

• Item 6 is more for the Local Transport Plan than the 

Local Plan. 

All the options are not mutually exclusive; Agree 

that walking and cycling accessibility to railway 

stations should be an important factor in the 

consideration of spatial development options and 

planning proposals. 

Noted re HGV parking and rural transport. 

1205 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Transport No to 1, yes to others. 

Noted, no reason given why Option 1 should not be 

pursued. 

1849 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Transport 

Agree to all the above. It is essential that the appropriate 

transport infrastructure is in place prior to development being 

occupied. Policies MT1: Transport and Development, MT3: 

Malvern Link Railway Station Opportunity Area and MT4: 

Electric Vehicle Charging Points of the Submission Version of 

Malvern Neighbourhood Plan seeks to deliver on many of the 

above options. 

Another key issue is ensuring sufficient off-street parking for 

new developments and off-street delivery space particularly in 

Noted. Regarding transport infrastructure being in 

place before new development is occupied that will 

be the aim but in some cases it can be seen as 

unreasonable for development viability reasons 

i.e. a developer needing  to sell property before 

being in a position to fund some elements of the 

infrastructure requirement. If adopted the Malvern 

Town Neighbourhood Plan will become part of the 

development plan for the district and a material 

consideration in the determination of planning 
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retail centres and industrial estates. This should be addressed 

within the SWDPR. 

applications. Regarding off street parking the SWC 

will seek the advice of Worcestershire County 

Council as the Highway Authority. 

1300 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Transport 

Support 1,2 and 3 but in respect of 1,2 the policy should be 

flexible enough to deal with changing technology and not 

compromise development viability nor electrical networks. 

Noted. Notwithstanding the Government's 

ambition in this regard we will look at whether a 

requirement to install EV charging points in all new 

housing would make such development unviable. 

1354 

Custom Land 

Limited 
Transport 

Electric vehicle charging points are becoming more 

common.  The key issue is each dwelling having the ability to 

have charging point because there are different charging 

types.  It should be a matter for the home/vehicle owner to 

determine what type of charger to install (Options 1 and 2). 

The integration of walking and cycling routes into a 

development depends on scale (Option 3). Such an approach 

would work for large/strategic sites (if required) but not for 

small schemes of 1 to say 50 dwellings. 

Noted. Given the UK' target to reduce carbon 

emissions by at least 80% of 1990 levels it is 

appropriate that the SWDP strengthens it's policy in 

respect of EV charging points and that will be 

informed by technical evidence including the 

impact on development viability. 

Agree that on strategic sites there is normally a 

greater opportunity to secure off road cycling and 

walking infrastructure but there is typically no 

justification for making smaller developments 

cycling and walking friendly. 

1801 

Worcestershire 

Regulatory 

Services 

Transport Support 1,2,3,4,5 and 6 . 1-5 will help address poor air quality. 

Noted. SWC to look at the justification in increasing 

the % of commercial development parking spaces 

requiring EV charging points. 

Subject to development viability considerations the 

SWDPR will look to strengthening the policy on 

domestic EV charging points. 

It is evident that high quality cycling and walking 
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infrastructure can result in a decrease in short car 

based trips. 

It is very important that LTP and SWDPR 

objectives/aims are mutually compatible. 

Agree that appropriately located HGV lorry parking 

can help prevent AQMA thresholds from being 

breeched as can the location of proposed new 

development. 

4533 

Pershore Town 

Council 
Transport 

The lack of capacity in the local highway network at Pershore 

means a northern relief road , linking the B4084 with the A44, is 

needed. 

Noted. It is acknowledged that the current capacity 

of the cited road junctions is such that strategic 

level development at Pershore is only possible if 

major new road infrastructure is secured. 

Notwithstanding the potential detrimental 

landscape impacts the likely cost of the suggested 

link road would be such that the scale of housing 

development needed to fund it would be excessive 

and that other development options for Wychavon 

District would be more appropriate. 

3926 

Bishampton and 

Throckmorton 

Parish Council 

Transport 

As much development as possible needs to be located in areas 

which can be accessed by walking, cycling and public transport. 

How do we do this in rural areas? 

How do we plan for innovation in transport – for example 

electric vehicles? 

Noted. Agree that most development needs to be 

in locations where cycling and walking is a real 

alternative to using the car. That of course is far 

harder in rural areas because of the longer 

distances to services and employment 

opportunities as well as the fact that commercial 

bus provision tends to be less viable in such 

locations. That is why previously most new 

allocated growth has been in or adjoin the main 
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How do we create places that encourage people to walk or cycle 

shorter journeys? 

Policies are needed to ensure sustainable transport is available 

to and from villages. This should be targeted to promote Health 

and Wellbeing and the local economy, e.g. 16-19 year olds 

travelling for education, people travelling to and from work and 

also transport into towns for shopping. 

urban areas. 

Regarding EV charging points the SWC are 

considering making the current policy (SWDP4) 

stronger and are looking at the implications for 

development viability. 

4304 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Transport 
Support 1,2 and 3 . Nb 1,2 do not necessarily help to tackle 

traffic congestion. 

Noted. Agree that electric vehicles are not the 

answer to tackling congestion rather they are an 

important element is reducing local pollution 

levels. 

The SWC welcome and appreciate the on going 

transport modelling work and advice provided by 

Worcestershire County Council as the local 

Highway Authority. 

4307 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Transport 

We agree with all options outlined in option 24. Once the policy 

is developed further, standards for the number of electric 

vehicle charge points should be referenced i.e. street scape 

guidance. Legislation coming in in 2019 will require all new 

developments to include as a minimum the cabling to install 

electric vehicle charging infrastructure at a later date. The SWPD 

review should go further and specify a number of physical 

charge points to be included. Point six which looks at options for 

rural transport could specify the use of clean transport options. 

Noted. Agree the SWDPR should set out thresholds 

for the number of EV charging points. 

Agree the policy in respect to rural community 

transport should include a reference to zero carbon 

emissions. 

4375 

Worcestershire 

County Council 
Transport 

The Public Health Directorate supports 1),2),3),4),5) and 6 to 

reduce air pollution and increase physical activity though active 
Noted. 
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(Planning) travel. 

4298 

Stratford Rail 

Transport Group 
Transport As for 3274. 

Noted. Agree the evidence suggests that the SWDP 

should continue to safeguard those former railway 

rails for transport use. 

The SWC appreciated the scale of committed and 

proposed development at Long Marston Depot and 

Airfield and under the Duty to Cooperate have an 

on going dialogue with Stratford District Council 

which is set out in a statement of common ground 

which will be periodically updated. 

We acknowledge that the level of growth envisaged 

cannot be accommodated simply by increasing 

road capacity. 

At the Issues and Options stage of plan making 

typically you will not see much detail rather its high 

level principles, objectives etc. so it is premature to 

say that the SWDP review is not supportive of NPPF 

objectives. The SWC are conscious of the fact that 

the revised plan will need to be consistent with the 

NPPF and the likelihood is that the chosen spatial 

development strategy will be largely driven by 

transport implications. 

3710 

Ripple Parish 

Council 
Transport 

As much development as possible needs to be located in areas 

which can be accessed by walking, cycling and public transport. 

Agree that without very good cycling and walking 

infrastructure and cheap/ reliable /frequent bus 

services the propensity to use a car will increase 
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Question. 

• How do we do this in rural areas? 

• How do we plan for innovation in transport-for example 

electric vehicles? 

• How do we create places that encourage people to walk 

or cycle shorter journeys? 

Past justifications that the mere provision of walkways and cycle 

paths leads to re generation of towns such as Upton upon 

Severn are tenuous. Whilst they provide excellent leisure 

amenities, the siting of proposed new developments to the 

south and east of the parish will do little to support the town for 

day to day shopping, as it is impractical to carry shopping the 

required distances, or reach schools or heath service provision. 

The lack of public transport has made residents car reliant or 

face isolation. 

Ripple parish residents are potentially within months of losing its 

District and County Councillor subsidised bus service, which in 

terms of timetable is completely inadequate in providing an 

alternative means of transport to schools and work place. If bus 

services are provided, they need to be timetabled at the right 

time to the right destination. The privatisation of bus services 

has failed and needs reform, particularly in rural areas. 

The failure to co ordinate the construction of Section 106 

infrastructure cycle and walking amenities within our parish. 

Even the current new housing occupation simply leads to new 

residents being immediately car reliant. Section 106 

significantly. 

Agree that if the walking and cycling infrastructure 

is put in prior to occupation then people are more 

likely to use those modes of transport more 

frequently. 

Bus service provision generally is really a matter for 

national policy and funding. There is only limited 

capacity for the County Council to subsidise failing 

commercial bus services. 
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infrastructure agreements need to be built simultaneously with 

new residential development. Section 106 agreements should 

ensure that monies are paid on commencement of first property 

occupation to assist in this. Once motoring reliance has been 

established it is harder to re educate residents away from the 

car even if alternative transport arrangements are eventually 

provided. 

Parishes throughout South Worcestershire invariably experience 

similar issues, yet there seems a repeated desire to extend 

property developments around these rural communities. 

This leads to the conclusion that the development of new small 

town communities with the provision of shops and essential 

services should be the long term solution to these issues. 

If not parishes such as Ripple are going to require heavily 

subsidised bus services, or community funding of mini 

buses/taxis. 

Where cycle/walkways are constructed they should be away 

from highways wherever possible. 

Promotion of South Worcestershire’s extensive footpath 

network would encourage residents to walk. 

Public spaces such as village halls, recreation grounds, should be 

encouraged to install electric car charging points-subsidised 

installation costs would assist. 
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4458 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Transport 

The SWDPR should promote the use of electric vehicles by 

requiring all new residential development to have electric 

charging points for all properties that provide dedicated off-road 

parking. 

Noted. The SWC will have to look at the 

implications for development viability in the first 

instance. 

4201 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 
Transport 

Before promoting the use of electric vehicles by requiring all 

new residential development to have electric charging points for 

all properties as set out in Option 24b the Councils should 

engage with the main energy suppliers to determine network 

capacity to accommodate any adverse impacts if all dwellings 

have a re-charge facility. If re-charging demand became 

excessive there may be constraints to increasing the electric 

loading in an area because of the limited size and capacity of 

existing cables and new sub-station infrastructure may be 

necessary. Such costs should be included in the Councils 

updated viability testing otherwise there may be an adverse 

impact on housing delivery. 

It is the HBF’s opinion that the promotion of electric vehicles 

should be undertaken nationally in a standardised way 

implemented via Building Regulations after the Government’s 

proposed future consultation to be undertaken by the 

Department of Transport. The HBF is wary of Councils seeking to 

impose locally derived policy requirements for provision of 

electric vehicle charging points. 

Noted. The SWC will look at the technical evidence 

and assess the development viability implications 

of requiring EV charging points in new 

development. The SWC will also consult with the 

local energy company regarding capacity in the 

network to facilitate a substantive increase in EV 

charging points. 

Agree that it would be easier if the requirement for 

EV charging points was implemented through 

Building Regulations but the timeframe for that 

remains unknown. 

1761 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Transport 6 Noted. 

2016 Wyre Forest Transport It will be important for the South Worcestershire Local Noted. Agree. The SWC have an ongoing dialogue 
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District Council Authorities to engage with Worcestershire County Council to 

establish what improvements to highways and other 

infrastructure will be required in order to support housing 

growth. These infrastructure improvements will need to be 

brought forward in a timely way, before significant development 

has been undertaken. 

with Worcestershire County Council as the local 

Highway and Education Authority. The 

infrastructure implications for the revised 

development strategy will need to be set out in 

policy as well as an Infrastructure Delivery Plan. 

2021 

Wyre Forest 

District Council 
Transport 

Wyre Forest would welcome the SWDPR to promote the use of 

electric vehicles by requiring all new residential and 

employment development to have electric charging points for all 

properties as outlined in Option 24. This is consistent with policy 

24B of the Wyre Forest District Pre Submission Plan. 

Noted. The SWC are looking at the practical and 

development viability implications of requiring all 

new development to include EV charging points. 

2184 IM Land Transport 

A policy for EV charging points must not compromise 

development viability nor electrical networks. Good design will 

help deliver on option 3. 

Noted. Agree that the impact of new plan policies 

on development viability needs to be assessed. 

Agree good design is very important in encouraging 

a greater proportion of local cycling and walking 

trips notwithstanding the location of the 

development, relative to services and employment 

opportunities,  will also affect the propensity to 

walk and cycle. 

2212 IM Land Transport As for 2184 above. This is a duplicate representation, 2184 refers. 

2673 Broadway Trust Transport All options supported. Noted. 

2793 Taylor Wimpey Transport 

The promotion of electric vehicle charging points is supported 

but the creation of a policy that requires all new dwellings to 

have electric charging points will need to be carefully considered 

and supported with appropriate evidence. The inclusion of 

electric charging points in areas of communal parking (for 

Noted. Agree that implications of EV charging 

points requirements for development viability need 

to be considered. 
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apartments or shared parking courtyards for example) can be 

problematic as parking spaces are not always allocated to a 

particular dwelling and arrangements to ascertain who pays for 

the electricity used can be difficult. 

The integration of walking and cycling routes in new housing 

developments is fully supported and is being promoted by 

Taylor Wimpey in their proposals for land at Pulley Farm. 

  

Noted re all new development needs to be 

designed to maximise cycling and walking 

opportunities. 

3346 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Transport 

Support 2 and 6. With respect to EV charging points the policy 

must need jeopardise development viability and be capable of 

being accommodated by the local electricity networks. 

Noted. The SWC will assess the impact of requiring 

EV charging points both on the capacity of the 

network and on development viability. 

3225 

Bellway Homes 

Ltd 
Transport 

As per our responses to Options 1 and 3 above, the SWDP 

Review should ensure new development maximises 

opportunities to integrate walking and cycling routes, 

particularly to access public transport. The plan should also 

promote existing transport hubs identified by Local Transport 

Plan 4 (LTP4) as a priority. 

Worcester Parkway Station is included as one of three key 

transport schemes within the LTP4 and the SWDP Review should 

maximise the opportunity this station provides for sustainably 

delivering a new settlement scale community. Bellway’s site can 

absorb the station and provide direct links to it, ensuring it is 

integrated in a wider mix use development. Given the public 

transport offer at the station, this site provides a real 

opportunity to reduce the reliance on private car usage in new 

development. 

Noted. Agree that it is very important that reliance 

on the private motor car is reduced and that in 

order to do so cycling, walking and public transport 

infrastructure is secured for new development. 

Agree that Worcestershire Parkway Station could 

offer the opportunity to help create a more 

sustainable focus for strategic growth albeit it, like 

other options, needs to be justified through 

technical evidence. 

3274 Shakespeare Line Transport SLPG strongly believe that there needs to be greater co- The SWC will continue to work positively with 
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Promotion Group operation and coordination between Local Planning Authorities, 

Local Transport Authorities, the West Midlands Rail Executive 

and the respective Local Enterprise Partnerships concerning 

residential and commercial development and the potential 

impact resulting in increased demand for rail capacity, 

specifically in the South Midlands and West Midlands envelope. 

Those living in new homes provided by proposed new 

developments, irrespective of location, will have an expectation 

that the three benefits as set out by WMRE’s RIS will apply to 

their environment. 

Protect former rail corridors, particularly at/around 

Honeybourne, for future rail use. Dual track the Cotswolds and 

Malverns Line between Norton Junction and Evesham and 

Charlbury and Wolvercote. 

Worcestershire County Council with respect to 

transport modelling of spatial development options 

and of course will consult with interested parties 

such as the Worcestershire Local Enterprise 

Partnership. 

The current SWDP, SWDP4J refers, protects the 

cited rail corridors and there is no evidence to date 

that suggests this should change. 

The SWC agree that rail service levels and reliability 

would benefit/improve with the duelling of the 

single track sections of the Cotswolds and Malvern 

Line. 

Emerging technical evidence suggests that strategic 

level housing growth will need to be located where 

there is very good accessibility to a rail station as 

otherwise the likelihood of there being gridlock at a 

number of road junctions across the study area will 

substantially increase. 

3294 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Transport 

We agree with the following points: 

• New development should accommodate the use of 

electric vehicles by providing electric vehicle charging 

points both for employment and residential 

development. 

• We should also add that the recently adopted County 

Highways parking standards should be reviewed as a 

Noted re EV charging points. 

The SWC will raise the matter of car parking 

standards with Worcestershire County Council as 

the local Highway Authority. 
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matter of urgency since these appear to be particularly 

onerous and unrelated to occupier requirements. 

4011 

Richborough 

Estates 
Transport 

With regards to Option 24 Points 1 and 2 SWDP should ensure 

that a requirement of this type does not hinder the delivery of 

development through impacting on viability. SWDP should also 

ensure that there is sufficient capacity within the network to 

allow for the provision of electric parking spaces and that any 

upgrades required is factored into the viability testing that is 

required. 

Noted. The impact on development viability will 

need to be considered as will the infrastructure 

implications of providing EV charging points in rural 

areas. 

3401 Inchbald-Day Transport 

Strongly support the greater promotion of electric charging 

points for employment and residential development. 

Consideration needs to be given to the linkage with the need for 

such development to provide for renewable energy 

technologies. In addition, there needs to be some flexibility in 

this proposed policy in that there may be circumstances where 

charging points and renewables are not appropriate such as in 

environmentally or ecologically sensitive landscapes/sites, or 

locations which cause harm to heritage assets. 

Noted. There may be factors which e.g. 

development viability and a lack of infrastructure 

capacity as to why requiring EV charging points in 

all development is not appropriate. Landscape 

impact however is not a material factor in that 

consideration. 

3494 

Landform Badsey 

Ltd 
Transport 

Support 1,2 as they would help to reduce pollution and are 

supportive in the context of the Government's aim to ban sales 

of internal combustion engines in 20140. 

Should retain SWDP 11 as it helps to safeguard the amenity of 

local communities in the Vale of Evesham. 

Noted. It is evident that SWDP11: Vale of Evesham 

Heavy Goods Vehicles Control Zone is very little 

used in decision taking as  the application of 

SWDP4:Moving Around South Worcestershire can 

cover such matters. The SWC will consider 

subsuming elements of SWDP11 within SWDP4. 

3513 

St Modwen 

Developments 
Transport 

Care should be taken in relation to policy around EV charging 

points in circumstances where technology and market 

Note. Agree that depending on the evidence there 

may need to be some caveats in respect of 
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Ltd requirements are rapidly evolving in this sphere, and any 

solution will be dependent in part on the ability of electricity 

companies to provide the required supply. That could become 

an impediment to development unless any policy is suitably 

qualified.  Standards of integration for walking and cycling 

routes should only be included within policy if matched by a 

commitment to resource highways officers to support their 

implementation. 

requiring EV charging points for new development 

proposals. 

Local Plan policy and implementation are different 

matters. 

3688 Bovis Homes Transport 

Bovis Homes promotes the use of electric vehicles by ensuring 

that their new homes are capable of being easily adapted for 

electric vehicle charging. However, demand for electric vehicle 

parking is still relatively low and requiring all new residential 

properties to have electric charging points would be 

unsustainable as many of them would not be used. Bovis Homes 

would suggest that Option B is modified to ensure that all new 

residential properties are designed to be capable of being easily 

fitted with electric charging points. 

Noted. The SWC appreciate that it will need to look 

at whether development viability would be 

compromised if new homes were required to have 

an EV charging point. The cost of EV vehicles is 

currently beyond the means of many and therefore 

the practical ramifications of that will be looked at. 

The fact that some EV charging points may not be 

used does not render a development 

unsustainable. 

3884 

Warwickshire 

College 
Transport 

New development should accommodate the use of electric 

vehicles by providing electric charging points both for 

employment and residential development. In new residential 

development, these should be provided in garages or adjacent 

parking areas. 

The recently adopted County Highways Parking Standards 

should also be reviewed as a matter of urgency as they are 

particularly onerous. 

Noted re EV charging points. 

The SWC will discuss revised parking standards with 

Worcestershire County Council as the local 

Highway Authority. 

3975 Madresfield Transport 
We agree with the following points: Noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 783



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

• New development should accommodate the use of 

electric vehicles by providing electric vehicle charging 

points both for employment and residential 

development. 

• We should also add that the recently adopted County 

Highways parking standards should be reviewed as a 

matter of urgency since these appear to be particularly 

onerous and unrelated to occupier requirements. 

The SWC will discuss the matter of revised parking 

standards with Worcestershire County Council as 

the local Highway Authority. 

3967 ehB Reeves Transport 

With regards to Option 24 Points 1 and 2 SWDP should ensure 

that a requirement of this type does not hinder the delivery of 

development through impacting on viability. SWDP should also 

ensure that there is sufficient capacity within the network to 

allow for the provision of electric parking spaces and that any 

upgrades required is factored into the viability testing that is 

required. 

Noted. As for the response to rep. 4011. 

4170 

Malvern Civic 

Society 
Transport 

Most support for 3 as it is needed if we are to try and reduce car 

dependency and the associated congestion and pollution. 

Noted. Agree that a move to EV does not 

necessarily mean traffic congestion will improve. 

Strategic level growth will need to have very good 

access to a train station and provide excellent 

walking and cycling infrastructure. Even then given 

the overall quantum of growth to be 

accommodated peak time road traffic will 

inevitably increase in some areas. 

Access to local services including schools and 

health facilities will be a material factor in the 

allocation of development. 
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4268 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 
Transport 

Support sustainable transport choices. With respect to EV 

charging points the policy must not compromise development 

viability and the local electricity networks need to be capable of 

delivering the necessary power. 

Noted. The SWC will consider the impact on 

development viability of requiring EV charging 

points in all new housing. 

4496 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Transport 

Many of these things are to be welcomed. To retro-fit homes 

with electric charging points is likely to be much more expensive 

than designing them in.  It will be appropriate to require them 

for new-build houses (at least), when it is proposed to phase out 

fossil fuels within 25 years.   This will not necessarily be 

appropriate for specialist accommodation for elderly persons 

who no longer drive. 

Rather than merely expressing support for LTP4, SWDP should 

explicitly support: 

• New railway stations north and west of Worcester, 

perhaps at Fernhill Heath and Rushwick, to provide Park 

and Ride facilities for Worcester city centre. 

• Reopening the Honeybourne to Stratford line; re-

doubling the Cotswold line; and Droitwich to Stoke 

Works re-doubling. However these are transport, rather 

than planning, issues. 

• Highway junction improvements at pinch-points, such as 

A449/A450 at Black Bridge, Torton (SWST14). Ideally the 

Hartlebury bypass dual carriageway should be extended 

to that junction, but a cheaper option might be to 

extend it the just north of the B4193 junction, with the 

northbound side north of that widened to 2 lanes, so 

that Kidderminster-bound traffic is not delayed by that 

Noted and agree re EV charging points. 

With respect to new railway stations the SWDP will 

continue to have a positively worded policy in 

respect of them as well as for park and ride albeit 

delivery of these are entirely another matter. 

As to road improvements the SWDPR will need to 

look at the transport implications of its chosen 

spatial development strategy and that will be 

informed by transport modelling undertaken by 

Worcestershire County Council as the local 

Highway Authority. 
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needing to turn right on to A450.  This would provide a 

filter lane for B4193 and two northbound lanes all the 

way to the black bridge.   

• Extension of eastern bypass of Worcester, not merely to 

B4204 Martley Road but to A443, perhaps with the long-

term aim of having a crossing of the Severn north of the 

city to A449 north of Bevere, to complete a Worcester 

ring road. Certainly a route for a potential future 

extension to A443 should be safeguarded.  

4541 

Cotswold District 

Council 
Transport 

Support the need for an integrated transport strategy to 

accommodate future growth. 

As part of ongoing Duty to Cooperate arrangement between the 

two Councils and respective local highways authorities, CDC 

wishes to be kept well-informed of new transport evidence and 

any significant impacts that may arise as the review progresses. 

In this regard, you may find the following cross border analysis a 

useful summary of the key development and transport 

infrastructure being proposed (at Autumn 2017) in local 

planning authorities neighbouring Cotswold District. 

Noted. 

Agree that it is appropriate to keep Cotswold 

District Council informed with regard to plan 

making proposals and emerging technical evidence 

as agreed in the draft statement of common 

ground re the legal Duty to Cooperate. 

18 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

Transport Blank entry Blank entry 

70 Prosser Transport 

The SWDPR should integrate walking and cycling routes to 

community facilities, retail outlets, education and employment 

opportunities in all new housing developments to an agreed 

standard. 

Agree with the principle. The revised SWDP policy 

on transport may need to be more explicit in what 

is required of developers. A standard requirement 

is not really appropriate as what can effectively be 
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achieved in rural areas is typically different than for 

urban areas. 

111 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Transport 

Support options 1,2,3,5,6. With respect to 3 cycling 

infrastructure should be to an agreed recognized standard e.g. 

Cycling UK, SUSTRANS etc.  

Subject to technical evidence the revised policy is 

likely to be stronger in relation to EV charging 

points. The practical issues as well as the 

consequences for development viability will need 

to be looked at. The need to make sure that new 

development is easily and safely accessible on 

foot/by bike is agreed. The need for new HGV 

parking facilities will be discussed with WCC. 

145 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Transport Yes to all of these. Noted. 

186 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Transport Support all options. As for ID 111 

187 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Transport Support all options. 

It is understood that there are insufficient EV 

charging points in the area and the SWDP will look 

at increasing the number through development. A 

Local Planning Authority cannot however 

standardize connections, payment plans etc. It is 

understood that local cycle networks whilst 

gradually improving are far from ideal. The SWDP 

policy cannot force a developer to rectify existing 

deficiencies but can secure new cycling and walking 

infrastructure provided it meets the CIL Regulations 

tests. The viability of commercial bus service 
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provision has been declining for many years now 

and rectifying that is beyond the remit of the 

SWDP. Where bus service provision is most robust 

is where more development is likely to be 

allocated. It is understood that the price of car 

parking can be a significant factor an individual's 

likelihood of using the bus. The opening of 

Worcestershire Parkway will both improve train 

service reliability as well as the frequency and that 

should reduce the number of commuting trips by 

car. It is also recognised that traffic congestion is an 

increasing feature of the road network. Again that 

will be a factor in the determination of the spatial 

development strategy as most new growth must be 

located in areas where cycling and walking is a real 

transport option. 

296 

Mr 

Andy 

Lyon 

Transport 

Support options 3,4. UK must be net zero in carbon emissions by 

2050. Invest in cycling routes between Gt Malvern, Malvern 

Wells, Upper Welland, Hanley Swan and Upton as well as 

between Newland and Worcester. New railway station at 

Newland. Customers will want the latest type of EV charger. 

Agree that new housing must be located where 

walking and cycling (to local services and 

employment) is a real transport option. 

Emerging evidence suggests that large scale 

development must have good access to a railway 

station. 

The Local Planning Authority is likely to continue to 

seek S106 developer contributions, in order to fund 

new cycling and walking infrastructure, where they 

are consistent with the CIL Regulations' tests. 
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Noted re EV charging sockets. Depending on the 

evidence collected the revised SWDP4 policy is 

likely to be stronger in terms of what is required of 

developers. 

306 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Transport 
Support 1,2,3,4 and 6. Options 3 and 4 will help improve health 

and wellbeing, reduce congestion and pollution. 

Standard response re EV charging points and the 

need to ensure that new development is well 

connected to local services and employment by 

bike and on foot. Outside of it's planning function 

WDC will continue to work with WCC e.g. through 

the Active Travel Group etc. in order to secure new 

cycling and walking infrastructure. 

It is evident that community type transport will 

need to fill some of the service gaps caused by the 

on going decline in bus service provision. 

308 

Mr 

Peter 

Smith 

Transport 

In the medium to long term a by-pass should be considered 

from the A449 approaching Malvern link, through to the Three 

Counties Showground cross roads via Roman Way and Mayfield 

Road & Poolbrook - generally speaking. 

Transport modelling will be carried out in order to 

inform the selection of the most appropriate areas 

to accommodate new housing and employment 

growth. The County Council, as the local Highway 

Authority, will look at the merits of the suggested 

by-pass. 

346 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

Transport 

Option 6. 

Comments on Option 5. 

Officer will discuss the merits of the suggested 

schemes with Worcestershire County Council. 

391 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Transport Options "1" "3" and "4" are essential. 
Noted. Options 1-6 are all desirable options and 

should not be seen as mutually exclusive. 
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442 

Mr 

Michael 

Thorne 

Transport 1,2,3 Noted. As for ID 391 

1475 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Transport All 6 Noted. 

576 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Transport 

Strongly agree with Option 3-when I lived in St. Peters the easy 

access to walking and cycling routes added to the health and 

well being of residence and increased opportunities for fitness. 

Strongly agree with Option 5-also need to provide overnight 

parking and access to facilities. 

Noted. 

816 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Transport 

Supportive of 1,2 albeit concerned that there are different types 

of EV charging points available and people might prefer hybrid 

cars. Support 3 but cyclists should be separated from 

pedestrians. 

Option 24 5 - Agree, but am unsure what this actually means in 

the way of what is already done.  

Option 24 6 - Not sure what this means.  

Agree that there are various types of connections 

and the SWDP would not be able to make 

developers adopt a particular one. 

On road cycle ways are acceptable depending on 

levels of traffic and speeds as they tend to be the 

most direct routes and of course are much cheaper. 

There are indicative standards for widths of 

combined cycling/footpaths. It is acknowledged 

that not all users respect others but serious 

accidents are far more numerous on the road itself. 

We will investigate the merits of increased HGV 

parking provision. The demise of the former Freight 

Quality Partnerships has not helped in trying to 
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ensure that HGVs follow appropriate routes. 

This is about what can be done to compensate for 

the declining bus service provision in rural areas. 

597 

Miss 

Rebecca 

Coote 

Transport Blank response Not appropriate 

2445 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Transport 
All of the options seem sensible. Worcester’s traffic problems 

seem to disappear when its private school are on holiday. 

Noted. The options were not designed to be 

mutually exclusive and they are all considered to be 

positive actions to pursue. Agree that during term 

time there is a lot more traffic on local roads much 

of it in the form of short car trips and that is where 

a much better cycling and walking network can 

have a positive impact . 

1670 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Transport Blank Response Not appropriate 

673 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Transport 3 and 4 Noted. 

1034 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Transport 

The SWDPR should Integrate walking and cycling routes to 

community facilities, retail outlets, education and employment 

opportunities in all new housing developments to the highest 

standards and seek to promote the sustainable transport 

options as a priority. 

Noted, agree notwithstanding that this might not 

be practical nor feasible for some rural areas. 

692 Miss Transport 2 - all new builds should have electric car charging points. Noted. The SWDPR will look to strengthening it's 
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Maureen 

Williams 

policy wrt EV charging points subject to technical 

evidence and development viability considerations. 

893 

Mr 

Robert 

Turner 

Transport 

A new bridge across the River Avon at Evesham is needed . Dual 

the A46(T) at Evesham to encourage drivers to use that rather 

than drive through the town. Re-open the railways linking 

Evesham with Redditch and Honeybourne with Stratford/Long 

Marston. 

Noted. The suggested transport schemes will be 

discussed with Worcestershire County Council as 

the local Highway Authority. 

Agree that access to railway stations will be a 

significant factor in the consideration of a revised 

spatial development strategy. 

931 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Transport Blank entry Not appropriate 

1116 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Transport 

Integrate walking and cycling routes to community facilities, 

retail outlets, education and employment opportunities in all 

new housing developments to an agreed standard. 

Noted, agree notwithstanding a revised policy will 

need to recognise that achieving this in some rural 

areas may not be practical/feasible/viable. 

1725 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Transport 

I think the SWDPR should: 

6. Explore alternative options for rural transport to offset the 

impact of loss of rural transport. 

Noted. Agree. 

1145 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Transport I agree with this option. 

Not clear whether the consultee agrees with one 

option, in which case which one, or all of the 

options. 

1235 

Mr 

Steve 

Davies 

Transport 

The main transport links around Malvern are quite good at the 

moment. 

The retail park area can be very busy causing congestion and 

Noted. There is a need to improve cycling and 

walking infrastructure in order to help reduce the 

number of short car trips across Malvern. The 

Malvern retail park is clearly a popular attraction 
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increased pollution. The addition of the planned development in 

Newland will only add to this congestion however.  

Lack of parking in the town could also lead to increased 

pollution and congestion as people drive around to find parking 

spaces. 

and the vast majority arrive by car. The planned 

employment and housing development will 

increase local traffic but the agreed improvements 

to the roundabout, when run through the transport 

model, are acceptable to Worcestershire County 

Council, as the Highway Authority. 

1275 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Transport 

All options that decrease the use of cars and particularly petrol 

driven cars should be adopted. There seems to be an 

assumption that bus travel is not going to improve. If that is so 

then some other forms of community transport for rural areas is 

essential. I would suggest that all of the points (1-6) should be 

adopted. 

Noted. Agree. The Government are committed to 

ensuring that all new cars from 2014 are zero 

emissions albeit some argue that this should be 

brought forward to 2032.As bus service provision is 

becoming increasingly unviable the SWDPR will 

need to have policies which mean that developers 

,in appropriate case, are required to support 

alternative, community transport provision. 

1438 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Transport 

The SWDPR should Integrate walking and cycling routes to 

community facilities, retail outlets, education and employment 

opportunities in all new housing developments to the highest 

standards and seek to promote the sustainable transport 

options as a priority. 

Note. Agree. 

1992 

Mr 

Malcolm 

Downes 

Transport 
I agree that the SWDP should promote all of the transport 

options 1-6 

Noted. All the options constitute positive actions 

and are not mutually exclusive. 

1510 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Transport 

As a regular user of the cycle/walking routes, I believe these are 

crucial and when of a good quality they encourage the public to 

use them. 

Noted. Agree securing high quality, direct cycling 

and walking infrastructure will be a factor in 

decreasing the number of short car trips. 

1533 
Mr 

Alan 
Transport 

Promote the use of electric vehicles by requiring all new 

residential development to have electric charging points for all 

Noted. The Government's ambition is to make EV 

charging points mandatory for all new housing. The 
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Freer properties. current SWDP asks developers to consider EV 

charging points but only in town centres. Taking 

into account practicalities such as development 

viability the SWC will look to make the policy more 

positively challenging. 

1963 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Transport options a & b Noted. 

3698 
J 

Devonshire 
Transport 

Traffic in Evesham has reached a tipping point. The travel to 

work hours are unfortunately supplemented by 'school runs'. No 

further development should be allowed in the Evesham area 

until the road infrastructure has been substantially improved. 

In addition, utility providers should be questioned to determine 

whether they are able to meet the increased demands. 

Noted. Agree that traffic congestion in Evesham 

has worsened and that typically will be the case for 

towns across the country. The SWC will look at the 

transport implications of spatial development 

options. There is no getting away from the fact that 

the required new housing growth will mean more 

traffic and that will be a factor in where it should 

be located. Building new roads is rarely the answer 

unless it is accompanied with investment in 

walking/cycling infrastructure and public transport 

as otherwise the capacity is soon absorbed. 

4285 

Mr 

Paul 

Brown 

Transport 

1-6 need to be delivered regardless of new development. The 

Councils need to be more radical in their thinking and actions if 

Climate Change impacts/ consequences are to be addressed. 

Yes as this is a development plan and is concerned 

with trying to ensure the necessary infrastructure is 

secured to underpin the development. Of course 

other parties will be looking to deliver 

infrastructure through other mechanisms. 

The options set out were not exhaustive and it is 

agreed that they are all positive actions to be 
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pursued. 

Agree that better use of existing and new 

technology needs to happen in an effort to 

minimise Climate Change impacts. 

The revised SWDP policy on transport will need to 

be positively worded to facilitate changing 

technologies. 

3567 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Transport 
Support 1-5 . Off road cycleway between Kempsey and 

Worcester must be completed. 

Noted, the SWC are looking at the development 

viability and practical implications of requiring EV 

charging points on employment and housing 

development. 

The SWC will discuss the merits of Park and Ride 

plus HGV parking facilities with Worcestershire 

County Council as the local Highway Authority. 

A high quality cycleway linking Kempsey with 

Worcester is considered a positive action and given 

the distance involved should be a real option for 

local trips. 

2499 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Transport Support 2 and 6 Noted. 

1876 Lioncourt Homes Transport 

Most support for 3. Urge caution re EV charging points as the 

technology is evolving and there may not be sufficient capacity 

in the electricity networks so a flexible policy is needed. 

Noted. Agree that high quality walking and cycling 

infrastructure can play a significant positive role in 
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reducing the number of local car trips. 

It is the Government's ambition to stop the sales of 

internal combustion engines by 2040 and given the 

plan period for the SWDPR it is considered 

appropriate to consider a stronger policy in respect 

of EV charging points. It is acknowledged that there 

are different products on the market and that the 

implications for electricity supply needs to be 

investigated. A SPD rather than a DPD is considered 

a more appropriate option re reacting to 

technological advances. 

2042 

Mrs 

Margaret 

Davis 

Transport 

The bus service in Ripple Parish is poor and diminishing. This 

makes it an area which is difficult for Young People and workers 

to access the wider community of Worcestershire (work and 

further Education). 

Noted. Agree that commercial bus transport 

provision is becoming less viable , particularly in 

rural areas away from main transport routes, and 

that could be a factor in the choosing an 

appropriate spatial  development strategy. 

2098 
DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Transport 

Supportive of EV charging points as long as development 

viability is not compromised. Not appropriate for all properties 

to have EV charging points. Consider it is more appropriate for 

EV charging points to be required through Building Control 

Regulations. 

The impact of development viability will be tested. 

There is no timeline for revised Building Control 

Regulations to tackle this problem and given the 

Government's commitments for EVs it is felt 

appropriate to include a positive SWDP policy. 

2257 
Kenneth Gordon 

Kingston 
Transport 

More robust Policies are urgently required to ensure sustainable 

transport is available between villages and towns. The use of 

smaller mini-bus services linked to provisions for the elderly, and 

non-car users in villages should be included. This should be 

targeted to promote Health and Wellbeing and the local 

economy, e.g. 16-19 year olds travelling for education, people 

Noted. It is evident that commercial bus provision 

is increasing unviable. The SWDP is not able to 

change that rather it should direct development to 

locations where public transport provision is likely 

to remain viable. 
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travelling to and from work and also transport into towns for 

health services and shopping. 

2986 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Transport 

For me, c) is the big priority.  We need to make cycling and 

walking to facilities and journeys to work etc. much more 

pedestrian and cyclist friendly.  The more road ‘improvements’ 

that are made the more cars we encourage onto our already 

congested and polluting roads.  

Noted. Agree in that simply building more roads 

has been proven not to work long term. 

3215 

Mr 

David 

Dickerson 

Transport 

At peak times of the day there is congestion on the A4104 

leading from the A38 and the roads through Upton Upon 

Severn. Ryall Road is access only, however it is used by many 

drivers to get to the A38 from Upton Upon Severn and this will 

increase substantially if housing development takes place to the 

East and West sides of the Blue Bell Pub junction on the A38 

adjacent to the Ryall turning. 

Noted. There is traffic junction at a number of 

junctions across the study area. To inform the 

selection of allocations in the Preferred Options the 

plan making authorities will want to know whether 

there are any in principle objections from 

Worcestershire County Council as the Highway 

Authority. 

3445 Johnson Brothers Transport 

Support 1,2 but the policy must not compromise development 

viability and be capable of being facilitated by the local 

electricity networks. Do not support the current SWDP policy 11 

and revised policy must consider the impact on the local 

economy with restricting HGV movements. 

Re EV charging points notwithstanding the Issues 

and Options did not state the KW it is accepted that 

consideration will need to be given to the impacts 

on development viability and the practicalities of 

provision of the necessary infrastructure in rural 

areas. 

Noted re comments on HGV limits in the Vale of 

Evesham. SWDP11: Vale of Evesham Heavy Goods 

Vehicles Control Zone is being reviewed and a 

possible outcome is that planning applications in 

that area are assessed against SWDP4 in respect of 

traffic impacts. 
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3447 Johnson Brothers Transport As per summary for 3445 As per the officer response for 3445 

4182 

Mrs 

Jackie 

Jones 

Transport 

The existence of farm vehicles and livestock make it incredibly 

dangerous with speeding traffic and no management in place at 

all, not even a speed sign for 30 mph. But still more people now 

use this route from the city out treating it like a main road with 

50mph speeds - with animals in the way, not to mention 

children walking to school and people using the church. This is a 

rural area and needs to be to allow space between the built up 

sites.   

Noted, the SWC will raise the matter with 

Worcestershire County Council as the local 

Highway Authority. 

4227 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Transport 

Our client supports the promotion of sustainable transport 

choices, including the use of electric vehicles. With regard to 

option b above, paragraph 110 of the NPPF advises that 

applications for development should, amongst other criteria, be 

designed to enable charging of plug-in and other ultra-low 

emission vehicles in safe, accessible and convenient locations. 

Whilst the designing residential development to include electric 

charging points is supported by our client, it is considered that 

requiring all properties on all new residential development to 

have electric charging points, is too onerous and may impact on 

viability. 

Noted. Evidence will be sought to look at the 

development viability impacts of requiring 

appropriate wiring to facilitate EV charging points 

in new dwellings and the provision of the EV 

charging points themselves. Like most 

infrastructure it tends to be more expensive to 

retrofit than plan in advance and given the 

Government's aim for no new internal combustion 

engine vehicles to be sold from 2040 it 

seems  appropriate to help deliver that in a plan 

that runs to 2041. 

4232 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Transport 

Whilst it is acknowledged that there are a number of ways in 

which the SWDPR could help to ensure that strategic sites 

deliver multi-functional GI, it is considered that including GI 

plans or strategies would be too prescriptive and inflexible, 

especially in a Plan which will endure for a period up to 2030. 

Instead it is considered that through the use of master plans and 

design codes for the strategic sites it should be feasible to 

ensure that these sites link to the wider GI network and address 

Noted, this is a matter for the review of 

SWDP5:Green Infrastructure. 
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relevant GI priorities. 

As stated in response to Question 10, it is contended that the 

percentage requirement for GI in policy SWDP5: Green 

Infrastructure, is exceedingly onerous on residential 

development and should not be maintained through the 

SWDPR, but that master plans and design codes should be 

utilised to ensure the delivery of Green Infrastructure that is 

appropriate for each site. 
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729 

Tibberton 

Parish Council 

The Historic 

Environment 
Support the approach. Noted. 

523 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

The Historic 

Environment 

Polices to protect the historic environment need to be more 

clearly expressed and specifically require the protection of the 

setting to listed assets and scheduled monuments in order to 

prevent the encroachment of housing development around 

these assets and monuments. This also meets the objectives - 

A Better Environment for Today and Tomorrow. 

Stronger protection of our historic environment, especially 

those that typify the local character of the area, and with 

connections to the cultural and historical heritage should be 

given a higher degree of protection within the SWDP. If these 

areas aren’t prioritised, we will lose them through 

development and make the same mistakes of the 70’s where 

large swathes of medieval heritage were lost forever. Key 

historical sites should be further protected with additional 

importance placed on their surroundings and settings to 

ensure the assets are not devalued through inappropriate 

development too close in proximity. 

SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 refer to the importance of 

setting of historic assets and scheduled 

monuments and are still broadly in  line with the 

revised Framework. The policies will be amended 

accordingly to reflect the Framework and 

implementation since 2016 and will continue to 

provide a high level of protection to the historic 

environment when determining planning 

applications. The representation relates more 

specifically to allocation site selection which are 

not the purpose of SWDP 6 and SWDP 24.   

2579 Historic England 
The Historic 

Environment 

The approach to Historic Environment policies in the emerging 

Plan is supported subject to the amendments indicated in 

Para.12.3. 

Agree this will be included in revised SWDP 6 and 

24 which will address Historic England's advice 

provided in the response to the Issues & Options 

consultation. 

Local plans are expected to state planning policy 
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once and it is unnecessary to repeat generic 

development management policies in polices with 

other matters. Any attempt to replicate policies in 

other areas of the plan are likely to be overturned 

at the examination.  

The response will inform the preferred options for 

a replacement SWDP. 

3081 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

The Historic 

Environment 
Yes Noted. 

2537 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

The Historic 

Environment 

There should be reference to non-designated heritage assets 

(i.e. locally listed buildings and local heritage areas) and a 

commitment from the South Worcestershire Councils to 

processing nominated buildings through the local list process 

in an efficient and effective manner. Policies NCLE2: Local 

Heritage Assets and NCLE3: Local Heritage Area within the 

North Claines Neighbourhood Plan seeks to protect the 

parish’s non-designated heritage assets. 

Both SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 make reference to 

non-designated heritage assets. This wording will 

be taken into the revised policy in the preferred 

options document. The implementation of a local 

list and heritage assets to be included are outside 

the scope of a land use planning policy on the 

historic environment.    

2286 

Leigh and 

Bransford 

Parish Council 

The Historic 

Environment 
i) These policies are supported. Support noted. 

2375 

Kemerton 

Parish Council 

The Historic 

Environment 
Yes Noted. 

2628 

Pershore Town 

Council 

The Historic 

Environment 
Yes Noted. 

977 Vale of The Historic The Civic Society support the existing approach set out in Noted. 
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Evesham Civic 

Society 

Environment the historic environment sections. 

1206 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

The Historic 

Environment 
Support. Noted. 

1817 

Malvern Town 

Council 

The Historic 

Environment 

There should be reference to non-designated heritage assets 

(i.e. locally listed buildings and local heritage areas) and a 

commitment from the South Worcestershire Councils to 

processing nominated buildings through the local list process 

in an efficient and effective manner. Policies MHE1 and MHE2 

within the Submission Version Malvern Neighbourhood Plan 

seek to protect the Town’s non-designated heritage assets. 

Both SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 refer to non 

designated heritage assets and there is no 

intention to remove this reference. 

1301 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

The Historic 

Environment 

The proposed approach to protecting the historic 

environment, as set out in policies SWDP6 and SWPD24, is 

supported, and it is acknowledged that it is the intention to 

update these policies in line with the latest government 

guidance and policy. 

Noted. 

1355 

Custom Land 

Limited 

The Historic 

Environment 

Any historic environment policy should be consistent with the 

revised National Planning Policy Framework.  

Noted. That is the intention of the review and 

SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 will be updated inline with 

the revised NPPF.   

3929 

Bishampton 

and 

Throckmorton 

Parish Council 

The Historic 

Environment 

We want to continue to protect the beautiful countryside and 

historic buildings. We also want to improve access to the 

countryside and protect existing valued community open 

spaces. This will provide opportunities for leisure, tourism, 

recreation and associated health improvements. It is important 

that new development looks good, functions well and is 

sympathetic to its location. 

Support for the policy approach towards the 

historic environment is noted. Other policies in 

the SWDP address matters relating to access, 

design, renewable energy, protection of 

community assets and tourism and the plan 

should be read as a whole. 
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How do we ensure that development responds to climate 

change? 

How do we minimise energy use in new development? 

4399 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

The Historic 

Environment 

LANDSCAPE VISUAL ASSESSMENT DEPT RESPONSE: 

Question 9: Policy SWP6 is broadly suitable to take forward. 

The minor amendments referred to should be focused largely 

on the policy wording, which is needs greater clarity of 

emphasis. The reasoned justification needs less editing 

although would benefit from a refresh of related evidence 

bases. Policy SWDP24 needs some minor policy wording 

revision, in particular, clause B, but is otherwise broadly 

suitable. The reasoned justification needs only minor 

amendments. 

The emphasis on designated heritage alone is of concern. 

Undesignated assets represent the greatest diversity and 

majority of heritage features. Existing policies refer to 

undesignated heritage, however this should also be 

emphasised in background text of the new plan. 

Support for SWDP 6 and SWDP 24, with minor 

amendments to update references to evidence 

and the NPPF are noted. Reference to 

undesignated heritage assets can be emphasised 

in the reasoned justification.   

3808 

Malvern Hills 

AONB 

Partnership 

The Historic 

Environment 

The AONB Unit supports this approach to protecting the 

historic environment.  

Support for the proposed approach to review the 

historic environment policies is noted. 

2185 IM Land 
The Historic 

Environment 

We consider that the policies referenced above should be 

updated to reflect the revised NPPF. 

The proposal is to update SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 in 

accordance with the NPPF although the revision to 

the Framework have not significantly led to the 

need for significant changes to the current SWDP 
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policies. 

2213 IM Land 
The Historic 

Environment 

We consider that the policies referenced above should be 

updated to reflect the revised NPPF. 
Noted. 

2674 Broadway Trust 
The Historic 

Environment 

This has a very high degree of importance to Broadway, so any 

proposals to protect the built and natural environment will 

have strong support. 

Comments noted and support for the current 

SWDP on the historic environment noted.  

3125 

Rooftop 

Housing 

Association 

The Historic 

Environment 

Question 9 The Historic Environment - We support the 

proposed approach to protecting the historic environment 

(policies SWDP6 and SWDP24) but expansion of Heritage 

Assets should be clearly justified. 

Support noted. 

3347 

Rooftop 

Housing 

Association 

The Historic 

Environment 

The proposed approach to protecting the historic 

environment, as set out in policies SWDP6 and SWPD24, is 

supported, and it is acknowledged that it is the intention to 

update these policies in line with the latest government 

guidance and policy. It is important that the allocation of sites 

within or adjoining sites of historic significance/value are not 

however automatically discounted, with the introduction of 

good design principles allowing for heritage assets to be 

preserved. 

Support for the proposed approach is noted. An 

assessment of the impact on historic assets when 

allocating sites for development is a legitimate 

criteria and supported by Historic England 

guidance on plan making. 

3159 

Rooftop 

Housing 

Association 

The Historic 

Environment 

Question 9 The Historic Environment - We support the 

proposed approach to protecting the historic environment and 

consider that no heritage assets will be impacted. 

Support noted. 

4012 

Richborough 

Estates 

The Historic 

Environment 

We consider that the policies referenced above should be 

updated to reflect the revised NPPF which affords weight to a 

heritage asset, regardless of whether substantial harm exists. 

Noted. The Historic Environment policies will be 

updated in accordance with the revised NPPF 

guidance and this will inform the preferred 

options replacement policies.   
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3800 

The Crown 

Estate 

The Historic 

Environment 

Support the balanced approach set in existing SWDP policy, 

which encourages high quality development sympathetic to 

the heritage context in the city. 

Supported noted. 

3968 ehB Reeves 
The Historic 

Environment 

We consider that the policies referenced above should be 

updated to reflect the revised NPPF which affords weight to a 

heritage asset, regardless of whether substantial harm exists. 

Noted. The historic environment policies will be 

updated to reflect latest national guidance in the 

NPPF. 

4154 

Malvern Civic 

Society 

The Historic 

Environment 

The Civic Society would not wish to see a relaxation in the 

development restrictions in the conservation areas within 

Malvern as the value of the environment is important to the 

attractiveness of the town and its potential as a destination for 

visitors 

Noted. 

4269 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 

The Historic 

Environment 

The proposed approach to protecting the historic 

environment, as set out in policies SWDP6 and SWPD24, is 

supported, and it is acknowledged that it is the intention to 

update these policies in line with the latest government 

guidance and policy. 

Support for continuing with SWDP 6 and SWDP 

24, with amendments to reflect revised 

Framework noted.  

4542 

Cotswold 

District Council 

The Historic 

Environment 

No specific comments to make regarding the policies. However 

suggest the review provides a clearer definition of non-

designated heritage asset (see Cotswold District Local Plan 

section 10.12 with table 6). 

Comments noted and the further consideration 

will be given to defining non-designated heritage 

assets as suggested.  

19 

Mr 

Duncan 

Branchett 

The Historic 

Environment 
Blank entry Blank entry 

71 Prosser 
The Historic 

Environment 

Supports the proposed approach to protecting the historic 

environment (SWDP6 and SWDP24). 
Noted. 

112 Mr The Historic Supports the proposed approach to protecting the historic Noted. 
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Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Environment environment (policies SWDP6 and SWDP24). 

146 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

The Historic 

Environment 

Yes, it appears to work well. Only possible addition is enhanced 

consideration of the *setting* of heritage assets - impact of 

scale, character, views etc. of developments near the assets. 

Specific reference to setting is made in both SWDP 

6 and SWDP 24. However some clarification of 

what constitutes setting could can be included in 

the reasoned justification for the Preferred 

options in order to aid the user.   

307 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

The Historic 

Environment 
Yes, with minor amendments to ensure it reflects best practice 

Noted. The policies will be revised for the 

Preferred Options to reflect the minor changes to 

the historic environment in the revised 

Framework and the assessment of the policies 

implementation and performance at appeal etc. 

since 2016. 

347 

Mr 

Jeremy 

Owenson 

The Historic 

Environment 
Protect the historic environment. Noted. 

386 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

The Historic 

Environment 
Yes. Noted. 

424 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

The Historic 

Environment 

Yes. Conservation of these areas must also include the effect 

on them of any nearby developments. 
Noted. 

1476 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

The Historic 

Environment 
Yes Noted. 

577 Mrs The Historic I strongly agree to this point but would also want policies to Support for the historic environment policies is 
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Maria 

Dixon 

Environment clearly protect historic environments (e.g. Middle Battenhall) 

so that housing is prevented from encroaching on these areas 

and spoiling the area for future generations.  We need to 

prioritise these areas and see their value as places for all to 

access and enjoy that also provide natural breaks within areas 

of housing and business. 

noted. Going forward in the event of any 

speculative planning application on this site the 

policies would be both relevant and central to 

making any determination of the application.  

838 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

The Historic 

Environment 

Question 9 - Polices to protect the historic environment need 

to be more clearly expressed requiring the protection of the 

setting to listed assets and scheduled monuments.  

Stronger protection of our historic sites, especially those that 

typify the local character of the area, and with connections to 

the cultural and historical heritage should be given a higher 

degree of protection within the SWDP.   Key historical sites 

should be further protected with additional importance placed 

on their surroundings and settings.  

Both SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 make reference to the 

setting of historic assets as well as scheduled 

monuments. Protection is provided to historic 

assets via listed building status and conservation 

areas, as well as local lists and designated historic 

parks and gardens etc. Therefore there is no 

requirement to add a further layer to either of 

these policies.  

2446 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

The Historic 

Environment 
Yes Noted 

2723 

Craig 

Muncaster 

The Historic 

Environment 

There is not enough emphasis on the protection of the historic 

environment. There should a schedule of protected assets to 

avoid encroachment of any housing development. This also 

meets the requirements of “A Better Environment for Today 

and Tomorrow”. 

Key historical sites should be protected with importance 

placed on their surroundings and settings to ensure the assets 

are not devalued through inappropriate development too close 

The SWDP 6 and 24 incorporate criteria for 

safeguarding designated and non-designated 

historic assets and specifically refer to the 

importance of having regards to the settings of 

assets and historic monuments.  
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in proximity. 

1887 

Martin and 

Nicky 

Parry 

The Historic 

Environment 
There must be stronger protection for our historical sites. Noted. 

1224 

Daniel 

Harding 

The Historic 

Environment 

We need greater emphasis on policies that meet “A Better 

Environment for Today and Tomorrow” objective. In particular 

policies that protect our historic environment and historical 

sites – it would be a catastrophe if these areas were lost.  

Noted. 

1377 

Mark 

Smith 

The Historic 

Environment 

Policies to protect the historic environment need to be more 

clearly expressed and specifically require the protection of the 

setting to listed assets and scheduled monuments in order to 

prevent the encroachment of housing development around 

these assets and monuments. 

The SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 specifically refer to the 

consideration of the setting of historic assets and 

to scheduled monuments. It is the intention to 

take these policies forward in the review with 

minor amendments.   

1671 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

The Historic 

Environment 
Blank Response Blank Response 

674 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

The Historic 

Environment 
Yes Noted. 

2035 

Emily 

Shaw 

The Historic 

Environment 

Polices must not only protect schedule monuments but also 

their setting to prevent intrusion of housing development 

around these assets and monuments. This also meets the 

objectives – A Better Environment for Today and Tomorrow. 

Additional importance placed on the surroundings of key 

historical to ensure the assets are not devalued through 

inappropriate development situated to close to the 

Both SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 refer to the 

requirement for development proposals to 

demonstrate the harm to the setting of the 

historic asset. It is the intention to carry 

this forward in the review of the policy.  
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environment of such historical monuments. 

2937 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

The Historic 

Environment 

Worcester is attempting to use its historic setting and heritage 

to engage with visitors from other areas. Income generation is 

important to the City which wants to retain areas that will 

benefit from its past.  Therefore, to lose settings to new 

developments would go against its own policies.  I would 

strongly support the SWDP policies 6 & 24 which seek to 

protect the historic environment. 

Support for SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 is noted. 

1059 

Neil 

Hickling 

The Historic 

Environment 

Greater emphasise should be given on the protection of the 

historic environment, particularly to any loss from new 

development.   

Noted. 

932 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

The Historic 

Environment 
Blank entry Blank entry 

1135 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

The Historic 

Environment 
Support for the proposed approach. Noted. 

1146 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

The Historic 

Environment 
Support for the proposed approach. Noted. 

1237 

Mr 

Steve 

Davies 

The Historic 

Environment 

These areas and buildings need to be protected and 

maintained.  

Noted. It is considered that the current SWDP 6 

and SWDP 24 policies provide a level of robust 

protection for historic assets that is consistent wit 

the revised NPPF. 
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1511 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

The Historic 

Environment 

I support ensuring that our historic environment is protected. 

More thought needs to be given to ensuring the 'look' of new 

builds also reflect the original houses already there. 

Some counties (Norfolk coastline, Lakes) are brilliant examples 

of this, where Worcestershire has yet to achieve this. 

Noted. The SWDP 6 and 24 provide the policy 

context for considering development proposals 

involving the historic environment. SWDP 21 

includes criteria that require proposals to have 

regards to local distinctiveness and this policy is 

also supported by the South Worcestershire 

Design Guide SPD. 

1603 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

The Historic 

Environment 

Yes, although newly discovered sites need to be included as 

and when. 

Noted. The policy refers to known or potential 

heritage assets. 

1964 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

The Historic 

Environment 

It is extremely important that the historic environment is 

protected 
Support for SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 are noted. 

4028 

Mr 

Martin 

O'Brien 

The Historic 

Environment 

Similar arguments apply to heritage assets (SWDP Policies 6 

and 24) as apply to sites of landscape value. Giving people a 

sense of belonging to a place and of bonding with the past is 

incompatible with new development that masks previously 

visible heritage assets. 

Building land must be used to its full capacity (SWDP Policy 

13).  Where respect for heritage assets and their setting entails 

the uneconomic use of a site, the proposed development must 

be rejected on that site. 

SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 are not policies to for 

identifying and allocating sites in the review of the 

SWDP but set out criteria for making decisions on 

planning applications for development.  

3588 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

The Historic 

Environment 
Fine Noted. 

1651 Mr The Historic Protection needs to be extended to land that provides open Noted. The SWDP 6 and 24 specifically refer to the 
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Simon 

Rushall 

Environment green space in towns and cities, especially those of biological, 

historical and cultural significance. Policies to protect 

our historic environment need to be more clearly set out so 

that the setting and location of such assets, whether buildings 

or land, are protected to avoid encroachment by housing.  

safeguarding of the setting of historic assets and 

scheduled monuments. Other policies in the 

SWDP address the matter of protecting and 

safeguarding open space, habitats and landscape 

character. 

1580 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

The Historic 

Environment 

Policy needs to provide further protection to the setting of 

heritage assets and scheduled monuments to restrict housing 

development in the vicinity of these assets. This meets the 

objectives – A Better Environment for Today and Tomorrow. 

Stronger protection of our historic environment, especially 

those that typify the local character of the area, and with 

connections to the cultural and historical heritage should be 

given a higher degree of protection within the SWDP.   If these 

areas aren’t prioritised, we will lose them forever.  Key 

historical sites should be further protected with additional 

importance placed on their surroundings and settings to 

ensure the assets are not devalued through inappropriate 

development too close in proximity. 

SWDP 6 and 24 specifically refer to the need to 

protect and enhance the setting of historic assets 

and scheduled monuments.   

1673 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

The Historic 

Environment 

Protection of the historic environment should be more clearly 

expressed and specifically require the protection of the setting 

to listed assets and scheduled monuments to prevent housing 

development around these assets and monuments.  This also 

meets the objectives – A Better Environment for Today and 

Tomorrow.  Key historical sites should be further protected 

with additional importance placed on their surroundings and 

settings to ensure the assets are not devalued through 

inappropriate development 

Noted. SWDP 6 and 24 make specific reference to 

the safeguarding of the setting of historic assets 

and scheduled monuments. 
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1712 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

The Historic 

Environment 

The policy wording needs to more specifically protect the 

setting of listed assets and scheduled monuments in order to 

prevent the encroachment of development around these sites. 

Historical sites should have enhanced protection within the 

SWDP with greater importance given to setting and 

surroundings and the effect of new development diminishing 

the asset.  

It is important to safeguard these assets generally, but also to 

support them for the contribution they make to tourism.   

Both SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 emphasise the 

importance of the setting of historic assets and 

scheduled monuments. SWDP 34 Tourism 

Development policy also refers to the 

conservation and enhancement of heritage 

assets.     

1893 

Mrs 

Teresa 

Nockton 

The Historic 

Environment 

Protecting the historic environment is of utmost importance 

and as laid out in the UN Sustainable Development Goals (Goal 

11), efforts should be strengthened to “protect and safeguard 

the world’s cultural and natural heritage”.  Development of 

any site that links to the Battle of Worcester (as Middle 

Battenhall Farm does) should be avoided. 

Noted. SWDP 6 and SWDP 24 are land use policies 

for making decisions on planning applications and 

not relevant criteria in site selection for housing 

allocations.     

1988 

Mr 

Nick 

Sandford 

The Historic 

Environment 

Acknowledge ancient and veteran trees may be found in 

registered parks and gardens and protected should be afforded 

in line with NPPF. 

Noted and consideration to a reference to ancient 

and veteran trees being added to either SWDP 6 

or SWDP 24 can be given when preparing the 

preferred options document. 

2770 

Mr 

Denis 

Bennett 

The Historic 

Environment 

We would advocate stronger protection of any historic site, 

especially those which are of intrinsic to the local character of 

the area. 

Comments noted. It is considered that the criteria 

in SWDP6 and SWDP24 are proportionate and in 

accordance with current national planning 

guidance set out in the NPPF (2018). 

2988 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

The Historic 

Environment 
Yes I strongly support the existing SWDP policies. Support noted. 
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2995 

Keith 

Bridgewater 

The Historic 

Environment 

Key historical sites should have added protection, and not be 

devalued by building too close to them or to their 

surroundings. These are our children’s heritage. 

Noted. 

3446 

Johnson 

Brothers 

The Historic 

Environment 

The proposed approach to protecting the historic 

environment, as set out in policies SWDP6 and SWPD24, is 

supported, and it is acknowledged that it is the intention to 

update these policies in line with the latest government 

guidance and policy. 

However, it is important that sites within areas of historic 

significance should not automatically be discounted. Such 

sites, may be capable of being developed whilst also 

preserving the historic significance of heritage assets, following 

good design principles. 

Support for the proposed approach is noted. An 

assessment of the impact on historic assets when 

allocating sites for development is a legitimate 

criteria and supported by Historic England 

guidance on plan making. 

4228 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

The Historic 

Environment 

The proposed approach to protecting the historic 

environment, as set out in policies SWDP6 and SWPD24, is 

supported. It is acknowledged that it is the intention to update 

these policies in line with the NPPF. 

Support for continuing with the current approach 

is noted.   

4210 

Mr 

Richard 

Salmon 

The Historic 

Environment 

The proposed plan is counterproductive in wanting to protect 

the countryside and historic buildings and community open 

space. The Battlefield Trust recognise the need to protect the 

sites concerned and making them Local Green Spaces would be 

beneficial. This is particularly the case at Middle Battenhall 

Farm which has a important connection with the Battle of 

Worcester, scheduled as a monument. In addition, 

archaeological studies have found the site consisted of a 

priory, moat, 4 pongs, a water control feature and formed part 

of the larger monastic deer park. This will all be lost if 

The historic environment policies in the SWDP 

provide a basis for determining planning 

applications for new development rather than 

selecting sites to allocation in the SWDP 

Review. The content is required to be inline with 

guidance in the NPPF (2018) which recognises that 

consideration will be given to the setting and 

enhancement of any heritage asset.   

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 813



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

developed. 

730 

Tibberton 

Parish Council 
Design Policy 

Support for options 'a' and 'b'.  Preparing masterplans for 

strategic sites is essential where sites are divided and delivered 

by different house builders. Resources will direct whether the 

masterplans can be prepared before or after the local plan is 

adopted. 

Support options 'a' and 'b' noted. The preparation 

of masterplans and design codes form part of the 

revised Framework and are seen as essential tools 

for delivering both high quality design and 

sustainable new development. As such there is 

opportunity to incorporate these within the 

review of the relevant SWDP polices.   

801 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Design Policy 
SWDP 6 and 24 are considered to be adequate and do not 

require update. 

Comments noted. However Option 25 relates to 

design policy not the historic environment.   

3264 

Canal & River 

Trust 
Design Policy 

The Trust supports option A and D. In line with the NPPF, the 

trust recognise that good design is crucial to creating 

successful places. Specifically, in designed new waterside 

places, measures and designs that enhance our network can 

help to promote the utilisation of our waterways by new and 

existing communities. This has the potential to enhance the 

wellbeing of people who live and work close to our network. 

Each waterside location needs to be considered individually, 

with no single design approach being appropriate in all 

locations. The following guiding principles should be taken into 

account so that, where appropriate, new waterside 

development should: 

• positively address the water 

• integrate the towing path and open up access to the 

water 

• link waterside space and the waterspace 

Support for SWDP 21 and any relevant revisions to 

bring it in line with the NPPF are noted and will 

inform the preferred options document. 
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• use the waterspace itself 

• incorporate access and other improvements 

• engage with and tease out the qualities and benefits of 

being by water 

• reflect the scale of the local waterway corridor to the 

wider neighbourhood 

These guiding principles are just a starting point in how we can 

work with others to ‘transform places and enrich lives’ and we 

welcome the opportunity for early engagement in any 

waterside masterplans or planning applications. 

2580 Historic England Design Policy 

As the Plan progresses it may be appropriate for larger 

development sites, which may be taken forward as part of the 

Plan, to include specific criteria for design particularly for sites 

where this is intrinsically linked to impact on the historic 

environment/heritage assets/setting. It may be necessary for 

site Masterplans to be informed by Heritage Impact 

Assessments and this should be considered as an option 

moving forward so that development requirements can be set 

out clearly in the Plan. 

The supportive comments relating to the use of 

design tools to enhance design quality are noted 

along with the requirement that any 

masterplanning should be informed by Heritage 

Impact Assessments. These responses will inform 

the preferred options for a replacement SWDP.   

3082 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Design Policy 

A and B and C if master planning and design codes are 

subjected to scrutiny of the Public. 

Support noted. Design codes and 

masterplanning/development briefs will be 

subject to consultation if adopted as 

Supplementary Planning Documents. 

2538 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Design Policy 

The design policy should refer, where relevant, to 

Neighbourhood Plans which have design policies and guidance 

for their local areas. These provide a more local focus on the 

requirements for these areas than the SWDP does. The North 

SWDP 21 does refer to neighbourhood plans in 

the reasoned justification. Consideration will be 

given as to whether it is helpful to make reference 

to neighbourhood plans specifically in the policy 
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Claines Neighbourhood Plan includes policy NCD1: 

Development and Design Principles and NCD2: Detailed Design 

Elements in this regard. 

for the preferred options document. 

2287 

Leigh and 

Bransford 

Parish Council 

Design Policy 

i) a) SWDP 21 is a sound policy; unfortunately it does not seem 

to be rigorously applied. It states, “B. Applications should 

demonstrate, through a Design and Access Statement or other 

supporting evidence, how the objectives outlined in criterion A 

have been addressed. They will also need to address the 

following matters: Developers rarely demonstrate how they 

have addressed the objectives, they just adopt statements 

such as, “the development is in character” with no supporting 

evidence on how the locality has been assessed. 

Often, for any given plot, the developments proposed have 

standard designs for each type of dwelling and the layout is 

governed by density and profit. For any given plot there is little 

evidence that a development in this parish would be any 

different to a similar sized development elsewhere in this, or 

any other county. We now have a problem where proposed 

developments can be in character to adjacent previous 

developments which have poor design and layout. It is to be 

hoped that the adoption of the Design Guide SPD will tighten 

upon some of these aspects. 

ii) There may be merit in c), and d) for larger allocated sites, 

where some preconditions would lead to better layout and 

design. 

Support for SWDP 21 noted. The quality or 

otherwise of the material is not a matter for plan 

preparation but is down to the decision maker to 

assess if it is appropriate or ask for further 

information. Unfortunately the nature of the 

house building industry is that generic designs 

tend to prevail. However the use of design tools, 

as appropriate can lead to better quality design 

outcomes.       

2376 

Kemerton 

Parish Council 
Design Policy 

We support a. and b. We would prefer c. to d. since we 

consider that for major strategic sites master planning and 

Supported noted. The masterplans and design 

codes though would not be scrutinised at 
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design codes should be subject to the scrutiny of the 

Examination in Public. 

examination. Any revision to SWDP 21 would be 

to establish the principle of employing these 

techniques in new development to help secure 

high quality design.    

2905 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 
Design Policy 

We agree with Option A to continue with SWDP21 which is 

sufficient. 

We note Option 25(d) calls for Masterplans and design codes 

to be prepared for strategic sites. We would urge caution for 

placing too much design restriction on individual sites 

particularly as the thrust of policies in the NPPF are to have 

regard to sense of place rather than very detailed design issues 

relating to individual sites. We consider sufficient design 

control can be exercised through Design and Access 

Statements/Masterplans at outline stage. 

Support for the proposed approach to reviewing 

the design criteria in SWDP 21 are noted. The 

NPPF directs local planning authorities to make 

appropriate use of design tools and there would 

not be a mandatory requirement to use them in a 

refresh of SWDP 21. 

978 

Vale of 

Evesham Civic 

Society 

Design Policy 

Support for a, b, and c. Conservation Area Appraisals should be 

taken into account when determining planning applications. 

Where absent they should be prepared.  

Conservation Area Appraisals are an important 

element in assessing development proposals and 

integral to the application of SWDP 6 and SWDP24 

when determining planning applications. The 

SWC undertake a schedule of producing or 

revising conservation area appraisals as and when 

appropriate in accordance with the criteria in the 

relevant legislation and guidance.      

1207 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Design Policy Support for all options.  Noted. 

1850 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Design Policy 

The SWDPR design policy should refer, where relevant, to 

Neighbourhood Plans which have design policies and guidance 

Reference is made to the neighbourhood plans in 

the reasoned justification of policy SWDP 21. 
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for their local areas. These provide a more local focus on the 

requirements for these areas than the SWDPR. The Submission 

Version of Malvern Neighbourhood Plan includes three design 

related policies: MD1: Building Design and Accessibility; MD2: 

Landscaping and Public Realm and MD3: Promoting 

Sustainable Design. 

Consideration will be given as to whether this 

should be incorporated into the policy as part of 

the review.  

1302 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Design Policy 

Wording of SWDP 21 is considered suitable to achieve high 

quality design. Use of Building for Life supported were 

appropriate.  

Caution against use of detailed design code and masterplan in 

advance of a detailed planning application. Unnecessary layer 

of constraint as existing design polices are sufficient to control 

the quality of design. 

No support for using detailed design codes for strategic sites. 

Each site needs to be designed to reflect local 

character to ensure a high quality and consistent design 

approach across strategic sites. 

Comments noted. 

1356 

Custom Land 

Limited 
Design Policy 

Support for continuing with SWDP21 as 

worded. Advise Buildings for Life suitable for medium sized 

sites upwards but not necessarily appropriate to small scale 

schemes.  

If any large/strategic site is proposed then there could be a 

framework for the scheme included in the Development 

Plan. This approach may not necessarily be appropriate.  

Noted. 

3536 West Mercia Design Policy WMP and HWFRS consider that criterion (xiv) of Policy Support for the safe and secure environments 
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Police and 

Hereford and 

Worcester Fire 

and Rescue 

Service 

SWDP21 should be continued. This is because its present 

wording clearly accords with and is supported by paragraphs 

91 and 95 of the NPPF (2018). This continuation would also be 

in accordance with the following national planning practice 

guidance: 

‘Designing out crime and designing in community safety should 

be central to the planning and delivery of new development. 

Section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998 requires all local 

authorities to exercise their functions with due regard to their 

likely effect on crime and disorder, and to do all they 

reasonably can to prevent crime and disorder.’  

Paragraph: 010 Reference ID: 26-010-20140306Revision date: 

06 03 2014 

Policy SWDP 21 (xiv) has been a powerful tool in delivering this 

national planning policy and guidance in a way that is specific 

and beneficial to South Worcestershire. 

WMP and HWFRS remain complimentary of the Councils for its 

drafting and subsequent delivery whilst the current SWDP has 

been in place. They strongly recommend that this should be 

continued. 

criteria in SWDP21 are noted and this will be 

carried forward to the SWDP Review. 

3932 

Bishampton 

and 

Throckmorton 

Parish Council 

Design Policy 

Design policies should ensure that development respects the 

surroundings and location. Formal Masterplans should be 

prepared for strategic developments.  Design codes / guidance 

should be strengthened to give local communities necessary 

The underpinning principle of SWDP 21 is 

promoting development that respects the 

surroundings and location. Support for 

masterplans and design codes is noted and these 

can be prepared with community 
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assurance on the detail of developments. 

The Plan should give added emphasis to the Social element of 

Sustainable Development in order to address the poor social 

mobility of our District. 

involvement. SWDP1 looks to support and deliver 

sustainable development and the plan seeks to 

provide sufficient homes, jobs and infrastructure 

to support communities.   

4315 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Design Policy 

GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE DEPT RESPONSE: 

Our preference would be to advance options 'b' and 'd' in 

parallel. This provides the opportunity to refine requirements 

from Building for Life or other design benchmarks within the 

context of site-specific guidance such as a SPD. This also aligns 

with our commentary for realising opportunities for site-

specific Green Infrastructure using GI Concept Plans as have 

previously been provided within the SWDP area by the 

Worcestershire GI Partnership, please see comments under 

Option 26 for further information. 

Support for 'b' and 'd' noted and this response will 

inform the preferred options for the replacement 

SWDP.  

3809 

Malvern Hills 

AONB 

Partnership 

Design Policy 

This policy should be in line with policies of the AONB 

Management Plan, in particular BDP1 – BDP8. Design principles 

for developments within the AONB should reflect the suite of 

AONB guidance, including the Building Design Guide and the 

Guidance on the Selection and Use of Colour in Development. 

This response will inform the review of the design 

policy for the preferred options and consideration 

will be given to AONB Board's design criteria.   

4459 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Design Policy 

The SWDPR should adopt a design-led policy for all forms of 

new development. 

Support for a design led approach noted and this 

response will inform the review of SWDP 21 in the 

preferred options. 

4202 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 
Design Policy 

The HBF is supportive of the use of Building for Life 12 as best 

practice guidance to assist LPAs, local communities and 

developers assess new housing schemes but it should not be 

Support for masterplanning and design codes 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 
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included as a policy requirement in the SWDPR as proposed 

under Option 25b which obliges developers to use this tool. 

The use of Building for Life 12 should remain voluntary. 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

1763 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Design Policy a and d Noted. 

2154 

Platform 

Housing Group 
Design Policy 

Platform Housing Group has and will continue to seek to 

achieve high design quality through development proposals. 

We consider the wording of existing SWDP policy SWDP21 to 

be suitable. In addition to the above, Building for Life 

standards, Platform Housing Group is broadly supportive of the 

use of these standards, providing they are optional. It is 

not considered appropriate to require the Building for Life 

Standards for all new housing development. 

We agree that strategic sites should benefit from 

masterplanning and design code work, however, this should be 

undertaken in partnership with the 

landowner/developer/promoter. Whether this can be 

undertaken in advance of the adoption of the SWDPR, may 

remain to be seen, particularly as this approach will require 

early buy-in from statutory consultees. Their support for this 

approach will also be required. We do not consider that SPDs 

would be a requirement in addition to this approach. 

Support for masterplanning and design codes 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

2186 IM Land Design Policy 
Section 12 of the revised NPPF sets out how planning policies 

and development should achieve well-designed places. Good 

Support for SWDP 21 continued emphasise and 

high quality design is noted, as well as the support 
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design is a key aspect of sustainable development, creates 

better places in which to live and work and helps make 

development acceptable to communities (Paragraph 124). 

We support SWDP’s aim to achieve high quality design but any 

additional requirements, such as Building for Life, will need to 

be factored in to viability tested and fully evidenced/justified. 

The need for Option D should also be evidenced and justified. 

given to option d. relating to design codes and 

masterplanning etc. Further consideration will be 

given to these areas in the review of the policy.      

2214 IM Land Design Policy 

Section 12 of the revised NPPF sets out how planning policies 

and development should achieve well-designed places. Good 

design is a key aspect of sustainable development, creates 

better places in which to live and work and helps make 

development acceptable to communities (Paragraph 124). 

We support SWDP’s aim to achieve high quality design but any 

additional requirements, such as Building for Life, will need to 

be factored in to viability tested and fully evidenced/justified. 

The need for Option d should also be evidenced and justified.  

Support for the use of design tools to enhance 

design quality noted and this response will inform 

the preferred options for a replacement SWDP.  

2675 Broadway Trust Design Policy 

Adopt “a”, with more robust policy to protect the amenity of 

residential properties affected by development – link to South 

Worcs Design Guide SPD? 

Support for option 'a' and link to the Design Guide 

SPD noted. 

2794 Taylor Wimpey Design Policy 

As stated above, all existing SWDP policies should be reviewed 

to ensure that they are compliant with the revised NPPF before 

a decision is taken to continue with them in the SWDPR. 

The use of design codes can be an effective tool in ensuring 

that local planning authorities can guide the development of 

particular sites. However, they are typically seen as a relatively 

This response will inform the preferred options for 

a replacement SWDP.  
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blunt instrument and they often result in significantly higher 

development costs that can subsequently impact on viability. If 

they are to be used then the evidence should fully set out the 

reasons why they are considered necessary on particular sites, 

rather than relying on the requirements of the NPPF that good 

quality design is a key aspect of sustainable development and 

that developments should be visually attractive and 

sympathetic to the local character, an approach that RPS 

supports. If design codes are to be used then it is essential that 

this is fully established as part of the site allocation process so 

that the impact on viability, and therefore deliverability, of the 

site can be fully considered at that time. 

The Building for Life requirements are currently voluntary and 

RPS would recommend that they should remain so. 

2826 Jessup Ltd Design Policy 

Considered unduly onerous to require Building for Life (BfL) 

standards on all new housing developments. Support 

for strategic sites should benefit from masterplanning and 

design codes. But should be in partnership with the 

landowner/developer/promoter. Consideration need as 

to whether this can be undertaken in advance of the adoption 

of the SWDPR. Support form statutory consultees and buy-in 

from all parties necessary. We do not consider that SPDs would 

be a requirement in addition to this approach. 

Support for masterplanning and design codes 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

2859 

2 Counties 

Construction 
Design Policy 

We consider that it would be unduly onerous to require BfL on 

all new housing developments. We agree that strategic sites 

should benefit from masterplanning and design code work, 

however, this should be undertaken in partnership with the 

landowner/developer/promoter. Whether this can be 

Support is noted for options c. and d. 
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undertaken in advance of the adoption of the SWDPR, may 

remain to be seen, particularly as this approach will require 

early buy-in from statutory consultees. Their support for this 

approach will also be required. We do not consider that SPDs 

would be a requirement in addition to this approach. 

3069 

Spitfire Bespoke 

Homes 
Design Policy 

Spitfire support the views put forward by the HBF in respect of 

Option 25 where the use of Building for Life 12 should remain 

voluntary and should not be formalised by the introduction of 

a specific policy in the SWDP. 

Noted. It is not the intention in the NPPF to make 

the use of design tools a mandatory requirement 

in local plans. Local planning authorities are 

directed to make use of them as appropriate and 

this will be reflected in the review of SWDP 21 for 

the preferred options.  

3364 

Rooftop 

Housing 

Association 

Design Policy 

In seeking to achieve high quality design through development, 

the wording of Policy SWDP21 is considered suitable. In 

addition, with respect to Building for Life standards, our client 

is broadly supportive of the use of this optional framework, 

where appropriate, but does not consider that it should be 

required for all new housing development. 

Furthermore, support is given to utilising master planning and 

design codes for strategic sites and our client would welcome 

the opportunity to work with the local authority in this respect. 

Support for the proposed approach is noted. 

3834 

Rooftop 

Housing 

Association 

Design Policy 

Rooftop Housing Group has and will continue to seek to 

achieve high design quality through development proposals. 

We consider the wording of existing SWDP policy SWDP21 to 

be suitable. In addition to the above, Building for Life 

standards, Rooftop Housing Group is broadly supportive of the 

use of these standards, providing they are optional. It is 

not considered appropriate to require the Building for Life 

Support for masterplanning and design codes 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 
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Standards for all new housing development. 

We agree that strategic sites should benefit from 

masterplanning and design code work, however, this should be 

undertaken in partnership with the 

landowner/developer/promoter. Whether this can be 

undertaken in advance of the adoption of the SWDPR, may 

remain to be seen, particularly as this approach will require 

early buy-in from statutory consultees. Their support for this 

approach will also be required. We do not consider that SPDs 

would be a requirement in addition to this approach. 

additional weight.  

3245 

Gleeson 

Strategic Land 

Limited 

Design Policy 

The new version of the NPPF places a greater emphasis on 

Design Quality and authorities are encouraged to offer 

guidance for developers. Larger sites will normally be subject 

to some form of master-planning in any event and builders and 

developers normally welcome constructive input from design 

specialists. Design codes may be valuable in circumstances 

where the character of the community or relationship with 

other buildings is particularly sensitive. The Building for Life 

Standards are voluntary but many builders adopt them as 

standard, but it would be contrary to current Government 

policy to make them compulsory. 

SWDP 21 provides a strong emphasis on delivery 

high quality design and it is the intention to take 

this forward into the preferred options document 

reflecting the revised NPPF.      

Support for masterplanning and design codes 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

3296 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Design Policy 

Support for option 'a'. It would be necessary to ensure that the 

policy remains up-to-date in line with the recently published 

Framework 2018.  

Support for option 'a' noted. Policy SWDP 21 will 

be updated to reflect the latest version of the 

Framework. 

4013 Richborough Design Policy Section 12 of the revised NPPF sets out how planning policies The support for SWDP21 criteria are noted. The 
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Estates and development should achieve well-designed places. Good 

design is a key aspect of sustainable development, creates 

better places in which to live and work and helps make 

development acceptable to communities (Paragraph 124). 

We support SWDP’s aim to achieve high quality design but any 

additional requirements, such as Building for Life, will need to 

be factored in to viability tested and fully evidenced/justified. 

The need for Option D should also be evidenced and justified. 

NPPF directs local planning authorities to make 

appropriate use of design tools and it would not 

be a mandatory requirement in policy to use these 

techniques in all instances. 

4166 

Richborough 

Estates 
Design Policy 

It is considered to onerous to require Building for Lift on all 

new housing developments. Support for masterplanning and 

design codes for strategic sites. This  should be undertaken in 

partnership with the landowner/developer/promoter. 

Whether this can be undertaken in advance of the adoption of 

the SWDPR would depend on buy-in from all 

parties. Unnecessary to adopt as SPD. 

Comments noted. Support for masterplanning and 

design codes noted. In accordance with the 

Framework any revised policy wording would 

reflect the appropriate use of tools for assessing 

and improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

3476 

Hallam Land 

Management 

Ltd 

Design Policy 

HLM considers that the Authorities should continue in the 

spirit of the adopted design policy (SWDP 21), which set out a 

number of general requirements across all development 

(Option a). All other options presented apply considerable 

design prescription in excess of national guidance. Any further 

prescription should be considered on a case but case basis. 

The policy should take a proportionate approach and not 

include a level of detail that would compromise the ability for 

schemes to reach appropriate master planning and design 

conclusions having regard to the individual specifics of a 

Support for masterplanning and design codes 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  
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scheme and the context of development 

This flexibility must then be retained through the subsequent 

supporting documents (SPDs). Planning Practice Guidance also 

recognises the need for design guidance to retain a degree of 

flexibility. 

3605 

North Oak 

Homes 
Design Policy 

We consider that it would be unduly onerous to require 

Building for Life (BfL) standards on all new housing 

developments. We agree that strategic sites should benefit 

from masterplanning and design code work, however, this 

should be undertaken in partnership with the 

landowner/developer/promoter. Whether this can be 

undertaken in advance of the adoption of the SWDPR, may 

remain to be seen, particularly as this approach will require 

early buy-in from statutory consultees. Their support for this 

approach will also be required. We do not consider that SPDs 

would be a requirement in addition to this approach. 

Support for masterplanning and design codes 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

3691 Bovis Homes Design Policy 

Bovis Homes considers that adopted design policy (SWDP21) 

provides a framework for delivering high quality design 

through the development management process. They would 

advise against implementing further requirements as set out in 

Options B, C and D as these add unnecessary layers of 

complexity which will slow down planning decisions and the 

delivery of new homes. There is a pressing need to speed up 

the amount and rate of housing delivery and adding additional 

requirements, masterplans and design codes is 

counterproductive. 

Support for the approach for reviewing the design 

policies in the SWDP Review is noted. The use of 

design tools and design codes will not be 

mandatory, but will be encouraged and this is in 

accordance with the guidance set out in the NPPF 

(2018) which encourages local planning 

authorities to employ these approaches to 

improve the overall quality of design. 

3886 Warwickshire Design Policy Support for option 'a'. It will be necessary to ensure the Support for option 'a' and comments noted. 
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College adopted policy remains up-to-date in line with the latest 

Framework.  

3976 Madresfield Design Policy 

We agree with Option A, to continue with the adopted design 

policy SWDP21 which we consider sets out sufficient 

requirements regarding design issues coupled with the policies 

of the Framework. It will be necessary to ensure that the policy 

remains up-to-date in line with the recently published 

Framework 2018. 

We note Option 25(d) calls for Masterplans and design codes 

to be prepared for strategic sites. We would urge caution upon 

placing too much design restriction on individual sites 

particularly as the thrust of policies in the Framework 2018 are 

to have regard to sense of place rather than very detailed 

design issues relating to individual sites.  We consider that 

sufficient design control can be exercised through use of a 

Masterplan / Design and Access Statement at the outline 

application stage which would help to inform reserved matters 

applications. 

Support for continuing with SWDP 21 noted and 

the revised Framework will inform the preferred 

options for a replacement SWDP.  

3969 ehB Reeves Design Policy 

Section 12 of the revised NPPF sets out how planning policies 

and development should achieve well-designed places. Good 

design is a key aspect of sustainable development, creates 

better places in which to live and work and helps make 

development acceptable to communities (Paragraph 124). 

We support SWDP’s aim to achieve high quality design but any 

additional requirements, such as Building for Life, will need to 

be factored in to viability tested and fully evidenced/justified. 

The need for Option D should also be evidenced and justified. 

Support for the design criteria in SWDP 21 are 

noted. The NPPF directs local planning authorities 

to make appropriate use of design tools to 

improve design outcomes. The policy review will 

not require a mandatory use of these 

approaches.  
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4043 

Platform 

Housing Group 
Design Policy 

Rooftop Housing Group has and will continue to seek to 

achieve high design quality through development proposals. 

We consider the wording of existing SWDP policy SWDP21 to 

be suitable. In addition to the above, Building for Life 

standards, Rooftop Housing Group is broadly supportive of the 

use of these standards, providing they are optional. It is 

not considered appropriate to require the Building for Life 

Standards for all new housing development. 

We agree that strategic sites should benefit from 

masterplanning and design code work, however, this should be 

undertaken in partnership with the 

landowner/developer/promoter. Whether this can be 

undertaken in advance of the adoption of the SWDPR, may 

remain to be seen, particularly as this approach will require 

early buy-in from statutory consultees. Their support for this 

approach will also be required. We do not consider that SPDs 

would be a requirement in addition to this approach. 

Support noted for the proposed approach to 

reviewing the design policy is noted. The use of 

design tools and design codes will not be 

a mandatory requirement but would be applied to 

appropriate larger scale schemes. In preparing any 

masterplans or development briefs for strategic 

sites these will be  done in collaboration with the 

promoter or developer(s).  

4085 

Newland 

Homes 
Design Policy 

We consider that it would be unduly onerous to require BfL on 

all new housing developments. We agree that strategic sites 

should benefit from masterplanning and design code work, 

however, this should be undertaken in partnership with the 

landowner/developer/promoter. Whether this can be 

undertaken in advance of the adoption of the SWDPR, may 

remain to be seen, particularly as this approach will require 

early buy-in from statutory consultees. Their support for this 

approach will also be required. We do not consider that SPDs 

would be a requirement in addition to this approach. 

Support for masterplanning and design codes 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

4133 Piper Homes Design Policy We consider that it would be unduly onerous to require BfL on Support for masterplanning and design codes 
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all new housing developments. We agree that strategic sites 

should benefit from masterplanning and design code work, 

however, this should be undertaken in partnership with the 

landowner/developer/promoter. Whether this can be 

undertaken in advance of the adoption of the SWDPR, may 

remain to be seen, particularly as this approach will require 

early buy-in from statutory consultees. Their support for this 

approach will also be required. We do not consider that SPDs 

would be a requirement in addition to this approach. 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

4272 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 
Design Policy 

In seeking to achieve high quality design through development, 

the wording of Policy SWDP21 is considered suitable. In 

addition, with respect to Building for Life standards, our client 

is broadly supportive of the use of this optional framework, 

where appropriate, but does not consider that it should be 

required for all new housing development. 

In seeking to achieve high quality design through development, 

the wording of Policy SWDP21 is considered suitable. In 

addition, with respect to Building for Life standards, our client 

is broadly supportive of the use of this optional framework, 

where appropriate, but does not consider that it should be 

required for all new housing development. 

Support for masterplanning and design codes 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

4325 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Design Policy 

In the AONB and its Setting 

I do not fully support continuing with the adopted design 

policy as I feel the design policy is too SWDP wide. The 

appropriate design criteria that are relevant for Cotswold 

villages both in the AONB and in the setting can be very 

different than for those in the Vale, Spa or Malvern Town 

By definition the criteria in SWDP 21 have to apply 

across the whole plan area and the policy allows 

the decision maker to apply the identification of 

locally distinctive characteristics without them 

being itemised in the policy. Specific locally based 

design policies and guidance can be provided in 

neighbourhood plans and village design 
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setting. 

With regards to option (a), I particularly support the 

requirements of Policy SWDP 21 relating to: 

• Siting and Layout 

• Relationships to Surroundings and to Other 

Developments. 

• Settlement Character 

• Scale, Height and Massing 

• Detailed Design and Materials 

These requirements reflect the requirements of Policy CE3 

(Local Distinctiveness) of the Cotswolds AONB Management 

Plan 2018-2023, which recommends that developments should 

be ‘designed and, where relevant, landscaped to respect local 

settlement patterns, building styles, scale and materials’. 

I recommend that the supporting text for Policy SWDP 21 

should specifically refer to the design of the built environment 

in the Cotswolds AONB and the significance of this for the 

special qualities and natural beauty of the AONB. The 

supporting text should also refer to the use of appropriately 

coloured limestone to reflect local distinctiveness, in line with 

Policy CE3 of the AONB Management Plan. 

Suggestion: I am particularly impressed with many of the 

design criteria used by Cotswold District Council. I suggest that 

Cotswold Villages design criteria text is added, adapted from 

statements.   

Reference to the AONB management plan and 

neighbouring Local Plan design policies is noted 

and will be reviewed by officers. 

Support for others aspects of the policy noted. 
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CDC’s for use in the SWDP Design Policy. 

The requirement for all new housing to achieve Building for 

Life requirements is supported. 

Outside the AONB 

a. Continue with the adopted design policy (SWDP21) which 

sets out a number of requirements which developments 

should meet. Yes outside AONBs see within response above 

b. Require all new housing development to achieve Building 

for Life requirements. Yes 

c. Identify strategic sites and locations and include 

masterplanning and design codes for them within the 

SWDPR. – No as in danger of destroying sense of place – too 

heavy hammer approach 

d. Identify strategic sites for which masterplans and design 

codes will be prepared as Supplementary Planning 

Documents once the Plan is adopted. No as in danger of 

destroying sense of place. Too much of a heavy hammer 

approach. 

4445 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Design Policy 

The Council should continue with the adopted design policy of 

the local plan as the policy requires plans to set out a clear 

design vision and expectations which are grounded in an 

understanding of the area's defining characteristics. 

Support noted. 
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In view of this, and given the success of SWDP 21, we support 

Option 25a. 

4497 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Design Policy 

The existing policy seems good, but 

• All new premises should be provided with superfast 

broadband, if reasonably feasible. 

• New houses should be built in ways such that they are 

capable of adaption to the needs of elderly and 

disabled people whenever this can be done without 

undue marginal cost. 

Support noted. Requirements for broadband are 

dealt with by other policies in the SWDP, i.e. 

SWDP 26. SWDP 20 gives support to the housing 

needs of older people and flexible design is 

directly addressed by SWDP 21.    

4543 

Cotswold 

District Council 
Design Policy 

Consider the inclusion of references to Green Infrastructure 

within the design policy to ensure that high quality Green 

Infrastructure forms part of the design of developments from 

the start. 

Comments relating to the inclusion of Green 

Infrastructure. Consideration will be given to the 

inclusion of a reference to Green Infrastructure at 

SWDP 21 criteria B xii.    

72 Prosser Design Policy 
Support for option 'a'. Continue with the adopted design policy 

and the requirements set out for new developments. 
Noted. 

73 Prosser Design Policy 
Support for option 'a'. Continue with the adopted design policy 

and the requirements set out for new development.  
Support for option 'a' noted. 

113 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Design Policy 
The SWDPR should require all new housing development to 

achieve Building for Life standards. 

SWDP21 as currently worded directs in the 

reasoned justification that applicants apply 

Building for Life at pre-application and submission 

stages. The policy criteria closely reflect the 

Building for Life criterion and therefore 

the complements the actual policy. In developing 

the policy for the Preferred Options consideration 

will be given to recognising the level of 
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contribution Building for Life makes to the 

evolution of a scheme or applied to major 

development proposals.    

188 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Design Policy 
Support for option 'a'. Continue with the adopted design policy 

and the requirements to be met by new development.  
Support for option 'a' noted. 

387 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Design Policy 

Support for options a and b. Options c and d may be over 

restrictive but also lead to a reduction of design standards on 

sites omitted from such design frameworks.  

I do not particularly like the ideas of options "c" and "d" as this 

may restrict some developments - and also would indicate that 

other sites that have not been so identified can be of a lesser 

standard and hence are not important. 

Support for options 'a' and 'b' noted. The revised 

Framework does encourage the use of tools for 

improving the design of development which could 

include masterplanning/design codes although 

these are no longer mentioned by name. The use 

of these tools or SPD are really only appropriate to 

larger strategic sites, whilst smaller sites design 

quality can be delivered by applying the SWDP21 

criteria directly to a scheme or employing Building 

for Life.    

425 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Design Policy Support for option 'b'. Support for option 'b' noted. 

491 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Design Policy Support for options 'a'; 'b' and 'c'. Support for these range of options noted. 

2447 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Design Policy A & B Support for 'a' and 'b' noted.   

1478 Mrs Design Policy More consideration should be given to the local street Noted. This matter is addressed in SWDP 21 
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Ann 

Boulter 

scene.  The Holly Green site looks particularly ugly from the 

A38. 

through reference to townscapes, frontages and 

streets in criteria ii. The policy is also supported by 

the South Worcestershire Design Guide SPD which 

provides guidance on design quality. However 

specific reference to street scene in this context is 

acknowledged as being helpful. 

1672 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Design Policy Blank Response Blank Response 

675 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Design Policy Support for option 'a'. Support for option 'a' noted. 

1088 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Design Policy 

Amendment sort to design criteria relating to retail and 

commercial premises in centre of Worcester. Design 

constraints should be applied to street-level frontages to 

develop a unique streetscape by conserving or reinstating 

historic shop frontages. This would benefit both retailers, 

shoppers and visitors to the city centre.    

  

The criteria in SWDP21 and SWDP24 would 

provide the overarching stance for considering 

any planning application relating to shop 

frontages. It is not appropriate to have such a 

detailed policy in this respect as it would be better 

dealt with in a city centre masterplanning 

document or Shopfront SPD for the city.   

933 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Design Policy Blank entry Blank entry 

1147 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Design Policy 
Support for option 'a'. Continue with the adopted design 

policy. 
Support for option a noted. 
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1512 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Design Policy 

The long term should always be considered, so that the 

buildings are sustainable. 

More thought needs to be given to ensuring the 'look' of new 

builds also reflect the original houses already there. 

Some counties (Norfolk coastline, Lakes) are brilliant examples 

of this, where Worcestershire has yet to achieve this. 

SWDP 21 includes criteria that require proposals 

to have regards to local distinctiveness and this 

policy is also supported by the South 

Worcestershire Design Guide SPD. Further local 

design policies and guidance can be provided by 

neighbourhood plans and village design 

statements that are supported by SWDP 21. 

1604 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Design Policy B. Noted. 

1966 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Design Policy 
Option a but ensure the protection afforded by SWDP 21 is 

properly used. 
Support for option 'a' is noted. 

4280 

Mr 

Paul 

Brown 

Design Policy 

Though how a building is constructed is the remit of Building 

Control more than of Planning the importance of the matter 

justifies preliminary explanation during the Planning stage. 

The 24/08/2016, Government Response to draft revision 

National Planning Policy Framework Consultation notes, on 

Page 48, Local Authorities are at liberty to require building 

standards more stringent than those of Building Regulations. A 

number of authorities are already doing this, and others are 

about to do so; details can be supplied. Several sets of 

standards have been published and worked to, so they are 

“proven”. They are:- 

• Passivhaus Standard (for new build) 

There is scope to go beyond Building Regulations 

and set locally derived standards and this will be 

considered when redrafting SWDP21. There is 

certainly opportunity to look beyond national 

standards for the strategic sites or any new 

settlement. In these cases it would be more 

appropriate to include criteria in the site specific 

allocations. For more general development it 

would be more appropriate to include more detail 

relating to standards and the applicable areas to 

the SPD and the suggestion to update the Design 

Guide SPD is noted.   

No further comments on the SA at this time. 
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• Passivhaus EnerPHit Standard (for retrofit and 

refurbishment) 

• AECB Building Standard (for new build; slightly less 

demanding than Passivhaus) 

• Home Quality Mark (for new build housing), and 

• BREEAM (typically for new and existing non-domestic 

building) 

Additionally SWDPR, or its supplementary documents, could 

include, or refer to, complimentary and related standards 

(Lifetime Homes / AECB Water Standard / BS 8206-2 (2008) 

Code of practice for daylighting, London, BSI) 

The separation of the 'Delivering High Quality 

Homes' subsection from Design at 12.4 and 12.5 and Option 25 

is not helpful. Perhaps the start is to have two headings, 

Neighbourhood Design and Design of Properties, (Residential). 

Somewhere there needs to be coverage of Design of 

Commercial Properties; and Design of Industrial Properties. 

“Buildings” may be preferred rather than “properties”. 

Add a paragraph to Design Guide SPD, “In addition, post 

December 2018, UN IPCC conference, COP24, or UNFCCC 

(https://unfccc.int/katowice), we have a responsibility to the 

international community to help minimise climate change and 

its effects.” 

Other changes in the SPD Design Guide will be necessary to 

keep the SWDPR Consultation draft and the Sustainability 

Appraisal document each corresponding with the other. 
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3568 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Design Policy 

Item D – Yes a new town similar to Cranbrook near Exeter 

could be designed and incorporated in broad terms. This has 

its own industry, small business units, own power station and 

many other aspects which were provided “up front”. 

Item A – housing should be a mix of designs and not just "box 

houses" with different bricks/rendering. 

Item B – definitely use "building for life". 

Item C – this could work, but I do not have enough information 

to comment on it. 

Noted. 

3571 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Design Policy 

Support for sustainable new settlements. New housing should 

reflect local character and not a national stereotype. Support 

for Building for Life and masterplanning for strategic site 

allocations.   

Comments noted. Support for masterplanning and 

design codes noted. In accordance with the 

Framework any revised policy wording would 

reflect the appropriate use of tools for assessing 

and improving design e.g. Building for Life.   

3554 

Mr 

Phillip 

Aldridge 

Design Policy 

New buildings should not be made on the cheap. There should 

be a high quality of build utilising materials made to last, 

incorporating a high standard of insulation, with solar energy 

installations and electric car power points. 

These responses are noted and will inform the 

preferred options for a replacement SWDP. 

2099 

DC Rowbury 

and Daughters 
Design Policy 

Support is given to SWDP 21 as it seeks to deliver high quality 

design in accordance with the NPPF and supports innovative 

contemporary design.  

Support for SWDP 21 is noted. 

2258 

Kenneth 

Gordon 

Kingston 

Design Policy 

Design policies should ensure that development respects the 

surroundings and location. Formal Masterplans should be 

prepared for strategic developments.  Design codes / guidance 

Comments noted. 

Support for masterplanning and design codes 
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should be strengthened to give local communities necessary 

assurance on the detail of developments. 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

2333 

Jan 

Russell 
Design Policy 

a and d   The requirement should be for the developer to 

produce the masterplan and design code to your satisfaction 

(LPA resource issue). 

Support for a and b noted. The response will 

inform the preferred options for a replacement 

SWDP. 

2621 

Mr 

Alagmir 

Khan 

Design Policy 
Considerations of quality should be given equal weighting to 

quantity. 

Noted. This approach is consistent with position in 

the revised NPPF and will be incorporated into the 

amendments to SWDP 21. 

2990 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Design Policy 
I fully support adherence to the Building for Life principle as at 

b). 
Support noted. 

3449 

Johnson 

Brothers 
Design Policy 

In seeking to achieve high quality design through development, 

the wording of Policy SWDP21 is considered suitable. In 

addition, with respect to Building for Life standards, our client 

is broadly supportive of the use of this optional framework, 

where appropriate, but does not consider that it should be 

required for all new housing development. 

Furthermore, support is given to utilising master planning and 

design codes for strategic sites and our client would welcome 

the opportunity to work with the local authority in this respect. 

Support for the proposed approach to reviewing 

the design policy is noted. 

3783 Ms Design Policy We consider that it would be unduly onerous to require Support for masterplanning and design codes 
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Nikki 

Harrison 

Building for Life (BfL) standards on all new housing 

developments. We agree that strategic sites should benefit 

from masterplanning and design code work, however, this 

should be undertaken in partnership with the 

landowner/developer/promoter. Whether this can be 

undertaken in advance of the adoption of the SWDPR, may 

remain to be seen, particularly as this approach will require 

early buy-in from statutory consultees. Their support for this 

approach will also be required. We do not consider that SPDs 

would be a requirement in addition to this approach. 

noted. In accordance with the Framework any 

revised policy wording would reflect the 

appropriate use of tools for assessing and 

improving design e.g. Building for Life. It is 

considered appropriate that any masterplan or 

brief would be adopted as an SPD to give it 

additional weight.  

4064 

Mr 

John 

Mills 

Design Policy 

With regards to option (a), the Cotswolds Conservation Board 

is broadly supportive of the adopted design policy. However, 

we recommend that the design policy should also require 

development in the Cotswolds AONB to accord with the 

Cotswold Design Code (Appendix D of the Cotswold District 

Local Plan). We support option (b). We do not take a view on 

options (c) and (d), as it would not be appropriate to identify 

strategy sites and locations in the Cotswolds AONB. 

support for the design criteria in SWDP 21 is 

noted. Reference can be made tot he Cotswold 

AONB design guidance can be made in the policy 

reasoned justification. This response will help 

inform the preferred options replacement policy 

in the SWDP.   

4229 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Design Policy 

In seeking to achieve high quality design through development, 

the wording of Policy SWDP21 is considered suitable. In 

addition, with respect to Building for Life standards, our client 

is broadly supportive of the use of this optional framework, 

where appropriate, but does not consider that it should be 

required for all new housing development. 

Furthermore, support is given to utilising master planning and 

design codes for strategic sites and our client would welcome 

the opportunity to work with the local authority in this respect. 

Comments noted. Support for masterplanning and 

design codes noted. In accordance with the 

Framework any revised policy wording would 

reflect the appropriate use of tools for assessing 

and improving design e.g. Building for Life.   
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224 

Pickersleigh 

Residents 

Group 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We believe both should be adopted but paragraph b should 

use the current adopted policy figure as a minimum 

percentage requirement. 

Noted. 

239 

Pickersleigh 

Residents 

Group 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We believe both should be adopted but paragraph b should 

use the current adopted policy figure as a minimum 

percentage requirement 

Noted. 

732 

Tibberton 

Parish Council 

Green 

Infrastructure 

a. Agree that GI plans for strategic sites should link to wider GI 

network and address the relevant GI priorities. 

b. A percentage requirement does not work in all 

circumstances and can lead to the reduction in size of domestic 

gardens. It should be modified to allow exceptions. 

Noted. 

525 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Option 26a should be promoted to protect and preserve the 

green infrastructure. 

The SWDPR should specifically protect existing green and open 

spaces, especially in Worcester City, where the need for 

housing risks losing the last “green lungs” within the City 

Boundary, such as Middle Battenhall Farm. This also fulfils the 

Better Environment Objectives for SWDPR and seeks to protect 

informal green spaces as promoted within ‘Revaluing Parks 

and Green Spaces’ (published by Fields in Trust). 

A new open space assessment study has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

611 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We consider that the policy should pursue both of these 

options as they are both important and effective elements in 

the current approach. We are pleased to endorse the use of GI 

Concept Plans (one of which has been successfully used at 

Worcester South for example), drafted by the Worcestershire 

Noted. With regard to Section 18 pp82 the 

policies were listed as not needing review, 

although we consider that they do need to be 

updated. 
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GI Partnership, and we would welcome the chance to discuss 

these and other GI matters further if that would be helpful. We 

also recommend that you engage with the Worcestershire GI 

Partnership whilst refreshing the policy. 

Section 18. Summary list of policy review status and new 

policies on p82. Green Infrastructure policies (SWDP 5 and 38) 

and the biodiversity policy (SWDP 22) are currently listed as in 

need of no further work but comments above and set out in 

the consultation document suggest that they must be added to 

the review list. For more detail see our responses to Question 

10 and Option 26 for GI and Option 27 for biodiversity. 

3266 

Canal & River 

Trust 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Option A is preferred. GI should be identified in advance for all 

strategic sites and major planning applications to ensure that 

there is no adverse impact on the existing GI provision and that 

suitable mitigation and enhancement is provided at the cost of 

the developer. 

Noted. 

2540 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Green 

Infrastructure 

The existing policy seeks a percentage of GI for housing 

developments (including within mixed use developments) only. 

It is considered that all major development proposals should 

make provision for GI. 

Noted. 

2289 

Leigh and 

Bransford 

Parish Council 

Green 

Infrastructure 

A and B should be adopted. The Worcestershire GI Strategy , 

and supporting documents are a good local foundation for GI 

policy. 

Noted. 

2378 

Kemerton 

Parish Council 

Green 

Infrastructure 
Yes, it should do both a. and b. Noted. 

2874 Malvern Green SWDP 22 Biodiversity and Geodiversity is part of the guidance Noted. Thresholds for the delivery of Green 
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Community 

Forest 

Infrastructure designed to provide context and direction to development 

management decisions arising from strategic policy SWDP 5 

Green Infrastructure. SWDP 5 has been judged to be working 

well enough that it is not formally included in the review 

(South Worcestershire Development Plan Review Issues and 

Options Consultation paper, paragraph 18.1). Malvern 

Community Forest proposes that this successful strategic 

policy should be extended to Employment Land development 

by the following addition to SWDP 5: 

SWDP 5 D: an equivalent strategy for Employment Land 

development to contribute towards the provision, 

maintenance, improvement and connectivity of Green 

Infrastructure will be in place from January 1st 2021, following 

the technical studies of the Green Infrastructure Strategy 

detailed in the SWDPR Issues and Options Consultation paper, 

paragraph 3.12.  

In the SWDP5 Reasoned Justification section an additional 

paragraph is then required: 

5. Employment land is identified in the Worcestershire Green 

Infrastructure Strategy (2013) as an equivalent Key Delivery 

Opportunity for Green Infrastructure (para. 5.1) to housing 

development, and an equivalent strategy to SWDP 5 A, B and C 

will be developed. 

a. Places of work should provide opportunities for improved 

green environment, for example, small wooded areas in which 

employees can walk and take breaks, improving health and 

Infrastructure (GI) on employment land is being 

considered under the policy review.  
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well-being. 

b. Softening of the usual hard landscaping will mitigate the 

impact on the immediate area around the development whilst 

making the environment more attractive to potential and 

existing businesses and to employees. 

c. Visual screening of development would reduce its visual 

impact and increase acceptability across the local area and 

from more distant view points. 

2881 

Malvern 

Community 

Forest 

Green 

Infrastructure 

The SWDPR should include GI plans or strategies for strategic 

sites to ensure that they link to the wider GI network and 

address the relevant GI priorities whilst maintaining a 

percentage requirement for GI. 

Noted. 

980 

Vale of 

Evesham Civic 

Society 

Green 

Infrastructure 

GI plans and strategies should be required for all sites and for 

these to demonstrate that they link to the existing network. 
Noted. Response linking with Option A. 

1209 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Green 

Infrastructure 
Yes to both. Noted. 

1851 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Green 

Infrastructure 

The existing policy seeks a percentage of GI for housing 

developments (including within mixed use developments) only. 

It is considered that all major development proposals, 

including retail and employment development, should make 

provision for GI. 

Noted.   

1304 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Green 

Infrastructure 

It is considered that including GI plans or strategies would be 

too prescriptive and inflexible, especially in a Plan which will 

endure for a period up to 2030. Instead it is considered that 

Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. GI concept plans have 
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through the use of master plans and design codes for the 

strategic sites it should be feasible to ensure that these sites 

link to the wider GI network and address relevant GI priorities. 

As stated in response to Question 10, it is contended that the 

percentage requirement for GI in policy SWDP5: Green 

Infrastructure, is exceedingly onerous on residential 

development and should not be maintained through the 

SWDPR, but that master plans and design codes should be 

utilised to ensure the delivery of Green Infrastructure that is 

appropriate for each site. 

already been employed in strategic sites to good 

effect and provide a useful source of information 

that can help the LPA and the developer deliver 

sustainable development. 

1814 Lone Star Land 
Green 

Infrastructure 

Option ‘a’ is supported.  Option ‘b’ is not supported.  The 40% 

GI of SWDP5 requirement is an arbitrary figure that does not 

allow for the effective use of land to be made nor achieve 

appropriate densities.  The 40% figure may well be appropriate 

in some locations but clearly it will not be in others. 

Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. GI concept plans have 

already been employed in strategic sites to good 

effect and provide a useful source of information 

that can help the LPA and the developer deliver 

sustainable development. 

1815 Lone Star Land 
Green 

Infrastructure 

Option ‘a’ is supported. Option ‘b’ is not supported.  The 40% 

GI of SWDP5 requirement is an arbitrary figure that does not 

allow for the effective use of land to be made nor achieve 

appropriate densities. The 40% figure may well be appropriate 

in some locations but clearly it will not be in others. 

Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. GI concept plans have 

already been employed in strategic sites to good 

effect and provide a useful source of information 

that can help the LPA and the developer deliver 

sustainable development. 

1358 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Green 

Infrastructure 

The current Green Infrastructure policies and requirements 

work well and there is no justification for any changes. 
Noted. 
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4316 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We support bringing forward both 'a' and 'b' in parallel. 

In this respect we agree with the accompanying Sustainability 

Appraisal (Lepus, Oct 2018) paragraphs 3.30.2 and 3.30.3 

With regard to the site-specific design code guidance proposed 

within option '25.d', an approach to masterplanning and green 

infrastructure has been adopted previously within the SWDP 

area: Worcestershire Green Infrastructure Partnership have 

prepared GI Concept Plans for strategic scale developments 

which can address site-specific constraints and opportunities 

and help set out masterplanning advice which complements 

the 'Building for Life' and 'Building with Nature' benchmarks. 

Strengthening this approach through SWDPR could provide 

enhanced opportunities to cohesively and effectively embed 

green infrastructure within design codes for strategic sites. 

This approach is being developed within the emerging Wyre 

Forest plan (refer to Policy 14: Strategic Green Infrastructure 

and Reasoned Justification paragraph 14.5 of the pre-

submission consultation plan). 

Noted, we agree that GI Concept Plans, and the 

Building for Life and Building with Nature 

benchmarks are helpful tools for developers to 

improve the GI functionality and biodiversity of 

sites. 

Comments will be considered in the next iteration 

of the SA report. 

1764 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Green 

Infrastructure 
a Noted. 

1956 

FCC 

Environment 

Green 

Infrastructure 

FCC consider that it is inappropriate to have a percentage 

requirement for the provision of Green Infrastructure as 

specific site constraints may restrict this. Therefore, FCC 

consider that Green Infrastructure should be considered on a 

case by case basis considering the impacts and benefits of a 

scheme and enabling off-site provision where deemed 

Noted. 
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appropriate. 

2156 

Platform 

Housing Group 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We do not agree with the % requirement, as this policy has 

been very difficult to implement on many sites. It has also 

resulted in the creation of schemes with, in some cases, 

smaller private garden spaces, as this has been sacrificed to 

meet the policy requirement. Linking to other GI within the 

network is something that is encouraged already. 

Noted. The GI requirements have been viability 

tested at examination and found to be 

appropriate. If there are any identified issues with 

amenity living space and private gardens then 

this issue can be addressed at the planning 

application stage. 

2245 Natural England 
Green 

Infrastructure 

We consider that both approaches (a & b) would have merits 

in ensuring that strategic sites deliver multifunctional green 

infrastructure. Natural England would be happy to offer 

further advice on this issue together with the Worcestershire 

Green Infrastructure partnership. 

Thank you for your response, your response has 

been noted. 

2678 Broadway Trust 
Green 

Infrastructure 
Adopt both “a and b”. Noted. 

2796 Taylor Wimpey 
Green 

Infrastructure 

RPS consider that the inclusion of GI within strategic sites 

would be better dealt with through the planning application 

process, once the detailed site assessment work regarding GI, 

ecology, biodiversity etc. has been undertaken. 

Noted. 

2828 Jessup Ltd 
Green 

Infrastructure 

We do not agree with the % requirement, as this policy has 

been very difficult to implement on many sites. It has also 

resulted in the creation of schemes with, in some cases, 

smaller private garden spaces, as this has been sacrificed to 

meet the policy requirement. Linking to other GI within the 

network is something that is encouraged already. 

Noted. 

2861 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We do not agree with the % requirement, as this policy has 

been very difficult to implement on many sites. It has also 
Noted. 
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resulted in the creation of schemes with, in some cases, 

smaller private garden spaces, as this has been sacrificed to 

meet the policy requirement. Linking to other GI within the 

network is something that is encouraged already. 

3106 

Kemerton 

Conservation 

Trust 

Green 

Infrastructure 
Yes, it should do both a. and b. Noted. 

3348 

Rooftop 

Housing 

Association 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Whilst it is acknowledged that there are a number of ways in 

which the SWDPR could help to ensure that strategic sites 

deliver multi-functional GI, it is considered that including GI 

plans or strategies would be too prescriptive and inflexible, 

especially in a Plan which will endure for a period up to 2030. 

Instead it is considered that through the use of masterplans 

and design codes for the strategic sites it should be feasible to 

ensure that these sites link to the wider GI network and 

address relevant GI priorities. 

As stated above, in response to Question 10, it is contended 

that the percentage requirement for GI in policy SWDP5: 

Green Infrastructure, is onerous on residential development 

and should not be maintained through the SWDPR, in 

particular allowing greater flexibility for greenfield sites where 

either 100% affordable housing or a high proportion of 

affordable housing is to be provided. In addition, it is 

considered that masterplans and design codes should be 

utilised to ensure the delivery of Green Infrastructure that is 

appropriate for each site. 

Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. GI concept plans have 

already been employed in strategic sites to good 

effect and provide a useful source of information 

that can help the LPA and the developer deliver 

sustainable development. 

3837 Rooftop Green We do not agree with the % requirement, as this policy has Noted. 
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Housing 

Association 

Infrastructure been very difficult to implement on many sites. It has also 

resulted in the creation of schemes with, in some cases, 

smaller private garden spaces, as this has been sacrificed to 

meet the policy requirement. Linking to other GI within the 

network is something that is encouraged already. 

3205 

Barwood 

Strategic Land II 

Green 

Infrastructure 

The approach to Green Infrastructure as set out in adopted 

Policy 5 is supported. The policy requirement that new housing 

developments contribute towards the provision, maintenance, 

improvement and connecting of Green Infrastructure is 

agreed. 

Noted. 

3246 

Gleeson 

Strategic Land 

Limited 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We would agree that it is sensible that the criteria for green 

infrastructure policy should be clarified with guidance as to the 

uses which might be appropriate within Green Infrastructure. 

Green infrastructure is important with regard to wildlife and 

physical linkages between urban areas. It is worth considering 

that there is a tension between the scale and value of green 

infrastructure and densities. 

Noted. 

3297 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Green 

Infrastructure 

It is considered that, subject to viability, a percentage green 

infrastructure requirement should be adopted for greenfield 

sites. However, experience shows that 40% is excessive for sub 

strategic sites and we consider that smaller and sub strategic 

sites should only be required to provide green infrastructure at 

30% and this should also include the SUDS areas which 

contribute to GR objectives within that percentage. 

We have reviewed SWDP5 of the existing plan and we agree 

with the lower percentage for the greenfield sites under one 

hectare and no specific figure for brownfield sites. 

Noted. 
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3525 

St Modwen 

Developments 

Ltd 

Green 

Infrastructure 

More guidance is not needed in this regarded, but greater 

flexibility and responsiveness to site specific circumstances is 

certainly required. A uniform percentage based approach is 

unsuitable in many cases including (for example) where a site 

might already be surrounded by significant GI, or where there 

may be a local need for additional GI, or where a highly 

urbanised setting and a desire for greater density of 

development might outweigh the standard requirement for 

GI.  Any policy should emphasise the importance of a site by 

site assessment of such considerations, rather than simply 

requiring adherence to the percentage approach. 

Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. GI concept plans have 

already been employed in strategic sites to good 

effect and provide a useful source of information 

that can help the LPA and the developer deliver 

sustainable development. 

3607 

North Oak 

Homes 

Green 

Infrastructure 

2.37 We do not agree with the % requirement, as this policy 

has been very difficult to implement on many sites. It has also 

resulted in the creation of schemes with, in some cases, 

smaller private garden spaces, as this has been sacrificed to 

meet the policy requirement. Linking to other GI within the 

network is something that is encouraged already. 

Noted. 

3692 Bovis Homes 
Green 

Infrastructure 

Bovis Homes considers that Green Infrastructure (GI) can be 

successfully delivered through the development management 

process with Design and Access Statements being adequate to 

demonstrate how GI links to the wider network and address 

relevant GI priorities. It is not necessary to add additional 

requirements for GI plans and strategies, which would be a 

duplication of the function of Design and Access Statements, 

and would only serve to add costs to preparing planning 

applications and slow down planning decisions. 

Noted. 

3868 

Rooftop 

Housing Group 

Green 

Infrastructure 
Including GI plans or strategies would be too prescriptive and  Noted. 
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inflexible, especially in a Plan which will be up to 2030. 

As stated in response to Q10, it's contended that the 

percentage requirement for GI policy in SWDP5 is onerous on 

residential development and should not be maintained 

through the SWDPR, in particular allowing more flexibility for 

greenfield sites where either 100% affordable or a high 

proportion of affordable housing is to be provided. 

Masterplans and design codes should be utilised to ensure the 

delivery of GI appropriate for each site. 

3889 

Warwickshire 

College 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Considered that, subject to viability, a percentage GI 

requirement should be adopted for greenfield sites. However, 

experience shows 40% is excessive, so smaller sites should only 

be required to provide 30% GI. Agree with the lower 

percentage for greenfield sites under 1ha and a specific figure 

for brownfield sites. 

Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. The 40% threshold was 

tested for viability at Examination.GI concept 

plans have already been employed in strategic 

sites to good effect and provide a useful source of 

information that can help the LPA and the 

developer deliver sustainable development. 

3977 Madresfield 
Green 

Infrastructure 

It is considered that, subject to viability, a percentage green 

infrastructure requirement should be adopted for greenfield 

sites. However, experience shows that 40% is excessive for 

such strategic sites and we consider that smaller and sub 

strategic sites should only be required to provide green 

infrastructure at 30% and this should also include the SUDS 

areas which contribute to GI objectives within that percentage. 

We have reviewed SWDP5 of the existing plan; we agree with 

the lower percentage for the greenfield sites under one 

hectare and no specific figure for brownfield sites. We suggest 

Noted. 
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that larger strategic sites, of, say, 500 units plus could be 

required to provide green infrastructure at 40% since such 

sites may be less easily able to utilise existing green 

infrastructure in the settlement to which they relate. 

4046 

Platform 

Housing Group 

Green 

Infrastructure 

  

We do not agree with the % requirement, as this policy has 

been very difficult to implement on many sites. It has also 

resulted in the creation of schemes with, in some cases, 

smaller private garden spaces, as this has been sacrificed to 

meet the policy requirement. Linking to other GI within the 

network is something that is encouraged already. 

  

Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. GI concept plans have 

already been employed in strategic sites to good 

effect and provide a useful source of information 

that can help the LPA and the developer deliver 

sustainable development. 

4274 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Whilst it is acknowledged that there are a number of ways in 

which the SWDPR could help to ensure that strategic sites 

deliver multi-functional GI, it is considered that including GI 

plans or strategies would be too prescriptive and inflexible, 

especially in a Plan which will endure for a period up to 2030. 

Instead it is considered that through the use of master plans 

and design codes for the strategic sites it should be feasible to 

ensure that these sites link to the wider GI network and 

address relevant GI priorities. 

As stated above, in response to Question 10, it is contended 

that the percentage requirement for GI in policy SWDP5: 

Green Infrastructure, is exceedingly onerous on residential 

development and should not be maintained through the 

Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. GI concept plans have 

already been employed in strategic sites to good 

effect and provide a useful source of information 

that can help the LPA and the developer deliver 

sustainable development. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 852



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

SWDPR, but that master plans and design codes should be 

utilised to ensure the delivery of Green Infrastructure that is 

appropriate for each site. 

4368 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Option A - Yes – Natural England’s work on linking health 

outcomes to GI is relevant here 
Noted. 

4393 

Environment 

Agency 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We would support an approach to incorporating, 

protection/enhancement of GI within the Locality – we would 

encourage GI that would help to enhance and maintain habitat 

for those species protected under the Conservation of Habitats 

and Species Regulations 2010. 

We would also recommend the need (option) to enhance blue 

infrastructure: 

We would seek appropriate blue infrastructure i.e. ‘blue’ 

landscape elements are linked to water such as pools, pond 

and wetland systems, artificial basins or watercourses. Along 

with green infrastructure they help form an interconnected 

network of environmental enhancements within and across 

catchments. 

Noted, 

4446 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Continue with the currently adopted policy approach of setting 

out a percentage that developments must adhere to (option 

26b). 

Noted. 

75 Prosser 
Green 

Infrastructure 

The SWDPR should include GI plans or strategies for strategic 

sites to ensure that they link to the wider GI network and 
Noted. 
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address the relevant GI policies. 

114 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Green 

Infrastructure 

The SWDPR should include GI plans or strategies for strategic 

sites to ensure that they link to the wider GI network and 

address the relevant GI priorities, and maintain a percentage 

requirement for GI (adopted policy). 

Noted. 

147 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Green 

Infrastructure 

(a): Yes 

(b): Do 'percentages' work? Feels like rather a crude approach. 

Can a more locally-responsive approach be defined? 

The percentage approach usually delivers the 

required GI. Where an application has been 

refused and  taken to appeal it has generally been 

supported by the inspector.  

236 

A J 

Williams 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We believe both should be adopted but paragraph b should 

use the current adopted policy figure as a minimum 

percentage requirement 

Noted. 

310 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Green 

Infrastructure 
Yes to both Noted. 

329 

Barbourne 

Road Group 

Green 

Infrastructure 

It is considered that, subject to viability, a percentage GI 

requirement should be adopted for green field sites. However, 

experience shows that 40% is excessive, even on large site for 

reasons of viability. A reasonable level would be 30% and 

should include SUDS which contribute to GI objectives within 

that percentage. We agree with the lower percentage for 

green field sites under 1ha and no specific figure for 

brownfield sites, which will be required to satisfy other policies 

within the plan. 

Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. GI concept plans have 

already been employed in strategic sites to good 

effect and provide a useful source of information 

that can help the LPA and the developer deliver 

sustainable development. 

492 

Professor 

Hazel 

Green 

Infrastructure 

(a). This is a stronger and more welcome Green Infrastructure 

Policy. 
Noted. 
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Kemshall 

579 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Highlight Option 26a by protecting green areas that provide 

natural air breaks for the community and avoid housing needs 

taking over these sites. 

Noted. 

817 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Option 26a should be promoted. The SWDPR should 

specifically protect existing green & open spaces, especially in 

Worcester City, where the need for housing risks losing the last 

“green lungs” within the City Boundary, such as Middle 

Battenhall Farm and the sports field off Evendine Close.  This 

also fulfils the Better Environment Objectives for SWDPR and 

seeks to protect informal green spaces as promoted within 

‘Revaluing Parks and Green Spaces’ (published by Fields in 

Trust). 

Option 26 b - The current GI MUST not only be maintained, but 

increased where possible. 

Noted. A new open space assessment study has 

been commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

2449 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Green 

Infrastructure 
I agree with both options a and b Noted. 

2725 

Craig 

Muncaster 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Option 26a should be promoted. The SWDPR should protect 

existing open and green spaces, especially in Worcester City, 

where the need for housing risks losing the last “green lungs” 

within the City Boundary, such as Middle Battenhall Farm. This 

also fulfils the Better Environment Objectives for SWDPR and 

seeks to protect informal green spaces as promoted within 

'Revaluing Parks and Green Spaces' (published by Fields in 

Trust). 

Noted. A new open space assessment study has 

been commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space, and their multi-functionality 

in general. It will also help forecast future needs 

based on socio-demographic trends. 
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1230 

Daniel 

Harding 

Green 

Infrastructure 

I am strongly in favour of Option 26a should be promoted. To 

risk losing the MBF green space is crazy when there are far 

more suitable brownfield sites that could be considered for 

development (see the Better Environment Objectives for 

SWDPR). 

Noted. The south Worcestershire authorities 

are assessing brownfield land for development as 

well as greenfield sites. 

1378 

Mark 

Smith 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Option 26 should be promoted. The SWDPR should specifically 

protect existing green and open spaces, especially in 

Worcester City, where the need for housing risks losing the last 

“green lungs” within the City Boundary such as Middle 

Battenhall Farm. 

Noted. 

1480 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Green 

Infrastructure 
a Noted 

1677 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Green 

Infrastructure 
Blank Response Blank Response 

2037 

Emily 

Shaw 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Option 26a should be robustly promoted. The last “green 

lungs” within the City Boundary, such as Middle Battenhall 

Farm are at risk of being lost if housing needs are prioritised as 

per the Better Environment Objectives for SWDPR which seeks 

to protect informal green spaces as promoted within 

‘Revaluing Parks and Green Spaces’ (published by Fields in 

Trust). 

A new open space assessment study has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

1061 

Neil 

Hickling 

Green 

Infrastructure 

I support Option 26a and the protection of the green lungs 

such as the one at Middle Battenhall Farm. 
Noted. 

1090 Mr Green Why are urban areas - eg the city of Worcester - not surveyed As part of the Environmental Character Area work 
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Duncan 

Cameron 

Infrastructure as part of the Green Infrastructure Network? If these areas are 

excluded then over time they risk becoming overdeveloped, 

lacking in any meaningful Green Space, and devoid of all 

significant wild plant and animal life. 

the County Council intend to survey built up areas 

in the future. A new open space assessment has 

been commissioned which will be used to 

inform any review of policies. The new open space 

assessment will look to identify existing 

deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space provision to inform future 

needs, in both urban and rural areas.. 

935 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Green 

Infrastructure 
Blank entry Blank entry 

1248 

John 

Gillham 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Here the Review proposes a choice between including the 

Green Infrastructure plans for strategic sites in the updated 

SWDP and the existing policy of a percentage of land to be 

Green Infrastructure. 

I believe that this is a false dichotomy, there is no need to 

exclude either option and Option 26 should the Green 

Infrastructure as currently exists and also set a minimum 

percentage of Green Space in the Plan. 

I support the adoption of the first option caveated with a 

minimum percentage into the future. 

Noted.  

1274 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Green 

Infrastructure 
I would suggest adopting both a and b. Noted. 

3569 Mr Green Green Infrastructure should not all be provided as say a large Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 
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David 

Harrison 

Infrastructure orchard all in one place. The current developments are too 

tight and then vast spaces of Green. 

Verges could be brought back and then estates would not 

appear so cramped. 

A 40% of the land for Green Space and Green Infrastructure on 

new Developments, is high and defeating the density of the 

housing and affordable housing but has been accepted by 

developers. 

SWDP 5 – GI on Brownfield sites should be included, with a 

minimum of 10%. SUDS and biodiversity are required for these 

sites just as much as sites on greenfield land. 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. GI concept plans have 

already been employed in strategic sites to good 

effect and provide a useful source of information 

that can help the LPA and the developer deliver 

sustainable development. Establishing a 

requirement on brownfield land may limit 

development on brownfield sites, and the range 

of brownfield sites vary greatly.  

1654 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Green 

Infrastructure 

The SWDP should expressly protect existing green and open 

spaces, particularly in areas like Worcester city where so few 

such spaces remain. Rough, green, un-manicured spaces like 

Middle Battenhall Farm provide biodiversity, with a rich 

avifauna and fauna, and are well used for informal leisure such 

as walking and dog-walking. Such protection would 

also meet the Better Environment Objectives for SWDPR and 

seeks to protect informal green spaces as promoted within 

‘Revaluing Parks and Green Spaces’ (published by Fields in 

Trust). 

A new open space assessment has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space in terms of quantity, quality, 

and accessibility. 

1583 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Option 26a is supported.  The SWDPR should specifically 

protect existing green and open spaces, especially in 

Worcester City, where the need for housing risks losing the last 

“green lungs” within the City Boundary, such as Middle 

Noted. A new open space assessment has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire.  It will help establish where there 
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Battenhall Farm.  This also fulfils the Better Environment 

Objectives for SWDPR and seeks to protect informal green 

spaces as promoted within ‘Revaluing Parks and Green Spaces’ 

(published by Fields in Trust). 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space  in terms of quantity, quality 

and accessibility. It will also forecast future needs 

based on socio-demographic trends. 

1676 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Option 26a is supported. 

Existing green and open spaces should be specifically 

protected, especially in Worcester City, where the need for 

housing risks losing the last “green lungs” within the City 

Boundary, such as Middle Battenhall Farm.  This also underpins 

the Better Environment Objectives for SWDPR and seeks to 

protect informal green spaces as promoted within ‘Revaluing 

Parks and Green Spaces’ (published by Fields in Trust). 

A new open space assessment study has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

1714 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Option 26a should be strongly promoted to ensure the highest 

protection for existing green and open spaces, especially in 

Worcester City where the needs for housing risk expunging the 

last areas of open countryside within its boundaries (e.g. 

Middle Battenhall Farm). This would fulfil the Better 

Environment Objectives within SWDPR whilst also protecting 

informal green spaces as promoted within the Field in Trust's 

publication "Revaluing Parks and Green Spaces". 

Noted. A new open space assessment has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within  south 

Worcestershire.  It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space in terms of quantity, quality 

and accessibility. It will also help forecast future 

needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

1877 

Lioncourt 

Homes 

Green 

Infrastructure 

The current approach which requires a percentage green 

infrastructure provision across sites is not effective or 

necessary in many instances. The context of some sites may 

make the provision of 40% Green Infrastructure excessive as 

they are already surrounded by significant GI in any event. 

Equally other locations may benefit strongly from additional 

GI. If the percentage policy approach is to continue, it should in 

Noted. The 40% GI was supported at 

Examination. The policy approach allows for any 

issues of viability to be considered. Agreed that 

the availability of local green infrastructure and 

the strategic  GI context is important in 

considering the appropriate amount and type of 

provision. 
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future be imposed as a guide and reflective of any site’s 

locational context. 

1895 

Mrs 

Teresa 

Nockton 

Green 

Infrastructure 

I agree with Option a.  The wider Green Infrastructure 

priorities should be linked with the very latest knowledge, 

thinking, and guidance from the various global initiatives now 

being developed to encourage true sustainable development 

that is long term and big picture in view. 

Noted. 

2100 

DC Rowbury 

and Daughters 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to 

Options 26 - 28 but do nevertheless reserve the right to 

comment further on this in so far as it may affect our client’s 

land interests. 

Noted. 

2572 

Land 

Partnerships 

Developments 

Ltd 

Green 

Infrastructure 

It is considered that, subject to viability, a percentage green 

infrastructure requirement should be adopted for greenfield 

sites. However, 40% is excessive and we consider that smaller 

and more strategic sites should only be required to provide 

green infrastructure at 20%. Furthermore, in establishing 

Green Infrastructure requirements, it should be possible to 

have regarding to surrounding green infrastructure provision. 

If a site is located in an area where there are existing, or 

proposals for,  significant amount of green infrastructure, then 

on site green infrastructure provision should be reduced.  

Noted. The 40% requirements have generally 

been met and if issues of viability have been 

raised by developers  negotiation has taken place. 

The site context and strategic GI requirements are 

important. 

2771 

Mr 

Denis 

Bennett 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Adopt a. to protect existing green spaces especially in the city 

is paramount, such as Middle Battenhall Farm. 
Noted. 

2994 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Green 

Infrastructure 

There is a case to be made for increasing the amount of green 

space provided for private housing (as larger back gardens) and 

so reducing the amount fo public open space.  In this way the 

The current 40% GI policy requirement excludes 

private gardens. It is likely that if this was to 

include private gardens there would be an 
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maintenance burden for taxpayers and residents becomes less 

onerous.      

adverse impact on the amount public open space 

on sites. Private gardens do not have to retain a 

"green" characteristic and can be hard 

landscaped, impacting on biodiversity, flood 

control etc., with no public control. The Design 

Guide SPD states that the type and level of 

provision of outdoor space will vary according to 

the characteristics of the development, the site 

and its context. It should be an integral part of the 

design rather than an optional extra, and 

especially not be the space left over following all 

other aspects of a layout. Public open space is 

also  important to those who do not have gardens. 

2998 

Keith 

Bridgewater 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Policies used should be strengthened to include the protection 

of habitat, pleasant views, biodiversity, geo-diversity, open 

spaces and green spaces. Green infrastructure spaces should 

be vigorously maintained, extended where possible to enable 

the health and well being of present and future generations. 

The use of green spaces or green infrastructure should be 

legally prohibited. 

Noted. 

3451 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Green 

Infrastructure 

Whilst it is acknowledged that there are a number of ways in 

which the SWDPR could help to ensure that strategic sites 

deliver multi-functional GI, it is considered that including GI 

plans or strategies would be too prescriptive and inflexible, 

especially in a Plan which will endure for a period up to 2030. 

Instead it is considered that through the use of masterplans 

and design codes for the strategic sites it should be feasible to 

ensure that these sites link to the wider GI network and 

Noted. 
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address relevant GI priorities. 

 As stated above, in response to Question 10, it is contended 

that the percentage requirement for GI in policy SWDP5: 

Green Infrastructure, is exceedingly onerous on residential 

development and should not be maintained through the 

SWDPR, but that masterplans and design codes should be 

utilised to ensure the delivery of Green Infrastructure that is 

appropriate for each site. 

3785 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Green 

Infrastructure 

We do not agree with the % requirement, as this policy has 

been very difficult to implement on many sites. It has also 

resulted in the creation of schemes with, in some cases, 

smaller private garden spaces, as this has been sacrificed to 

meet the policy requirement. Linking to other GI within the 

network is something that is encouraged already. 

Noted. The 40% GI requirement has generally 

been delivered, with few examples of challenge 

because of viability issues. GI concept plans have 

already been employed in strategic sites to good 

effect and provide a useful source of information 

that can help the LPA and the developer deliver 

sustainable development. 

735 

Tibberton 

Parish Council 
Geodiversity We are not aware of any additional geodiversity assets. Noted. 

2542 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Geodiversity No comment at this stage. Noted. 

2380 

Kemerton 

Parish Council 
Geodiversity 

We do not know which assets are included in the LGS. 

Kemerton Parish Council is particularly concerned that the 

geology of Bredon Hill with its characteristic slumping is 

recognised. 

Noted. LGS can be found on our interactive map 

on the South Worcestershire Development Plan 

webpage: http://www.swdevelopmentplan.org. 

2630 

Pershore Town 

Council 
Geodiversity Tiddesley Wood and any other SSSis Noted. 
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1212 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Geodiversity No. Noted. 

856 

Herefordshire 

and 

Worcestershire 

Earth Heritage 

Trust 

Geodiversity 

The Earth Heritage Trust considers that the final sentence of 

para 12.13 should cover geodiversity in the same way as 

biodiversity, and that the suggestions of Option 27 should 

apply equally to geodiversity. Hence our comment to Question 

11 is: 

The EHT recommends that geodiversity should be protected 

and enhanced through the same processes already suggested 

for biodiversity (see Option 27), rather than through provision 

of an unchanging list of sites. 

Specifically, we suggest that the final sentence of para 12.13 

be amended to include geodiversity, i.e. 

"The adopted policy (SWDP22) is working well, however the 

SWDPR should consider whether there are opportunities to 

enhance the biodiversity and geodiversity assets within south 

Worcestershire through new development." 

We further suggest that the SWDPR includes requirements to: 

1. Continue to protect all designated sites from 

development, including maintaining a buffer zone 

where appropriate. 

2. Encourage the geodiversity enhancement of sites 

through development, for example, by exposing and 

explaining features of geological interest. 

Noted. 
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3. Seek to identify opportunities for improving our 

understanding of local geology, by enabling short term 

studies of rocks that are exposed temporarily during 

development. 

4. Require, through policy, continued, long-term 

recognition and monitoring of sites of known or 

potential geological interest, to enable informed 

planning decisions, including the recognition of 

mitigation and enhancement measures that may be 

feasible for individual sites. 

1798 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Geodiversity No comment at this stage. Noted. 

3108 

Kemerton 

Conservation 

Trust 

Geodiversity 

The Worcestershire County map does not seem to have a layer 

for local geological sites and therefore we do not know 

whether there are any omissions in the Bredon Hill area. KCT 

would want to ensure that all items of geological importance 

are included, particularly the slumping observed on Bredon 

Hill. 

LGS can be found on our interactive map on the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan 

webpage: 

http://www.swdevelopmentplan.org.  Comments 

are also noted regarding geological situation of 

Bredon Hill. 

77 Prosser Geodiversity 
Not aware of any additional Geodiversity assets which should 

be recognised by the SWDPR. 
Noted. 

936 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Geodiversity Blank entry Blank entry 

1555 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Geodiversity Blank Response. Blank Response 
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2999 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Geodiversity 

The SWDP should indeed acknowledge more explicitly and 

seek to protect issues of geological significance within our 

area. 

Noted. 

225 

Pickersleigh 

Residents 

Group 

Green Space 

The SWDP carried out an in depth review of Green Space 

requirements and the findings were adopted only a short time 

ago. We believe it would be a waste of resource to repeat this 

exercise now. So Option a. should be adopted i.e. continue to 

protect all currently designated green space. 

A new open space assessment study has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

240 

Pickersleigh 

Residents 

Group 

Green Space 

The SWDP carried out an in depth review of Green Space 

requirements and the findings were adopted only a short time 

ago. We believe it would be a waste of resource to repeat this 

exercise now. So Option a. should be adopted i.e. continue to 

protect all currently designated green space. 

The current Open Space Assessments for each of 

the three south Worcestershire Councils were 

produced some time ago, in 2006 and 2007. A 

new open assessment to cover the whole south 

Worcestershire area has been commissioned. 

Furthermore, additional open spaces have been 

designated in recent Neighbourhood Plans. The 

study will identify existing deficiencies and 

surpluses in provision for all types of open 

space  in terms of quantity, quality and 

accessibility. 

736 

Tibberton 

Parish Council 
Green Space 

We agree with option a, but would prefer a review to consider 

the adoption of more green spaces rather than releasing some. 

Noted. A new open space assessment study has 

been commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 
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527 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

Green Space 

Option 28a is supported. The remaining green spaces in 

Worcester City need to be protected from future 

development. The last 'green lungs' within the City Boundary 

must be protected - the application for Middle Battenhall Farm 

to be registered as Local Green Space should be approved, 

with such approval taking priority over any application for the 

site to be allocated for housing. This also fulfils the Better 

Environment Objectives for SWDPR. 

Option 28b is NOT supported and is strongly opposed. Green 

space is already under significant threat and this will not be 

helped by encouraging developers to raise spurious arguments 

that certain green spaces are of poor quality; informal green 

space is often treasured for its rural nature and therefore has 

environmental and social benefits that may not be 

immediately obvious. 

Noted. The comments relating to the local green 

space designation application of Middle Battenhall 

Farm falls outside the scope of this consultation. 

613 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 
Green Space 

We recommend that the SWDPR continues to protect all 

designated green space (and seeks to designate more where 

appropriate). Where areas are degraded their open space 

function should be enhanced through appropriate 

interventions so that they can contribute to the locale in as 

effective and multi-functional a manner as possible in relation 

to their setting and existing or potential value. 

Noted. 

3268 

Canal & River 

Trust 
Green Space 

It is noted that the SWCs have commissioned an assessment of 

open spaces and this will be available to inform the next stage 

of the plan-making process. Whilst the canal & River Trust 

recognise that our waterways do form important open space 

we do not support the official designation of our land or water 

as local green space and would resist such a designation. 

Noted. 
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3083 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Green Space Option A Noted. 

2543 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Green Space 

The multi-functionality of Green Space referred to at para 

12.16 would tie in with the GI policy and should be referenced 

within a revised SWDPR policy. The SWDPR should refer to 

Local Green Space and other green space/open space 

designations where these have been made within 

Neighbourhood Plans. The North Claines Neighbourhood Plan 

includes policy NCLE4: Green Space and Green Infrastructure 

which seeks to protect Local Green Space and Amenity Green 

Space sites within the parish 

Noted. 

2291 

Leigh and 

Bransford 

Parish Council 

Green Space 

There is merit in reviewing all designated green space. 

However, green spaces were originally designated with good 

reason and often have a local use or connection that is not 

obvious. 

Noted. 

2381 

Kemerton 

Parish Council 
Green Space 

So far as Kemerton and its neighbouring villages are concerned 

we would strongly support a. and would wish to see some 

additional areas designated. 

Noted. 

3192 

Avon Planning 

Services Ltd 
Green Space 

The SWDPR (as with all SWDP policies) should be updated in 

light of NPPF 2018. 
Noted. 

2883 

Malvern 

Community 

Forest 

Green Space 

The SWDPR must 

a. continue to protect all currently designated green space; 

b. review all designated green spaces; and 

c. enhance or restore any surplus, poor quality greenspace, 

Noted. 
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including into alternative green infrastructure such as 

managed woodland where degradation is most severe. 

982 

Vale of 

Evesham Civic 

Society 

Green Space 

Green spaces within built up areas should be carefully 

considered for possible release for development, but poor 

quality should not be the determining factor, as this may be 

due solely to insufficient resources for proper management 

and improvement. In particular, open space on the fringe of 

Evesham historic town centre should be protected to ensure 

that there is scope for extending the range of amenities 

appropriate to a town centre location, given the future 

significant increase in the population of the town. An 

assessment needs to be carried out of the role of existing 

public buildings and identifying the need for new buildings that 

will enhance the role of the town within the area as a whole. 

Noted. A new open space survey for south 

Worcestershire has been commissioned that will 

assess the quantity and quality  of existing open 

spaces and help inform decisions on sites that 

may be surplus, although we agree that poor 

quality doesn't mean a site will have no future 

value. Public buildings are not part of the GI 

policies. 

1213 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Green Space Option A. Noted. 

1854 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Green Space 

The multi-functionality of Green Space referred to at para 

12.16 would tie in with the GI policy and should be referenced 

within a revised SWDPR policy. The SWDPR should refer to 

Local Green Space and other green space/open space 

designations where these have been made within 

Neighbourhood Plans. The Submission Version of Malvern 

Neighbourhood Plan includes two policies relating to green 

space; MG1: Local Green Space and MG2: Neighbourhood 

Open Space. 

Noted. 

1306 

Barwood 

Development 
Green Space 

It is considered that the SWDPR provides the opportunity to 

review all designated green spaces and consider whether any 

Noted. A new open space assessment study has 

been commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 
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Securities Ltd could be released for development. The SWDP designates a 

significant proportion of the Plan area, which is not allocated 

for development, as green space. If the identified development 

requirements are to be delivered, it will be essential for the 

Authorities to review all of its green space designations, based 

on an up to date evidence base. 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

4321 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Green Space 

GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE DEPT RESPONSE: 

We support option 'a'. 

Noted. 

4376 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Green Space 

PUBLIC HEALTH DEPT RESPONSE: 

Green space is important for supporting and maintaining good 

mental and emotional health, the Public Health Directorate 

would support option a). 

Noted. 

4400 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Green Space 

LANDSCAPE VISUAL ASSESSMENT DEPT RESPONSE: 

Green Space a: Yes for the reasons and benefits clearly set out 

in 12.16. 

Green Space b: Yes carry out a review of designated 

greenspaces, however the assumption that those identified as 

being of 'poor quality' could be released for development 

should be avoided. This should only be an outcome if all other 

opportunities to enhance the greenspace are demonstrated to 

be unviable. The benefits of a restored greenspace, which 

could in-part be funded as off-site improvements from brown 

field developments, could potentially equal those of existing 

high quality. 

Noted. 
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4467 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Green Space Continue to protect all currently designated green space. Noted. 

1766 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Green Space Option B. Noted. 

2247 Natural England Green Space 

We would recommend that green spaces are looked at in the 

context of the wider green infrastructure network. We agree 

that the multi-functionality of green spaces should be given 

greater consideration within the policy. 

Noted. Any review of green spaces policy will be 

looked at in the context of the wider green 

infrastructure network. 

2680 Broadway Trust Green Space 

Adopt “a” Green space should, in only exceptional 

circumstances, be released for development, - focus on 

improvement of existing space. 

Noted. 

3109 

Kemerton 

Conservation 

Trust 

Green Space 

From the point of view of KCT if there is to be any change in an 

existing green space designation then its quality should be 

judged in terms of its benefit to the landscape and biodiversity. 

We should be seeking to identify and designate further areas 

of green space, where appropriate, so that in aggregate the 

quantity of designated green space is increased. 

Noted. 

3367 

Rooftop 

Housing 

Association 

Green Space 

It is considered that the SWDPR provides the opportunity to 

review all designated green spaces and consider whether any 

could be released for development. 

Noted. 

3206 

Barwood 

Strategic Land II 
Green Space 

The SWDPR should review all designated Green Spaces, and 

consider whether there are any surplus, poor quality 

greenspaces that could be released for development (option 

b.). As set out above in relation to housing delivery, 

opportunities to release part of Green Spaces for development 

Noted. 

A new open space assessment study has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 
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which would facilitate new and enhanced open space provision 

should also be considered. The SWDPR, at paragraph 12.16, 

confirms that the primary benefit of Green Space is 

recreational, and as such, where there are existing Green 

Spaces which could facilitate recreational benefits facilitated 

by development, this should be considered. This is emphasised 

by the current approach to Green Space in the adopted SWDP 

which has resulted in a significant number of designations, and 

de-facto designations, across the plan area. 

The NPPF is clear that planning policies should be 

"based on robust and up-to-date assessments of the need for 

open space, sport and recreation facilities (including 

quantitative and qualitative deficits or surpluses)" (paragraph 

96). The failure to robustly assess existing Green Space 

designations would be inconsistent with national policy, and as 

such would be unsound in accordance with paragraph 35 of 

the NPPF.  

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

3299 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Green Space 

We agree with Option 28(b) in that all designated green spaces 

should be reviewed to see if they are surplus or of poor quality 

and could be released for development. 

Noted. 

3408 Inchbald-Day Green Space 

Para 12.15 indicates the council has commissioned an 

assessment of open green spaces – however such an 

assessment should also include a revision of the existing 

‘significant gap’ policy designations. To omit a review of 

significant gaps would be inconsistent within the general 

Noted. 
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approach for any revised development plan. 

The glossary to SWDP is currently worded (p. 298); 

‘Significant Gap: A local planning designation intended to 

protect the settings and separate identities of settlements by: 

helping to avoid coalescence; retaining the existing settlement 

pattern through maintaining the openness of the land; and 

securing the quality of life benefits of having open land close to 

where people live’. 

To omit a significant gap review would miss opportunities for 

bringing forward sustainable and otherwise perfectly 

acceptable sites that are presently prevented from being 

development due to this outmoded policy designation. This is 

especially so for the land presently designated as a significant 

gap at Upton Snodsbury (it does not function to prevent 

coalescence between settlements or deliver the other 

supposed functions). 

This question should therefore also be posed in respect of the 

existing ‘a review of the current green space designation AS 

WELL AS the significant gap. So Option 28 should read: 

Option 28 Green Space and Significant Gaps 

Should the SWDPR: 

1. Continue to protect all currently designated green 

space. 
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2. Review all designated green spaces and significant 

gaps and consider whether any are surplus, poor 

quality greenspace, or the significant gaps no longer 

serve the purposes originally intended, and as such 

that could be released for development. 

3871 

Rooftop 

Housing Group 
Green Space 

It's considered the SWDPR provides the opportunity to review 

all designated green spaces and consider whether any could be 

released for development. 

Noted. 

3896 

Warwickshire 

College 
Green Space Agree with Option 28 B. Noted. 

3979 Madresfield Green Space 

We agree with Option 28(b) in that all designated green spaces 

should be reviewed to see if they are surplus or of poor quality 

and could be released for development accordingly. 

Noted. 

4276 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 
Green Space 

It is considered that the SWDPR provides the opportunity to 

review all designated green spaces and consider whether any 

could be released for development. 

Noted. 

4371 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Green Space 

a. Yes 

b. No improve 

Noted. 

4545 

Cotswold 

District Council 
Green Space 

Further clarity is welcomed on what is meant by ‘poor quality’ 

green space. For example a site might be poor quality for 

recreation uses but have other Green Infrastructure benefits. 

Noted. The value of open space or facility will be 

determined by its contribution to a range of 

factors, as outlined in the new open Space 

Assessment.: 
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• cultural and community value 

• recreational and health benefits 

• residential amenity 

• wildlife and other environmental benefits 

• visual amenity 

• local heritage 

• landscape value 

• green corridors / links 

78 Prosser Green Space 
The SWDPR should continue to protect all currently designated 

Green Spaces. 

Noted. The South Worcestershire Councils have 

commissioned a new evidence base to review the 

open space thresholds. This will be used to inform 

the policy review. 

116 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Green Space Option A Noted. 

149 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Green Space 

(a) Yes 

(b) No  - Although perhaps Neighbourhood Plans could be 

permitted this role? 

Noted. Neighbourhood planning allows for local 

green space designations. 

189 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Green Space 

The SWDPR should carefully review all designated green 

spaces and consider whether they any are surplus, poor quality 

greenspace that could be released for development. 

Comments relating to option 28b are noted. 

237 

A J 

Williams 
Green Space 

The SWDP carried out an in depth review of Green Space 

requirements and the findings were adopted only a short time 

ago. We believe it would be a waste of resource to repeat this 

exercise now. So Option a. should be adopted i.e. continue to 

A new open space assessment study has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 
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protect all currently designated green space. are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

250 

Mrs 

Judith 

Harrison 

Green Space 

I believe that ‘option a’ should be adopted, as an in depth 

review of Green Space requirements was carried out and the 

findings were adopted quite recently. Therefore it would be a 

waste of resources to repeat this, and therefore the current 

recommendations should remain in place. 

A new open space assessment study has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

312 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Green Space Option a Noted. 

390 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Green Space 
As a new assessment has been commissioned the obvious 

choice is option "b". 
Agreed. 

427 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Green Space Option a. Noted. 

620 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Green Space 

Continue to protect current designated green space option 

28a, as these areas are needed to ensure there are green areas 

acting as natural breaks and lungs within City areas.  These 

must be protected. In particular the application for Middle 

Battenhall Farm area should be registered  and approved as a 

local green space-it is a natural wildlife corridor, manages air 

quality and is used for recreation.  

Noted. 
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819 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Green Space 

Option 28a - I want the SWDP to continue to protect all 

designated green spaces. The few remaining “green lungs” 

within Worcester must be protected from future development. 

The application for Middle Battenhall Farm should be 

registered and approved as "Local Green Space", taking priority 

over any application for the site to be allocated for housing or 

employment.  This also fulfils the Better Environment 

Objectives for SWDPR. 

Option 28b is strongly opposed. The remaining green space 

within Worcester is already under significant threat, and I'm 

concerned that it will encourage developers to raise fake 

arguments that certain green spaces are of poor quality. 

Noted. 

2451 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Green Space Option B. Noted. 

2727 

Craig 

Muncaster 
Green Space 

Option 28a is supported. The remaining green spaces in 

Worcester City need to be protected from future 

development. The last “green lungs” within the City Boundary 

must be protected - the application for Middle Battenhall Farm 

to be registered as Local Green Space should be approved, 

with such approval taking priority over any application for the 

site to be allocated for housing. This also fulfils the Better 

Environment Objectives for SWDPR. 

Option 28b is NOT supported and strongly opposed. Green 

space is already under significant threat and this will not be 

helped by encouraging developers to raise spurious arguments 

that certain green spaces are of poor quality; informal green 

Noted. Issues concerning specific 

applications/sites are outside of the scope of this 

current consultation. 
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space is often treasured for its rural nature and therefore has 

environmental and social benefits that may not be 

immediately obvious. 

1234 

Daniel 

Harding 
Green Space 

I am strongly in favour of Option 28a. 

Option 28b is NOT supported and strongly opposed.  

Noted. 

1482 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Green Space Option A. Noted. 

1679 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Green Space Blank Response Blank Response 

2039 

Emily 

Shaw 
Green Space 

Option 28b is CATEGORICALLY NOT supported and strongly 

opposed as it will encourage developers to make spurious 

arguments that certain green spaces are of poor quality - 

informal green space are especially at risk of this as these 

spaces are usually treasured for their rural nature; their 

environmental and social benefits that may not be 

immediately obvious but are nonetheless precious and highly 

valued by local communities. 

Noted. 

2940 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Green Space 

As I have already suggested, the amount of green space of any 

size in Worcester City is extremely limited. Therefore to review 

these pieces of land would counter my suggestions in previous 

answers. 

Paragraph (a) is the most appropriate – ensure all green space 

within the City boundary remains protected. 

Noted. 
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1063 

Neil 

Hickling 
Green Space 

Option 28a is supported and the remaining green spaces 

within the Worcester City boundary need protection.  Option 

28b is strongly opposed.  Developers will always argue that any 

green space is poor quality. 

Noted 

1035 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Green Space 
The SWDPR should continue to protect all currently designated 

green space and nature reserves. 
Noted. 

864 

Ms 

Kate 

Raine 

Green Space 

Planning policy should recognise the importance of designated 

and undesignated green space in villages which have multiple 

benefits in terms of landscape character, health and wellbeing, 

local distinctiveness, biodiversity and Flood Risk and SUDS. 

Policy should encourage the retention of all existing ‘significant 

gaps’ and consider the allocation of new significant gaps to 

protect the loss of villages and preserve local distinctiveness. 

Noted. The Significant Gap approach is through a 

separate policy, which is being reconsidered. 

1092 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Green Space 

The SWDPR should continue to protect existing Green Space 

and look for others that should be designated as Green Space 

to be protected. 

Noted. 

937 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Green Space Blank entry Blank entry 

1117 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Green Space Continue to protect all currently designated green space. Noted. 

1726 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 
Green Space Option A. Noted. 
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Silber 

1006 

Jim 

Waits 
Green Space 

Green belts were of little community benefit in the short term 

and are unsustainable in the middle/long term.  

The policy target should be to ensure that green ‘pockets’ are 

established wherever practicable to support wildlife and 

provide leisure facilities within or adjacent to local 

communities. Gheluvelt Park in Worcester is a very good 

example. The provision of green ‘pockets’ should be a planning 

requirement imposed on housing developers or set up by local 

authorities using S.106 funds.  

Noted. Green belt is a national designation that 

has a wider purpose than just recreational benefit. 

Current policy seeks to provide green 

infrastructure for new development covering a 

range of types of GI, and should reflect the needs 

of the existing and future population in an area. 

1014 

Annette 

Crouchman 
Green Space 

Whilst housing and work developments are important so are 

green spaces and quiet for the mental well being of people in 

an increasingly frenetic world.  

Noted. 

1249 

John 

Gillham 
Green Space 

This Option offers a simple transfer of protection of the 

existing Green Space to the updated Plan versus a new, 

reviewing, study. Considering that the current protection was 

endorsed by the Plan Inspector so recently there is unlikely to 

be any change in thinking. Thus it would be nugatory effort to 

adopt the second option. 

I support the continued protection of the existing Green 

Spaces. 

Noted. 

1251 

Tania 

Robertson 
Green Space 

Rep in support of Hayslan Fields being designated as 

“Neighbourhood Green Space”. 
Noted.  

1264 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Green Space Option A. Noted. 
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1439 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Green Space 
he SWDPR should continue to protect all currently designated 

green space and nature reserves 
Noted. 

1515 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Green Space Any reviewing, should not mean less green space. Noted. 

1535 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Green Space Continue to protect all currently designated green space. Noted. 

1556 

Ms 

Stephanie 

Ferry 

Green Space Blank Response. Blank Response 

1968 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Green Space option a Noted. 

3570 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Green Space 

The green space as detailed under SWDP 38 was done so for a 

reason and it must be exceptional for this to be changed and I 

do not believe that we are at that stage in this 5 year revision. 

Noted. An update of sites covered by SWDP38 will 

be needed in relation to new sites coming forward 

such as through neighbourhood plans, or as part 

of new development. 

1657 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Green Space 

28a: I strongly support this option. The remaining green spaces 

in Worcester City need to be protected from future 

development.  The last “green lungs” within the City Boundary 

must be protected - the application for Middle Battenhall Farm 

to be registered as Local Green Space should be approved, 

with such approval taking priority over any application for the 

site to be allocated for housing.  This also fulfils the Better 

Noted. The comments relating to the local green 

space designation application falls outside the 

scope of this current consultation. 
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Environment Objectives for SWDPR. 

28b: I oppose this. Far too much green space has already been 

lost, yet more is under threat. The notion of 'poor quality' 

green space is arbitrary. Informal green spaces very often 

provide valuable habitat for wildlife, acting for example as a 

staging post between other areas of green. They are also often 

well used by people for leisure. 

1585 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Green Space 

Option 28a is supported.  Worcester City needs to protected its 

remaining green spaces from future development.  The last 

“green lungs” within the City Boundary must be protected - the 

application for Middle Battenhall Farm to be registered as 

Local Green Space should be approved, with such approval 

taking priority over any application for the site to be allocated 

for housing.  This also fulfils the Better Environment Objectives 

for SWDPR. 

Option 28b is strongly OPPOPSED.  Green space is already 

under significant threat and this option is the thin end of the 

wedge; informal green space is often treasured for its rural 

nature and therefore has environmental and social benefits 

that may not be immediately obvious. 

Noted. Comments regarding the local green space 

application fall outside of this current application. 

1687 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Green Space 

Option 28a is supported.  Specifically, Worcester City needs to 

protect its remaining green spaces from future 

development.  The last “green lungs” within the City Boundary 

must be protected - the application for Middle Battenhall Farm 

to be registered as Local Green Space should be approved 

without delay and take priority over any application for the site 

to be allocated for housing.  This also underpins the Better 

Noted. Issues concerning specific 

applications/sites are outside of the scope of this 

current consultation. 
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Environment Objectives for SWDPR. 

Option 28b is strongly OPPOPSED.  Green space is already 

under significant threat and this option gives the green light to 

developers to attack green spaces that the Councils are poorly 

resourced to defend.  Informal green space is often treasured 

for its rural nature and therefore has environmental and social 

benefits that may not be immediately obvious 

1716 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Green Space 

Option 28a is supported. The remaining green spaces within 

Worcester City need to be protected from future 

development. This should include the Middle Battenhall Farm 

site where the land within the immediate vicinity of the 

historic assets and scheduled monument are the subject of an 

application for Local green Space designation. This should be 

approved, with such approval taking priority over any 

application for the site to be allocated for housing or 

commercial development. This also fulfils the Better 

Environment objectives for SWDPR. 

Option 28b is not supported and strongly opposed. Green 

space is already under significant threat and this will not be 

aided by encouraging developers to promote spurious 

arguments that certain green spaces are of "poor quality". 

Informal green space is often treasured for its rural nature or 

significant views and therefore has both social and 

environmental benefits that may not be obvious on cursory 

examination. 

Noted. Issues concerning specific 

applications/sites are outside of the scope of this 

current consultation. 

  

1897 

Mrs 

Teresa 
Green Space 

Wholeheartedly agree that the SWDPR should continue to 

protect all currently designated green space.  As “the finest 

Noted. Issues concerning specific 

applications/sites are outside of the scope of this 
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Nockton green lung in South Worcester”, Middle Battenhall Farm 

should have its application to be registered as a Local Green 

Space approved. 

current consultation. 

2047 

Mrs 

Anne 

Caulkin 

Green Space 

New developments should on no account extend into the open 

countryside or rural settlement boundaries. We must not 

change the green standards. 

Noted. A development boundary review is being 

conducted by the South Worcestershire Councils 

and was out to consultation between August 2018 

- September 2018. 

2050 

Mr 

Martin 

Caulkin 

Green Space 

New development should not extend into the open 

countryside. Or rural settlement boundaries. We must keep 

the green standards. 

Noted. A development boundary review is being 

conducted by the South Worcestershire Councils 

and was out to consultation between August 2018 

- September 2018. 

2056 

Miss 

May 

Caulkin 

Green Space 

New developments should on no account extend into the open 

countryside or rural settlement boundaries. We must not 

change the green standards. 

Noted. A development boundary review is being 

conducted by the South Worcestershire Councils 

and was out to consultation between August 2018 

- September 2018. 

2102 

DC Rowbury 

and Daughters 
Green Space 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to 

Options 26 - 28 but do nevertheless reserve the right to 

comment further on this in so far as it may affect our client’s 

land interests. 

Noted. 

2736 

Paul 

Gregory 
Green Space 

As a community we need Green Spaces, we cannot keep 

developing upon land that we deem available simply because it 

appears as an open space. Speaking as someone who works in 

the construction industry I feel strongly about developing on 

what we deem as Green Space or Green Belt land when we 

have a wealth of plots and land opportunities to regenerate 

existing run down or derelict spaces.  

Noted.   
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2619 

Mr 

Alagmir 

Khan 

Green Space 

I am concerned that almost all current open spaces within the 

village are privately-owned and that with all the speculative 

development may mean no open leisure space for residents. 

Open spaces must be maintained.  

Noted. 

2761 

David 

Chestney 
Green Space 

I strongly support Option 28a.  In my view the remaining green 

spaces in Worcester City need to be protected from future 

development.  The last “green lungs” within the City Boundary 

must be protected - the application for Middle Battenhall Farm 

to be registered as Local Green Space should be approved, 

with such approval taking priority over any application for the 

site to be allocated for housing.  This also fulfils the Better 

Environment Objectives for SWDPR. 

Noted. Issues concerning specific 

applications/sites are outside of the scope of this 

current consultation. 

3001 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Green Space 
Besides the comments above re Question 10, Green spaces in 

general deserved very careful protection. 
Noted. 

3002 

Keith 

Bridgewater 
Green Space All currently designated green space should be protected. Noted. 

3453 

Johnson 

Brothers 
Green Space 

It is considered that the SWDPR provides the opportunity to 

review all designated green spaces and consider whether any 

could be released for development. 

Noted. 

3905 

Residents of 

Monsell Lane 
Green Space 

Para 12.15 indicates the council has commissioned an 

assessment of open green spaces – however such an 

assessment should also include a revision of the existing 

‘significant gap’ policy designations. To omit a review of 

significant gaps would be inconsistent within the general 

approach for any revised development plan. 

A new open space assessment study has been 

commissioned to assess the quantity, quality 

and accessibility of open space within South 

Worcestershire. It will help establish where there 

are deficiencies and surpluses in provision for all 

types of open space. It will also help forecast 
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To omit a significant gap review would miss opportunities to 

provide needed protection from settlement coalescence 

(especially in locations outside green belt) This is especially so 

for the land not presently designated as a significant gap to the 

south of Welland Road, Tunnel Hill 

future needs based on socio-demographic trends. 

The significant gap is not an open space typology 

within this assessment- and it's serves a different 

purpose, primarily to stop coalescence of 

settlements, and would be subject to a separate 

review. 

4234 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Green Space 

It is considered that the SWDPR provides the opportunity to 

review all designated green spaces and consider whether any 

could be released for development. 

Noted. 

737 

Tibberton 

Parish Council 

Landscape 

Character 

SWDP25 should be revised to take into account impact on 

views and visual amenity. 
Noted. 

528 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes SWDP25 should be revised to specifically take into account 

the impact on views and visual amenity. The requirement to 

protect views and visual amenity should be elevated in 

importance, as public views (long, medium, and short range) 

are important public community assets. This would directly 

support the environmental objective “to contribute to 

protecting and enhancing our natural, built and historic 

environment”. It is particularly relevant where the public are 

afforded views and experience the landscape from public 

footpaths, bridleways etc. as often other important cultural or 

historical assets can form intrinsic parts of views that should be 

protected and preserved for future generations to appreciate. 

This also fulfils the Better Environment Objectives for SWDPR. 

In addition, developments which in any way harm visual 

amenity should be prohibited. 

Noted. A policy for views and visual amenity is 

being considered. 
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2582 Historic England 
Landscape 

Character 

Revisions to SWDP25 to take account of the impact on views 

and visual amenity would be supported in relation to impacts 

on the historic environment/heritage assets/setting. 

It is recommended that reference also be made to Historic 

Landscape Character, and that the associated SA considers this 

as the Plan progresses. 

Noted. 

3084 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Landscape 

Character 
Yes. Noted. 

2544 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes, views and visual amenity is how people interact with and 

interpret the landscape. It is therefore an important 

consideration in terms of impact from development. 

Neighbourhood Plans provide the opportunity to identify 

locally important views and visual amenity. 

Noted. Neighbourhood plans provide 

opportunities to adopt policies that specifically 

respond to the local circumstances and 

environmental quality. 

2292 

Leigh and 

Bransford 

Parish Council 

Landscape 

Character 

SWDP 25 should be revised to take into account the impact on 

views and visual amenity. This, in turn, also relates to SWDP 21 

although it is difficult to imagine a developer making significant 

changes to proposals based on visual amenity. 

Noted. Design of proposals can help protect the 

views and visual amenity to and from sites. 

2382 

Kemerton 

Parish Council 

Landscape 

Character 
Yes. We would strongly support this. Noted. 

2918 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

Landscape 

Character 

Agree SWDP25 should be reviewed in light of para 170 of 

NPPF. 
Noted. 

2631 

Pershore Town 

Council 

Landscape 

Character 
Yes Noted. 

2884 Malvern Landscape SWDP25 should be revised to take into account impact on Noted. As part of the consultation we are 
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Community 

Forest 

Character views and visual amenity, and effect on the streetscape, 

acknowledging that GI such as trees, hedges and woodland can 

be managed to enhance views and visual amenity rather than 

simply blocking views through under-management, as will be 

outlined in the Trees, Hedgerow and Woodland 

Supplementary Planning Document set out in SWDP 22G  

considering the impact on views and visual 

amenity.  

983 

Vale of 

Evesham Civic 

Society 

Landscape 

Character 
Yes Noted. 

1214 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Landscape 

Character 
Yes. Noted. 

871 

Mactaggart and 

Mickel Group 

Landscape 

Character 

Claremont Planning acknowledge the importance in conserving 

the intrinsic value local landscapes and especially those of 

particular designations. Given that varied landscape character 

of South Worcestershire, with areas of AONB and other local 

designated landscapes, it is important that development 

proposals can demonstrate that they have taken these into 

appropriate account. Mitigation of impact on the value of a 

landscape and in turn its amenity value to those living in and 

around that landscape is vital to ensure the delivery of a 

proposal and to ensure that the long term value of a landscape 

can be conserved as far as possible. A careful balance however 

must be struck between the preservation of the amenity of 

these landscapes and the delivery of required growth to 

ensure that local communities can be supported and that the 

recognised need can be met. It is Claremont Planning’s view 

that the current policy regarding landscape character in the 

adopted SWPD provides sufficient requirements and 

Noted. A views and visual amenities policy is being 

considered as part of the SWDPR. 
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protections to local landscapes and to special designated 

areas. The reviewed policy must ensure that it is not overly 

prescriptive that could result in a restrictive element that 

prevents sites from being delivered in sustainable locations 

that could accommodate sufficient development without 

causing substantial harm to the amenity of a particular 

landscape. If the policy is reviewed and expanded upon to 

apply further constrictions to development in landscape areas 

to provide further evidence of mitigation and/or assessment, 

this could result in significant barriers to development in areas 

that need it the most. The site at Hallow, under the control by 

Mactaggart and Mickel Group, whilst not falling within a 

particular or important landscape area, is at the edge of the 

village and therefore will need to incorporate some form of 

landscape treatment to ensure that the settlement edge is 

recognised/defined and the transition between the built-up 

area of the village and the countryside is mitigated. This will be 

in line with the existing landscape character policy of the 

adopted SWDP and as such demonstrates adequate 

management policies that preserve the value of the landscape 

of South Worcestershire. Any further changes that apply 

additional restrictions and requirements could impact on the 

delivery of the site such as at Hallow and therefore it would 

not be a sound approach to expand this policy further or apply 

greater restrictions. 

1820 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes. Views and visual amenity are how people interact and 

interpret the landscape. It is therefore an important 

consideration in terms of the impact of development on 

landscape character. This is particularly important in the 

Noted. 
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context of Malvern with its proximity to the Malvern Hills, the 

AONB and the Commons. The Submission Version Malvern 

Neighbourhood Plan includes policy MV1: Key Views supported 

by a Visual Study which seeks to ensure that future 

development takes account of the impact on views and visual 

amenity within the Town as well as from the hills and other 

parts of the countryside. 

1307 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Landscape 

Character 

It is noted that in revising Policy SWDP25 to take into account 

impact on views and visual amenity the policy would then be 

consistent with current guidance in NPPF (2018) and such 

revision would therefore be supported. 

Noted. 

1360 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Landscape 

Character 

The current landscape policies and requirements work well 

and there is no justification for any changes.  It is accepted in 

planning that no one is entitled to a view and how would the 

parameters for introducing a change to current to current 

policy, including views and visual amenity, be defined?  The 

approach of the Landscape Institute would need to be carefully 

considered. 

New studies  relating to the Cotswold / Malvern 

Hills AONBs and South Worcestershire Green Belt 

have been commissioned. The parameters and 

definition within any new policy will be consulted 

on at the preferred options stage of the review. 

4319 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

Landscape 

Character 

Currently there is no policy for the assessment or the 

designation of protected public views within the SWDP. We 

request that this policy is developed through the plan review 

process, and that Middle Battenhall Farm (viewed from Red 

Hill Lane and the public footpath to the rear of New College 

Worcester (NCW) are provided with a protected view 

designation.) (see map for views). 

These views have a Grade II Listed farmland buildings at 

Middle Battenhall Farm (MBF), the former Battenhall Manor, 

Noted. 
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Arable farmland fields forming the setting to the Scheduled 

Monument, “Sheep Park” within Battenhall Priory, and shows 

continuity of farmland practices over 500 centuries of 

continued use. This farmland field is essential as part of this 

view, as it places the listed buildings and the scheduled 

monument in their intended context; Crookbarrow Hill 

Scheduled Monument (known affectionately as Whittington 

Tump); Medieval Fishponds of the Priory Scheduled 

Monument; ‘Ridge and Furrow’ Field again showing a 

progression of arable farmland practices over centuries of 

continued use; long range views to Malvern Hills. The views 

are also home to wildlife as it is a green corridor and have 

historical and heritage importance as the land is home to 

Battenhall Manor and has importance in the Battle of 

Worcester. 

4402 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Landscape 

Character 

Question 12: Yes, views and visual amenity are less tangible 

than material landscape definitions, but are of equal value, and 

therefore, should be assessed to define their function, 

significance and value both in the context of views as a 

function of human experience and their contribution towards 

the setting of, and intervisibility between landscape features. 

Noted. 

4049 

Stockton Parish 

Meeting 

Landscape 

Character 

The siting, design and external appearance of buildings and 

other structures should not be intrusive within the landscape 

and should not detract from local amenity. The siting, design 

and external appearance of buildings are the main 

considerations, taking account of the impact on the landscape 

and on important historic, archaeological and nature 

conservation interests, as well as on the relationship with their 

surroundings, including rural and residential amenities. 

Noted. A policy relating to the views and visual 

amenities of areas is being considered.  
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Account should be taken of the operational requirements of 

the farm, or land owner, particularly in considering an 

appropriate siting. The design of agricultural buildings is a 

particular concern, especially in areas of high landscape value, 

and it is appropriate that sympathetic external treatments are 

ensured. The adopted Local Plan policy (SWDP25) on 

landscape character requires a Landscape and Visual Impact 

Assessment (LVIA) for development proposals which could 

have a detrimental impact on the landscape, and its features 

e.g. trees, itself. The landscape, however, is also important to 

its users and it is considered that the policy could be improved 

by requiring a LVIA (or a landscape appraisal where the 

detrimental impact is likely to be low) where it is evident that 

that the proposed development is likely to either reduce the 

visual amenity or compromise views afforded to those 

experiencing the landscape from a public place e.g. a public 

footpath, bridleway and other highways. A revision to SWDP25 

which covered this issue would be consistent with the 

guidelines published by the Institute of Environmental 

Management and Assessment. Such a revision would also be 

supportive of the NPPF as its environmental objective 

(paragraph 8c) is “to contribute to protecting and enhancing 

our natural, built and historic environment.  

SWDP25 should be revised to take into account impact on 

views and visual amenity. Some existing rural buildings are 

often badly designed, sited and poorly constructed, having 

been erected before planning controls existed or by using 

agricultural permitted development rights. If converted to an 

alternative use, such buildings would be permanently retained 

as intrusive features in the landscape, in obvious conflict with 
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policies seeking to conserve and enhance the rural 

environment. There are also many minor sheds and shelters in 

the countryside which, due to their lightweight construction, 

do not readily lend themselves to conversion and, once 

redundant, are best demolished. We ask that planners seek to 

control the replacement of old farm buildings by new ones by 

attaching to the planning permission a condition withdrawing 

permitted development rights for new agricultural buildings in 

respect of the particular agricultural unit or holding. Where 

buildings have been constructed under permitted 

development rights, but are not apparently used for the 

intended purpose, the Council should investigate the history of 

the building, consider the owner or applicant's intention for 

the building and, where appropriate, will consider whether it is 

expedient to take enforcement action. 

2157 

Platform 

Housing Group 

Landscape 

Character 

Policy SWDP25 and the associated evidence base should not 

take precedence over individual, site-specific LVIAs that are 

submitted with applications and representations. The evidence 

on landscape character should be re-calibrated in light of 

further development requirements and the latest 

development that has taken place. 

Noted. 

2615 Natural England 
Landscape 

Character 

Natural England would welcome the change to the policy 

wording which would encourage the submission of Landscape 

& Visual Impact Assessments (LVIA) with development 

proposals which would impact local landscapes. 

Noted. 

2681 Broadway Trust 
Landscape 

Character 

Any proposals to further protect the views and visual amenity 

of the landscape are enthusiastically supported. 
Noted. 
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2829 Jessup Ltd 
Landscape 

Character 

Policy SWDP25 and the associated evidence base should not 

take precedence over individual, site-specific LVIAs that are 

submitted with applications and representations. The evidence 

on landscape character should be re-calibrated in light of 

further development requirements and the latest 

development that has taken place. 

Noted. 

2862 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Landscape 

Character 

Policy SWDP25 and the associated evidence base should not 

take precedence over individual, site-specific LVIAs that are 

submitted with applications and representations. The evidence 

on landscape character should be re-calibrated in light of 

further development requirements and the latest 

development that has taken place. 

Noted. 

3110 

Kemerton 

Conservation 

Trust 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes. Kemerton Conservation Trust has, as part of its object, the 

conservation of places of natural and cultivated beauty for the 

public benefit. We would therefore support this revision of 

SWDP25. 

Noted. 

3368 

Rooftop 

Housing 

Association 

Landscape 

Character 

It is noted that in revising Policy SWDP25 to take into account 

the impact on views and visual amenity, the policy would then 

be more consistent with current guidance and such a revision 

would therefore be supported. 

Noted. 

3838 

Rooftop 

Housing 

Association 

Landscape 

Character 

Policy SWDP25 and the associated evidence base should not 

take precedence over individual, site-specific LVIAs that are 

submitted with applications and representations. The evidence 

on landscape character should be re-calibrated in light of 

further development requirements and the latest 

development that has taken place. 

Noted. 

3330 Worcestershire Landscape We agree that SWDP25 should be reviewed in the light of Noted. 
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Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Character policies of the Framework particularly paragraph 170. 

4169 

Richborough 

Estates 

Landscape 

Character 

Policy SWDP25 and the associated evidence base should not 

take precedence over individual, site-specific LVIAs that are 

submitted with applications and representations. The evidence 

on landscape character should be re-calibrated in light of 

further development requirements and the latest 

development that has taken place. 

Noted. 

3608 

North Oak 

Homes 

Landscape 

Character 

2.38 Policy SWDP25 and the associated evidence base should 

not take precedence over individual, site-specific LVIAs that 

are submitted with applications and representations. The 

evidence on landscape character should be re-calibrated in 

light of further development requirements and the latest 

development that has taken place. 

Noted. 

3661 St Philips Ltd 
Landscape 

Character 

The approach set out to comply with the guidelines published 

within the revised NPPF is welcomed to ensure SWDP25 is 

consistent with national policy. The Council however must 

ensure that any policy approach does not restrict development 

of the site and where appropriate, landscape and visual 

relationships between the site and settlement are placed in 

high consideration to the principle of sustainable 

development. 

This will be necessary where sites that lie outside the Green 

Belt but have existing urbanising influences with the wider 

landscape setting. These landscape references include 

landform, land use, settlement pattern and the nature of 

vegetation and tree cover. It is therefore important the Council 

Noted.  
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should acknowledge both urban and rural influences exist at 

the settlement edge and should be considered as a key factor 

in the role that a site plays to visual and landscape receptors. 

3872 

Rooftop 

Housing Group 

Landscape 

Character 

It's noted in revising SWDP25 to take into account the impact 

on views and visual amenity, the policy would be more 

consistent with current guidance and such a revision would be 

supported. 

Noted. 

3897 

Warwickshire 

College 

Landscape 

Character 

Agree that SWDP25 should be reviewed in light of the revised 

NPPF. 
Noted. 

3999 Madresfield 
Landscape 

Character 

We agree that SWDP25 should be reviewed in the light of 

policies of the Framework particularly paragraph 170. 
Noted. 

4047 

Platform 

Housing Group 

Landscape 

Character 

Policy SWDP25 and the associated evidence base should not 

take precedence over individual, site-specific LVIAs that are 

submitted with applications and representations. The evidence 

on landscape character should be re-calibrated in light of 

further development requirements and the latest 

development that has taken place. 

Noted. 

4087 

Newland 

Homes 

Landscape 

Character 

Policy SWDP25 and the associated evidence base should not 

take precedence over individual, site-specific LVIAs that are 

submitted with applications and representations. The evidence 

on landscape character should be re-calibrated in light of 

further development requirements and the latest 

development that has taken place. 

Noted. 

4135 Piper Homes 
Landscape 

Character 

Policy SWDP25 and the associated evidence base should not 

take precedence over individual, site-specific LVIAs that are 

submitted with applications and representations. The evidence 

Noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 895



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

on landscape character should be re-calibrated in light of 

further development requirements and the latest 

development that has taken place. 

4160 

Malvern Civic 

Society 

Landscape 

Character 

The Civic Society would not wish to see a relaxation in the 

development restrictions in the AONB within Malvern as the 

value of the environment is important to the attractiveness of 

the town and its potential as a destination for visitors 

Noted. 

4281 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 

Landscape 

Character 

It is noted that in revising Policy SWDP25 to take into account 

impact on views and visual amenity the policy would then be 

more consistent with current guidance and such revision 

would therefore be supported. 

Noted. 

4498 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Landscape 

Character 

The Worcestershire Landscape Character Assessment is a very 

useful piece of work that serves to classify 

landscapes.  However it wholly fails to identify which of these 

are “valued landscapes” (see NPPF para 170) and which are 

less important.  We have accordingly under Q.1 asked for 

additional research to be undertaken to provide local 

landscape designations (see NPPF para 171).  The present 

policy would do well if it also a document assessing the value 

of landscapes and views.  

Noted. 

4523 St Philips Ltd 
Landscape 

Character 

The approach set out to comply with the guidelines published 

within the revised NPPF is welcomed to ensure SWDP25 is 

consistent with national policy. The Council however must 

ensure that any policy approach does not restrict development 

of the site and where appropriate, landscape and visual 

relationships between the site and settlement are placed in 

high consideration to the principle of sustainable 

Noted. 
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development. 

This will be necessary where sites that lie outside the Green 

Belt but have existing urbanising influences with the wider 

landscape setting. These landscape references include 

landform, land use, settlement pattern and the nature of 

vegetation and tree cover. It is therefore important the Council 

should acknowledge both urban and rural influences exist at 

the settlement edge and should be considered as a key factor 

in the role that a site plays to visual and landscape receptors. 

4546 

Cotswold 

District Council 

Landscape 

Character 

CDC welcomes the opportunity to review forthcoming 

technical studies, especially in relation to the Cotswolds AONB. 
Noted. 

79 Prosser 
Landscape 

Character 

SWDP25 should be revised to take into account impact on 

views and visual amenity. 
Noted. 

313 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Landscape 

Character 
Yes - this would be a very worthwhile improvement Noted. 

392 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Landscape 

Character 
Yes. Noted. 

428 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Landscape 

Character 
Yes it should Noted. 

495 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes strengthen, and especially support views selected by and 

embedded in NDPs. 
Noted. 
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621 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes, there needs to be a revision to take into account the 

impact on views and visual amenity-these are public assets and 

such areas should be taken into account where the public can 

experience the views and landscape in public areas. 

Noted. 

841 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Landscape 

Character 

SWDP25 MUST be revised to take into account any potential 

impact on "Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment" (LVIA), 

which is very important to me and why I moved to Worcester 

25 years ago which has some beautiful landscape and wildlife, 

and helps differentiate "Worcester" from many other cities 

that effectively look the "same" and who have not taken the 

"care" to protect their local landscapes. We need to protect 

"brand" Worcester, and not be let it become the same as many 

other cities, and any STOP / REJECT any potential 

developments which may harm the visual amenity in any way. 

This would support the environmental objective “to contribute 

to protecting and enhancing our natural, build and historic 

environment”.  This is particularly relevant where the public 

are afforded views and experience the landscape from public 

footpaths, bridleways, as often other important cultural or 

historical assets can form intrinsic parts of views that should be 

protected and preserved for future generations to 

appreciate.  This also fulfils the Better Environment Objectives 

for SWDPR.   

Policy SWDP25 is being reviewed. Also a separate 

views and visual amenities policy is being 

considered. 

2452 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Landscape 

Character 
Yes Noted. 

2728 Craig Landscape Yes. The requirement to protect views and visual amenity Noted. The importance of views and visual 
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Muncaster Character should be elevated in importance, as public views (long, 

medium, and short range) are important public assets. This 

would directly support the environmental objective “to 

contribute to protecting and enhancing our natural, build and 

historic environment”. This is crucial where the public can 

experience the landscape from public footpaths where other 

important cultural or historical assets can form intrinsic parts 

of views that should be protected and preserved for the 

future. This also fulfils the Better Environment Objectives for 

SWDPR. 

SWDP25 should be revised to specifically take into account the 

impact on views and visual amenity. 

In addition, developments which in any way harm visual 

amenity should be prohibited. 

amenities are recognised. Consideration is being 

made for the introduction of a view and visual 

amenities policy. 

1238 

Daniel 

Harding 

Landscape 

Character 

100% it should. More emphasis should be placed on protecting 

views and visual amenities as this would also meet some of the 

criteria for SWDPR. 

Agreed and noted. 

1483 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Landscape 

Character 
Yes Noted. 

1680 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Landscape 

Character 
Blank Response Blank Response 

676 

Mrs 

Faye 

Landscape 

Character 

The landscape and views of the Malvern Hills area particularly 

are important for tourism and for the local residents.  It is part 
Noted. 
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Dearden of the attraction for moving to and living in South 

Worcestershire.  i support the LVIA 

2040 

Emily 

Shaw 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes, this is strongly supported. The protection of views and 

visual amenity should be accounted for in SWDP25. These 

factors are simply not prioritised sufficiently at present as 

public views (long, medium, and short range) are important 

public assets. This is especially pertinent to publically 

accessible views i.e. public footpaths, bridleways etc. because 

other important cultural or historical assets can often form 

intrinsic parts of views that should be secured for future 

generation. 

Noted. The Councils are considering a view and 

visual amenities policy. 

2942 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Landscape 

Character 

While ‘landscape views’ are not taken into account (by 

neighbours) as an objection for ‘ordinary’ housebuilding, 

where developments are concerned there may be a much 

greater effect on a vista which would effect a far greater 

number of local people, not just nearby residents. If any 

development has a significant detrimental impact on a view or 

visual amenity then this should be considered a pertinent 

reason to not grant an application. 

Noted. It is recognised that the significance 

of different views and the impact of 

development will vary. 

1064 

Neil 

Hickling 

Landscape 

Character 

SWDP25 requires amendment . It needs to look at the question 

of views and visual amenity. Such matters are important public 

assets and any development which adversely affects that 

should be wholeheartedly rejected. 

Noted. A policy for views and visual amenity is 

being considered. 

1036 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes, The SWDPR should recognise and support the importance 

of key views. 
Noted. 

1120 Mr Landscape SWDP25 should be revised and should take into account Noted. A views and visual amenities policy is being 
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Duncan 

Cameron 

Character impact on views and visual amenity.  

It should provide a basis for rejecting proposals that would 

damage or destroy significant visual amenity. 

considered. 

938 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Landscape 

Character 
Blank entry Blank entry 

1727 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes, I think SWDP25 should be revised to take into account 

impact on views and visual amenity. 

Noted. We will consider whether a views and 

visual amenity policy is deemed appropriate. 

1273 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Landscape 

Character 

Please revise SWDP 25 to take account of the impact on views 

and visual amenity. 

Noted. A policy for views and visual amenity is 

being considered. 

1749 

Mr 

Victor 

Vaughan 

Landscape 

Character 

I believe it is vital that changes are made to ensure that impact 

on views and visual amenities are taken into account 

particularly in areas where views have always been important 

such as Abberley Hills or the conservation areas in the villages. 

Noted. 

1440 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes, The SWDPR should recognise and support the importance 

of key views 
Noted. 

1516 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes, so it protects our, natural & historic environment, but not 

so that human need for a view has priority over the natural 

environment. 

Noted. 

1607 

Mr 

Steven 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes. Many current developments in this area are harmful to 

the 'openness' of the Green Belt as they overshadow it. 
Noted. 
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Sparrow 

4035 

Mr 

Martin 

O'Brien 

Landscape 

Character 

Continuing development within or adjacent to the settlement 

areas of villages lying within landscape type Principal Timbered 

Farmlands would seem to contradict a defining characteristic 

of this landscape type, namely, its "lack of strong settlement 

nuclei" and its "dispersed settlement pattern". "Modern 

development favouring groups or clusters of new houses 

would not be appropriate in this landscape". 

Noted. 

3572 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Landscape 

Character 

I believe that Policy 25 is fine at present and will remain so for 

another 5 years. 

Noted. Although there is potential for the policy 

to be more aligned with the revised NPPF. 

1969 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes. Although views tend to be over valued by residents but 

ignored by planners 
Noted. 

1658 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes. The requirement to protect views and visual amenity 

should be elevated in importance, as public views (long, 

medium, and short range) are important public assets.  This 

would directly support the environmental objective “to 

contribute to protecting and enhancing our natural, build and 

historic environment”.  This is particularly relevant where the 

public are afforded views and experience the landscape from 

public footpaths, bridleways etc.  as often other important 

cultural or historical assets can form intrinsic parts of views 

that should be protected and preserved for future generations 

to appreciate.  This also fulfils the Better Environment 

Objectives for SWDPR.  In addition, developments which in any 

way harm visual amenity should be prohibited. 

Noted. A policy for views and visual amenity is 

being considered. 
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1586 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes it should.  SWDP25 should be revised to specifically take 

into account the impact on views and visual amenity, which 

are important public assets and protection should be 

enhanced.  This would directly support the environmental 

objective “to contribute to protecting and enhancing our 

natural, build and historic environment”.  This is particularly 

relevant where the public are afforded views and experience 

the landscape from public footpaths, bridleways etc.  as often 

other important cultural or historical assets can form intrinsic 

parts of views that should be protected and preserved for 

future generations to appreciate.  This also fulfils the Better 

Environment Objectives for SWDPR.  In addition, 

developments which in any way harm visual amenity should be 

prohibited. 

Noted and in agreement with the importance of 

the historic, built and natural environment. 

1996 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Landscape 

Character 

There should be a specific policy to protect important views 

that are valued by the local community.  The policy should 

include creation of a process where application can be made to 

protect important views.  A good example would be those 

views across Middle Battenhall Farm, from the top of Redhill 

Lane towards Crookbarrow Hill, the Malvern Hills and the 

scheduled ancient monument. 

A policy for views and visual amenties is being 

considered. It is not within the scope of this 

consultation to respond to site specific comments. 

1690 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Landscape 

Character 

Yes.  This would directly support the environmental objective 

“to contribute to protecting and enhancing our natural, build 

and historic environment”.  This also underpins the Better 

Environment Objectives for SWDPR.  In addition, 

developments which harm visual amenity should be 

prohibited. 

Noted. 

1717 Mr Landscape This proposed change is strongly supported and SWDP25 Noted. 
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Alan 

Tidy 

Character should be revised to specifically take into account the impact 

on views and visual amenity. Worcester City and surrounding 

areas have long promoted the value of their vistas and they are 

an important element in the attraction of the area for visitors 

as well as an essential part of the sense of being and place for 

local residents. The requirement to protect views and visual 

amenity should be accorded higher importance, as long short 

and medium vistas are important assets of the public realm. 

Such a policy change would directly support the environmental 

objective "to contribute to protecting and enhancing our 

natural, build and historic environment". This particularly 

resonates where the public can enjoy vistas and experience 

landscapes from public rights of way as it is often the case that 

other important cultural or historical assets can form intrinsic 

parts of said vistas and landscapes. Developments which in any 

way impair such visual amenity should be prohibited. 

2003 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Landscape 

Character 

SWDP councils and specifically Worcester City Council should 

develop a full policy on Views and Vistas similar to those used 

for instance by Oxford City Council or in London to protect 

such vistas and views for on-going public amenity. Such views 

will on occasion contain listed buildings or scheduled 

monuments or be solely concerned with landscape features. 

Examples would be views of the Cathedral from Fort Royal 

Park, Worcester City Bridge, Worcester Cricket Ground and 

from Battenhall Park. also the view over the city from 

Lansdowne Crescent, the view of the Cathedral from 

Battenhall Lane at the Red Hill end. The view of the Malverns 

from next to the Blind College on Whittington Road and views 

of the Malverns from the top of Battenhall Park. also the view 

Noted.  Issues concerning specific 

applications/sites are outside of the scope of this 

current consultation.  The South Worcestershire 

Councils are considering a views and visual 

amenities policy. 
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from the top of Red Hill Lane encompassing Crookbarrow Hill, 

Upper and Middle Battenhall Farmhouses and the Cotswold 

escarpment some 26 miles distant. There are many more 

which help give Worcester its character and sense of place and 

which should have the highest protection. 

2500 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Landscape 

Character 

A LVIA should be required in all developments in excess of 25 

dwellings but not below. 

Noted. Establishing a views and visual amenity 

policy is being considered. The wording and 

requirements of that policy has not yet been 

consulted upon. 

3004 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Landscape 

Character 

This is very important too – Many landscape views need more 

protection from the effects of development – e.g. the urban 

residential sprawl from the Malvern Hills. 

Noted. 

3003 

Keith 

Bridgewater 

Landscape 

Character 

The importance and impact of views and visual amenity should 

not be underestimated. Their importance as a public asset to 

be enjoyed from bridleways and public footpaths should be 

elevated, in the interest of the health and well being of the 

community. 

Noted. The importance of visual amenity and 

landscape views are recognised and is being 

considered. 

3456 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Landscape 

Character 

 

 
Noted. 

3786 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Landscape 

Character 

Policy SWDP25 and the associated evidence base should not 

take precedence over individual, site-specific LVIAs that are 

submitted with applications and representations. The evidence 

on landscape character should be re-calibrated in light of 

further development requirements and the latest 

development that has taken place. 

Noted. 

4235 Mr Landscape It is noted that in revising Policy SWDP25 to take into account Noted. 
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M 

Tredwell 

Character impact on views and visual amenity the policy would then be 

more consistent with current guidance and such revision 

would therefore be supported. 

738 

Tibberton 

Parish Council 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

As SWDP23 may need to be revised in the light of the latest 

NPPF and as results of the technical studies are not yet 

available we cannot currently comment on a whether a new 

policy is required. 

Noted. The commissioned technical studies in 

respect of the AONBs will consider the relative 

sensitivity of development rather than propose 

new generic planning policy. 

3085 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Yes. 
Noted. Not clear whether that is yes to both a and 

b but it is assumed that it does. 

2545 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

No comment at this stage. Noted. 

2293 

Leigh and 

Bransford 

Parish Council 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

i) Paras A, B, and C in the current policy appear to provide the 

correct degree of protection. 

However, it should be possible to support small scale 

developments with local community support where there is no 

significant effect on landscape or visual amenity. 

ii) When the SWCs technical studies are concluded further 

consideration should be given to the impact of developments 

in the proximity of the AONB. 

Noted. It is evident in the revised NPPF 2018, 

paragraph 172 refers,  that small scale 

development in AONBs can be appropriate. 

2383 

Kemerton 

Parish Council 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

We are not sure what revision would be proposed under a. 

SWDP23 seems satisfactory at the moment but would certainly 

Noted. Given the minor changes to NNPF 2018 the 

SWC need to consider whether SWDP23 needs 
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Natural 

Beauty 

be improved by the addition of a policy protecting the setting 

of AONBs. 

We therefore support b. but not a. except in so far at includes 

this new policy. 

some refinement. 

To inform the allocation of land for employment 

and housing the SWC have commissioned 

technical studies which look at the relative 

landscape and visual sensitivity of land near the 

AONBs. To have a generic policy on the setting of 

AONBs will be hard to deliver given there is no 

such policy in the NPPF. 

2885 

Malvern 

Community 

Forest 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

The SWDPR should not revise SWDP23 with respect to 

development proposals, but should extend it to include 

development within the setting of the AONBs. 

Noted. The SWC will need to consider the 

implications for SWDP23 of the minor revisions to 

the NPPF published in 2018. 

The SWC have commissioned 2 technical studies 

to inform the allocation of development on land 

close to the AONBs . To have a generic policy for 

such areas is likely to prove difficult given that the 

NPPF does not have such a policy. 

1215 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Yes to a only. Noted. 

1855 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Option (b). This is important in the context of Malvern where 

the Town provides the setting to the eastern slopes of the 

AONB. 

Noted. A technical study is underway which looks 

at the relative landscape and visual sensitivity of 

various land parcels in the vicinity of the AONBs 

and that will inform what development is 

allocated there. Regarding a generic policy on the 

setting of AONBs that is going to be hard to justify 
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given the absence of such policy in the NPPF 2018. 

1361 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Setting of an AONB is subjective and is a matter for 

consideration on a site by site basis (Option (b)).  Trying to 

frame a blanket policy would be difficult because a site or 

location adjacent to the AONB may not make any positive 

contribution to its setting.  It would not be valued landscape. 

Noted. Agree that a blanket policy on the setting 

of AONBs would be hard to effectively implement 

unless the setting of the AONBs were defined on a 

revised Policies Map. A further consideration is 

that the NPPF 2018 does not have any such policy. 

To inform allocations of housing and employment 

the SWC have commissioned technical studies 

which are looking at the relative landscape and 

visual sensitivity of land adjoin the AONBs. 

3917 

Little 

Comberton 

Parish Council 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Little Comberton Parish Council would like to see stronger 

policies relating to development affecting the setting of 

AONBs. 

Noted. Given the lack of such policy in the NPPF 

2018 it will be hard for the SWC to 

convince a  local plan inspector that one should be 

included in the SWDP. 

3804 

Malvern Hills 

AONB 

Partnership 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

SWDP23 revisions should reflect the changes to NPPF policy. 

There should be a policy on development within the setting of 

the Malvern Hills AONB so strongly support option b. The 

policy needs to prevent development that would degrade the 

setting and therefore impact negatively on the special qualities 

of the AONB. The main reason people visit the hills are for the 

views they afford. 

The draft Malvern Hills AONB Management Plan 2019-2024 

(Oct. 2018) proposes policies which should be taken into 

account in the revisions to SWDP23 and that any development 

within the AONB and it's setting must at the very least protect 

landscape character and key views. 

Noted. Agree re SWDP23 should reflect the 

changes to national policy i.e. NPPF 2018 on 

development in the AONB. 

The SWC will consider the merits of introducing a 

policy on the setting of the AONB notwithstanding 

there is no such national planning policy. The 

commissioned technical studies provide the basis 

for this. 

There is already a link between SWDP and the 

Malvern Hills AONB Management Plan and the 

SWC will look at the planning merits of 

strengthening it. 
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1767 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

a Noted. 

2248 Natural England 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Natural England agrees that the policy should be revised in the 

light of the new NPPF. The revised NPPF guidance (paragraph 

172 and footnote 55) reiterates that AONBs (together with 

National Parks and the Broads) have the highest status of 

protection for landscape and scenic beauty and now also 

includes the recognition that the scale and extent of 

development in these nationally designated areas should be 

limited. 

We would also welcome consideration of a policy regarding 

development within the setting of the AONBs. 

Noted. Agree . The revised wording in the NPPF is 

more helpful and precise in that it is clearer that 

some limited, small scale development could be 

appropriate in a AONB. 

2682 Broadway Trust 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

We cannot comment on “b” without knowing what any new 

policy would provide for!. We would have strong objection to 

any relaxation to allow development. This will be contained in 

our Neighbourhood Plan. 

“a”. How will this be revised? The protection of the AONB is of 

major importance to Broadway. We would like to see the 

definition of major development (removed for the purposes of 

paras 172 &173 in NPPF) re-instated in this context, and a 

more robust approach to “exceptional circumstances”. 

Noted. Revised planning policies are not set out at 

the Issues and Options stage of plan making 

rather it is the planning merits of comments made 

to the IOs plus technical evidence which will 

inform draft revised policies at the Preferred 

Options stage. 

The revisions to NPPF policy on AONBs suggests 

that there will be no weakening of SWDP23. 

As for the initial NPPF the policy on AONBs does 

not rule out development within them entirely . It 

remains possible for a developer to demonstrate 
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that development is appropriate albeit that task is 

clearly harder than fro land which is not in the 

AONB. 

The NPPF has never set out a threshold beyond 

which development is major. It is clearer in the 

revised NPPF that the threshold will vary 

according to the context and the specific proposal. 

Exceptional circumstances are not defined and 

only become evident through case law. 

3111 

Kemerton 

Conservation 

Trust 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

a.). It is not spelt out what changes are needed to SWDP23. We 

think that it seems fairly satisfactory at the moment although it 

would certainly be improved by the addition of a policy 

protecting the setting of AONBs. 

We therefore support b.) . 

Noted. It is not for the Issues and Options to set 

out proposed revised policies rather 

representations on the issue along with technical 

evidence will inform any revised policy to be set 

out at the next consultation stage of plan making 

i.e. the Preferred Options.  

Regarding SWDP policy on development 

within  the setting of AONBs the SWC have 

commissioned technical studies which at least will 

inform what development could be allocated in 

these areas and could provide a basis for a generic 

policy notwithstanding there is no such policy in 

the NPPF 2018. 

3112 

Kemerton 

Conservation 

Trust 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

It is not spelt out what changes are needed to SWDP23. We 

think that it seems fairly satisfactory at the moment although it 

would certainly be improved by the addition of a policy 

Support for option B is noted. 
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Beauty protecting the setting of AONBs.  We therefore support b.) 

3301 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

We understand the need to protect Areas of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty and proposals for new development within 

them should be considered carefully both at the Development 

Plan and planning application stages. With regard to the 

setting of the AONB a proportional response will be needed 

since it is inevitable that some land will need to be released on 

the edge of Malvern to meet the housing and employment 

needs of the settlement.  It is important that any development 

proposal should be considered in its immediate context and 

the fact that a site may or may not be seen from the AONB 

should be considered in the wider planning balance exercise 

applied to any individual site.  Clearly almost any site which is 

considered for release around Malvern is likely to have some 

visual relationship with the AONB but the weight to be 

attributed to this factor must be considered on the merits of 

the individual site. 

Noted. Agree. In terms of the consideration of the 

planning balance land in an AONB will  have a 

greater environmental benefit compared with 

land outside it and coupled with the wording at 

paragraphs 172,173 of the NPPF there would need 

to be a significant justification for allocating 

development in the AONB when there are non 

AONB alternatives nearby. 

4019 

Richborough 

Estates 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Paragraph 172 of the revised NPPF sets out that great weight 

should be given to conserving and enhancing landscape and 

scenic beauty in, inter alia, Areas of Outstanding Natural 

Beauty. The scale and extent of development within these 

designated areas should be limited. Planning Permission 

should be refused for major development other than in 

exceptional circumstances, and where it can be demonstrated 

that the development is in the public interest. Consideration of 

such applications should include an assessment of: 

1. a) The need for the development, including in terms of 

any national considerations, and the impact of 

Noted. 

The SWC acknowledge that the revised NPPF 

makes it clearer that non major development can 

be acceptable in a AONB. 
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permitted it, or refusing it, upon the local economy; 

2. b) The cost of, and scope for, developing outside the 

designated area, or meeting the need for it in some 

other way; and 

3. c) Any detrimental effect on the environment, the 

landscape and recreational opportunities, and the 

extent to which that could be moderated. 

Footnote 55 sets out that the definition of ‘major 

development’ is a matter for the decision.  

on maker, taking into account its nature, scale and setting, and 

whether it could have a significant adverse impact on the 

purposes for which the area has been designated or defined 

(Paragraph: 005 Reference ID: 8-005-20140306). 

The SWDP Issues and Options consultation sets out that there 

may be potential for small scale limited allocated development 

where it is in a relatively sustainable location and where any 

detrimental effect on the landscape could be moderated to an 

acceptable degree. 

Given the need for housing within the SWDP area, and the 

need to spatially locate this need to ensure the benefit and 

provision is distributed where it is required, we consider that 

exceptional circumstances are evident in this instance. 

Development in this location would provide housing within a 

sustainable location in the south of the SWDP area and in a 

location constrained by the AONB. Development outside of the 

AONB to serve this area will result in unsustainable travel 
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patterns and may increase congestion and other adverse 

impacts. Housing development within this area is therefore 

within the public interest due to the provision of housing as 

well as the associated infrastructure, affordable housing 

provision and obligations which will be an associated benefit. 

Further to this, it is considered that the landscape and scenic 

beauty of the AONB can be preserved through good design and 

high quality development. This would minimise any adverse 

impact on the AONB. The Inspector considered the site to the 

south could conserve the landscape and scenic beauty. 

3409 Inchbald-Day 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Support for the option of revising SWDP23 in the light of the 

revised NPPF. However, in doing so, it should not be forgotten 

that the NPPF states AONBs are offered highest status of 

protection in order to conserve and enhance their landscape 

and scenic beauty. This does not mean however, that they 

should be preserved in aspic nor allowed to decay when 

buildings are at the end of their economic life. Opportunities 

for small scale limited allocated development where it is in a 

relatively sustainable location and of the highest design 

standard enhancing the landscape, should be encouraged. 

Noted. Agree that the revised NPPF is not 

suggesting a blanket ban on all development in a 

AONB rather typically one will see less 

development allocated and bar for acceptable 

smaller scale will be higher than in non AONB 

areas. 

3477 

Hallam Land 

Management 

Ltd 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

HLM considers that the SWDPR should ensure consistency of 

approach with the NPPF and Planning Practice Guidance. 

Whilst AONB’s continue to be afforded weight in terms of 

conserving their landscape and scenic beauty, for the purposes 

of achieving sustainable development, the Framework should 

be taken as a whole having regard to boosting the supply of 

housing. 

Noted. Boosting the supply of housing will 

typically be weighed as a positive in the 

consideration of the planning balance . For 

development proposals in an AONB clearly the bar 

is set higher as their principle purpose is not the 

provision of housing. 
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3980 Madresfield 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

We understand the need to protect Areas of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty and proposals for new development within 

them should be considered carefully, both at the Development 

Plan and planning application stages. With regard to the 

setting of the AONB, a proportional response will be needed 

since it is inevitable that some land will need to be released on 

the edge of Malvern to meet the housing and employment 

needs of the settlement.  It is important that any development 

proposal should be considered in its immediate context and 

the fact that a site may or may not be seen from the AONB 

should be considered in the wider planning balance exercise 

applied to any individual site.  Clearly almost any site which is 

considered for release around Malvern is likely to have some 

visual relationship with the AONB but the weight to be 

attributed to this factor must be considered on the merits of 

the individual site. 

Noted. Agree in that from an environment 

perspective developing land outside an AONB will 

be preferable/more appropriate than land within 

it. Whilst the setting of the Malvern Hills AONB 

has not been defined it is evident, given the 

nature of the AONB, that a lot of land is very 

visible from the ridgeline of the Malverns and a 

blanket ban on development in these areas is not 

an option that would be supported by the 

Planning Inspectorate. It is important however to 

assess the relative landscape and visual sensitivity 

of land within the general environs of the AONB 

and a study has been commissioned which will 

help inform the allocation of land for 

development and could form the basis for a 

generic policy. 

4327 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

In the AONB and its Setting 

1. a) Revise SWDP23[1] in the light of the revised NPPF 

No SWDP 23 should not be revised as it provides a high 

level of protection for the AONBs. It should certainly 

not be weakened, given that the new NPPF is more 

restrictive for development in AONBs than the 2012 

version (e.g. it now specifies that development in 

AONBs should be limited and gives great weight to 

enhancing, as well as conserving, landscape and scenic 

beauty). 

2. b) Include a new policy regarding development within 

Noted. The revised NPPF policy on development 

within AONBs is considered to be clearer and 

therefore more useful to the decision taker. It is 

hard to judge whether NPPF policy is now 

stronger or weaker. 

The SWC will consider strengthening the link to 

AONB management plans as per policy SD7 of the 

Cheltenham/Gloucester/Tewkesbury JCS. 

The commissioned technical studies will help 

inform allocations in the AONB and it's environs . 

To include a generic planning policy will have to 
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the setting of the AONB 

I support the existing AONB policy in the adopted 

Development Plan (Policy SWDP 23) 

Development proposals should do more than “have regard to” 

rather be required to be consistent with the policies of the 

AONB Management Plans (as per Policy SD7 of the Gloucester, 

Cheltenham and Tewkesbury Joint Core Strategy), rather than 

just ‘have regards to’? 

Footnote 50 to Policy SWDP 23 should be amended to include 

tranquillity and the special qualities of the AONBs. 

The current wording of Policy SWDP 23 negates the need to 

refer specifically to major development within the policy, the 

issue of major development (as per paragraph 172 of the 

NPPF) should still be 

I suggest the provision of an additional policy relating to 

development in the setting of AONBs. The suggested wording 

for this policy is as follows. 

• Development within the setting[2] of an AONB should 

have regard[3] to the purpose of AONB designation 

and give great weight to conserving and enhancing the 

landscape and scenic beauty of the AONB. 

 ANNEX 1. Relevant policies from the adopted South 

Worcestershire Development Plan (February 2016) that are 

be fully justified given the absence of such a policy 

in the NPPF. 
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specifically referred to in the Issues and Options consultation  

A number of the questions in the Issues and Options 

consultation refer to the policies of the adopted South 

Worcestershire Development Plan (weblink). These include: 

• Policy SWDP 6: Historic Environment 

• Policy SWDP 21: Design 

• Policy SWDP 22: Biodiversity and Geodiversity 

• Policy SWDP 23: The Cotswolds and Malvern Hills 

Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)  

o Policy SWDP 24: Management of the Historic 

Environment 

[1] See Annex 1 of this document. 

[2] Development within the setting of an AONB is the area 

within which development and land management proposals, 

by virtue of their nature, size, scale, siting materials or design 

could be considered to have an impact, positive or negative, on 

the natural beauty and special qualities of the AONB.  So, in 

addition to considerations such as landscape and visual impact, 

this would include issues such as impacts on tranquillity (e.g. 

increased traffic movements through the AONB) and dark skies 

(e.g. increased level of light pollution affecting the AONB). 

[3] ‘Have regard to’ means that there is an expectation that 

adverse impacts will be avoided or mitigated where 

possible.  Written evidence should be provided of how the 

requirement to ‘have regard’ has been considered, including 
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an assessment of potential impacts and any proposed 

mitigation measures. 

4499 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

The present policy seems satisfactory, but account should be 

taken of the current national review of AONBs and National 

Parks. The settling of AONBs should explicitly be protected as 

well as the area within them.  

Noted. The ongoing review of AONBs and National 

Parks will be considered . Of course if the 

Cotwolds AONB were to become a National Park 

the preparation of a Local Plan covering that area 

would become the responsibility of the new 

National Park Authority. 

The NPPF 2018 does not set out policy on the 

protection of AONB settings so a generic SWDP 

policy would be hard to justify to a local plans 

examination inspector. The SWC have 

commissioned technical studies which look at the 

relative landscape and visual impact in these areas 

and that will inform the allocation of development 

and could help justify a generic planning policy. 

4547 

Cotswold 

District Council 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Supportive of both options as it will improve consistency and 

provide additional guidance to applicants and local 

communities. 

Noted . Agree that the two neighbouring local 

plan making authorities should have very similar 

policies given they share the AONB and the 

development of policy will be considered by both 

parties as part of the legal Duty to Cooperate 

process. 

80 Prosser 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

The SWDPR should revised SWDP23 in light of the revised 

NPPF. 

The revisions to planning policy in the NPPF 2018 

are not significant but there may need to be some 

minor changes to SWDP23 as a consequence. 
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24 Prosser 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Blank entry N/a 

117 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

The SWDPR should continue to give AONBs the highest status 

of protection. 

Noted. In respect of the natural environment 

AONBs will continue to have the greatest planning 

policy protection within the plan area. 

190 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

The SWDPR should revise SWDP23 in light of the revised NPPF. 
Noted. As for the response to representation no. 

80 

393 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Option "a". Noted. 

429 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

AONBs should continue to have the highest status of 

protection. 

In particular the eastern boundary of Malvern should be 

maintained as it is currently, no further development should 

be allowed as it would be extremely detrimental to the views 

from the Malvern Hills ridge. 

Noted. Agree that AONBs should continue to have 

the strongest natural environment protection 

policy across the plan area. 

Any development to the east of Malvern is going 

to be clearly visible from the Malvern Hills ridge 

but as much of this land is not in the AONB itself it 

would be very hard to justify a no development 

policy here. 

443 

Mr 

Michael 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

b, it is vital to the area that the growth of tourism it recognised 

as the key industry and nothing is done to impact on the 

Noted. It is recognized that tourism is an 

important aspect of the tourism economy and it is 
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Thorne Natural 

Beauty 

growth of this. Sprawling boundaries into the countryside in 

areas like Malvern would have serious consequences and 

should be resisted (despite government poorly thought 

through guidance in NPPF). 

highly unlikely that major development will be 

allocated within the boundaries of the AONB 

itself. Beyond that the SWC have commissioned a 

technical study which looks at the relative 

landscape and visual sensitivity of various land 

parcels and that will inform what is allocated 

there. 

496 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

(a) Noted. 

821 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Option 29 a - These AONB's are absolute "gems" which should 

be protected at all costs. and why so many tourists come to 

Worcestershire to see and experience them, and well as us 

"locals" who also love them and use them to provide us with 

absolute joy. Any new development proposals however small 

would be detrimental.   

Noted. Agree that the AONBs should be afforded 

the highest level of landscape protection in the 

plan area to refuse all small scale development in 

these areas would not be consistent with the 

NPPF 2018. 

2453 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Yes and Yes 
Noted. The main consideration is the minor 

changes to the NPPF(2018) 

1484 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Neither.  There should be no development within the setting of 

the AONBs 

  

Noted. Whilst the setting of the AONBs will be a 

factor in the quantum of development allocated in 

such areas to have a blanket ban on development 

here would not be supportive of the NPPF 2018. 

1681 

Ms 

Sarah 

Areas of 

Outstanding 
Blank Response Blank Response 
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Rouse Natural 

Beauty 

677 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

AOBs should continue to have very restricted policy for 

development.  I do not think this should be revised. 

Noted. Agree that AONBs should continue to have 

the strongest landscape protection policy in the 

plan area. The NPPF 2018 does make some subtle 

changes to policy and SWDP may need to reflect 

that after careful consideration. 

1037 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

The SWDPR should promote the full protection for views of 

ANOBs and from ANOBs. 

Noted. The ability for the SWDP to deliver such a 

policy is heavily restricted by the NPF 2018 which 

includes not such policy. 

1121 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

The protection that SWDP23 provides for AONBs should not be 

weakened in any way. 

Noted. Given the revised wording in NPPF 2018 

there does not appear to be any justification for 

weakening SWDP23. 

939 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Blank entry N/a 

1118 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

The SWDPR should retain full protection for views of ANOBs 

and from ANOBs. 

Noted. The current SWDP policy on AONBs is 

restrictive in terms of what development is likely 

to be permitted within the AONB themselves but 

does not protect views to and from them which is 

consistent with the NPPG 2018. 

1728 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

I think the SWDPR should: Noted. The NPPF 2018 makes some minor 

changes to the national policy on AONBs and the 
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Silber Natural 

Beauty 

a) "Revise SWDP23 in the light of the revised NPPF" SWC are considering the implications of that for 

SWDP23. 

1265 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Please maintain SWDP 23 in its current form. 

Noted. The revised NPPF(2018) makes some 

minor changes to the national policy on AONBs 

and the SWC will need to consider the 

implications of that for SWDP23. 

1441 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

The SWDPR should promote the full protection for views of 

ANOBs and from ANOBs. 

  

Noted. The views to and from the AONBs are 

extensive and to have a blanket policy protecting 

them is not supportive of national policy on 

AONBs(NPPF 2018) and inevitably would not be 

found acceptable by the Planning Inspectorate 

who will examine the revised plan. 

1608 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

B. Noted. 

1970 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Continue with SWDP 23 as it is 

Noted. The NPPF 2018 has made some minor 

changes to national policy on AONBs and 

therefore the SWC will need to consider the 

implications of that for SWDP23. 

3573 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Option 29 – unfortunately a new policy will probably have to 

be incorporated but the difficulty is that this is “always up to 

the viewer” and will be extremely difficult to define. 

Noted. Agree that defining the setting of a AONB 

is difficult and what is considered to be the setting 

will vary considerably from person to person. The 

commissioned technical studies will help in this 

regard. The justification for a policy on 

development within the setting of an AONB will 

need to be strong given there is no such policy in 
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the NPPF 2018. 

2501 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Support "a" and "b". It is submitted that any development for 

Housing in an AONB or within its Setting for more than 25 

Dwellings should be resisted unless very strong "material 

considerations" are put forward to support such. We rely upon 

paragraph 172 of the NPPF [footnote 55] for this submission. 

Noted. Regarding the threshold scale for 

acceptable development that , given the wording 

in the NPPF 2018, will vary from location to 

location i.e. could be more or less than 25 

dwellings. 

Regarding development within the setting of an 

AONB the 2 technical studies commissioned will 

help inform the allocation of development and the 

consideration of planning applications albeit to 

have a generic planning policy for such areas will 

be very difficult given there is none set out in the 

NPPF 2018. 

2103 

DC Rowbury 

and Daughters 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

In the first instance, it is considered appropriate to update 

Policy SWDP 23: The Cotswolds and Malvern Hills Areas of 

Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) to ensure that it accords 

with the latest national guidance contained in the NPPF (July 

2018). As such Option 29a is fully supported.  

In terms of Option 29b, it is noted that for significant 

development to come forward at Malvern, it is very likely to be 

viewable from the AONB. As such, if any new policy is to be 

drafted which considers the setting of the Malvern Hills AONB, 

it would need to be considered against the settlements 

strategic function for delivering future housing need.  It is 

understood that the SWCs are commissioning technical studies 

for the Malvern Hills AONB, which will look at landscape and 

visual impact sensitivity. The technical studies are therefore 

Comments and support for option a are 

noted.  Studies have been commissioned for both 

the Cotswolds and Malvern Hills AONBs and these 

will inform the Preferred Options, they will also be 

made available alongside the Preferred Options 

consultation. 
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welcomed and we reserve the right to comment further on this 

in so far as it may affect our client’s land interests. 

3006 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

I favour a new policy to provide greater protection in relation 

to development within the AONB and in its vicinity (e.g. views 

from it). 

Noted. The commissioned technical studies may 

provide a basis for a generic planning policy 

on the consideration of  development within the 

setting of a AONB. At the very least they will 

inform the allocation of development in these 

areas. 

3457 

Johnson 

Brothers 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

Whilst it may be necessary to revise Policy SWDP23: The 

Cotswolds and Malvern Hills Areas of Outstanding Natural 

Beauty in line with the revised NPPF, it is noted that the 

revised NPPF refers to giving great weight to conserving and 

enhancing landscape and scenic beauty within Areas of 

Outstanding Natural Beauty and does not refer to the setting 

of AONBs. In light of this, it is considered that it is unnecessary 

to include a policy on this issue, which would be overly 

restrictive and present unnecessary obstacles for suitable 

development sites. Indeed, the landscape character of 

individual sites can be addressed through good design and a 

carefully considered landscape strategy. 

Option 32 

There may be instances where development will need to be 

located in areas at risk of flooding, and in accordance with the 

NPPF development should only be allowed in areas at risk of 

flooding where a flood risk assessment has been provided and 

the criteria set out in paragraph 163 have been met. This 

should be acknowledged within the proposed changes to 

Noted. Agree that the NPPF does not set out 

policy on the setting of AONBs . The SWC have 

commissioned technical studies that will help 

inform the allocation of development in these 

areas and they are investigating the merits of 

introducing a generic planning policy on the back 

of it. 
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SWDP 28c. 

4066 

Mr 

John 

Mills 

Areas of 

Outstanding 

Natural 

Beauty 

With regards to part (a) of Option 29, the Cotswolds 

Conservation Board is broadly supportive of Policy SWDP23 as 

it provides a high level of protection for the AONBs. It should 

certainly not be weakened, given that the new NPPF is more 

restrictive for development in AONBs than the 2012 version 

(e.g. it now specifies that development in AONBs should be 

limited and gives great weight to enhancing, as well as 

conserving, landscape and scenic beauty). 

However, re recommend that part (c) of Option 29 should be 

amended to say that ‘development proposals will be required 

to be consistent with the most up-to-date approved AONB 

Management Plans’. This would bring the AONB policy up to 

the same standard as the Cotswolds AONB policy (Policy SD7) 

in the Gloucester, Cheltenham and Tewkesbury Joint Core 

Strategy 2011-2031. 

Footnote 50 to Policy SWDP 23 should also be amended such 

that ‘natural beauty’ includes tranquillity and the special 

qualities of the AONBs. Also, although the current wording of 

Policy SWDP 23 negates the need to refer specifically to major 

development within the policy, the issue of major 

development (as per paragraph 172 of the NPPF) should still be 

addressed within the supporting text. 

In response to part (b) of Option 29, there should be an 

additional policy on development within the setting of an 

Noted. Agree that given the revised policy 

wording in NPPF 2018 there is no justification for 

weakening SWDP23. 

Agree that the revised NPPF policy on AONBs is 

stronger re the introduction of the word 

"enhance" albeit that word was incorporated into 

SWDP23. 

Regarding the suggested strengthening of 

SWDP23 in respect of the AONB Management 

Plans as the stronger policy in the JCS was 

adopted post the adoption of the SWDP  coupled 

with the need for consistent policies on issues 

that cross administrative boundaries it would 

appear reasonable and appropriate to strengthen 

SWDP23C in this regard. 

The revised definition of "natural beauty" will be 

considered. 

Now that the NPPF has made the distinction 

between major and other development more 

explicit the SWC will look to amend SWDP23 

accordingly. 

Regarding policy on the setting of AONBs that is a 

trickier matter given the absence of such a policy 
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AONB. The suggested wording for this policy is as follows. 

Development within the setting 14 of an AONB should have 

regard to the purpose of AONB designation and give great 

weight to conserving and enhancing the landscape and scenic 

beauty of the AONB. 

in the NPPF. The suggested policy is highly unlikely 

to be supported by a local plan examination 

inspector as it gives such areas the same level of 

protection as the AONBs themselves. 
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739 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Health and 

Well-Being 

We welcome the proposals for planning for healthy 

environments and the inclusion of a new policy for health 

and wellbeing that also links up with other relevant policies 

in the SWDPR (option a). 

Noted. 

529 

Middle Battenhall 

Farm Land Action 

Group 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option 30a should be adopted, particularly in relation to the 

health and well-being benefits to the community, as set out 

in the commentary, that are derived from protecting existing 

green spaces, especially within Worcester City. This also 

fulfils the Improving Health and Well-being Objectives for 

SWDPR. 

As part of Option 30a, a new policy being based around the 

evidence contained in ‘Revaluing Parks and Green Space’ by 

the Fields in Trust, is recommended and strongly supported. 

Such a policy would also have links with other relevant SWDP 

policies and seek to strengthen them. This reinforce the 

importance of issues such as preserving green space and the 

role it has to play on social, environmental, health and well-

being aspects of the community. 

Additionally, there is the desire for the updated policy to 

apply greater weight to Health Impact Assessments (HIA) is 

noted. Although this is agreed wholeheartedly, one must 

insist the policy states that each HIA is carried out by an 

independently appointed third party, and especially NOT by 

the developer, as it is in developer’s interests to claim a 

lower impact. 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes access to accessible 

open spaces due to the many positives. With 

regards to HIA, processes are in place to ensure 

that their independent review takes place. 
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3269 Canal & River Trust 
Health and 

Well-Being 

Whilst health and well-being should be intrinsic in many of 

the other policies within the SWDP a separate policy can help 

bring together all of the strands and refer to other sections 

of the plan. The Trust has recently rebranded as a waterways 

and well-being charity and we believe that life is better by 

water. Waterways have a role to play in improving wellbeing, 

inclusion and prospects of communities and individuals. 

Planning policies and decisions can help to increase the role 

our water ways have in promoting health and wellbeing for 

communities. 

Noted. 

2583 Historic England 
Health and 

Well-Being 

A new policy for Health and Well-Being that links up with 

other policies would be supported. Historic England has 

published ‘Wellbeing and the historic environment’ which 

sets out ways in which heritage and wellbeing are 

linked.  The document may be of use as evidence base 

information for the Plan’s Sustainability Appraisal should a 

policy be pursued in the emerging Plan. 

Noted.  Comments will be considered in the next 

iteration of the SA report. 

1999 

Kentucky Fried 

Chicken (Great 

Britain) Limited 

Health and 

Well-Being 

We support policies aimed at achieving a healthy retail 

balance, as we consider that this can have positive public 

health effects, not least by maintaining walkable 

neighbourhoods in which a choice of facilities is available on 

foot. 

Should centre thresholds be set, these should aim to achieve 

a balance of all uses and not focus on hot food takeaways or 

food and drink uses generally. Consideration might be given 

to making thresholds area-wide. 

We do not believe that there is evidence for a particular 

Noted. However, there is support for the 

promotion of healthier lifestyles and this may 

include measures to address identified 

proliferation of hot food takeaways. The South 

Worcestershire Councils will consider how policy 

can address these issues in a fair and 

proportionate manner. 
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density of hot food takeaways or food and drink uses at 

which harm to health occurs or significantly increases, so 

setting thresholds on this basis cannot be supported. 

We do not support zone-based bans on on hot food 

takeaways or food and drink uses generally, as the evidence 

for any influence of the proximity of these on the incidence 

of obesity or overweight is limited and conflicting. 

Finally, whilst Health Impact Assessment is a good idea in 

principle, in practice it can be a very subjective exercise. We 

find formats vary considerably from area to area, but a 

nationally-agreed format may offer a way forward. 

3086 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option A. Include a new policy for health and wellbeing that 

also links up with other relevant policies in the SWDPR. 
Noted. 

2546 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Health and 

Well-Being 

The SWDPR should include a new policy relating to Health 

and Well-Bring which links to other related policies such as 

GI, sustainable travel, space standards, etc. and requires 

large scale developments to undertake a Health Impact 

Assessment and smaller developments (major 

developments) to produce a Health and Well-Being 

Statement. This would be supported by an updated Planning 

for Health SPD. The SWDPR should also refer to health and 

well-being policies within Neighbourhood Plans. The North 

Claines Neighbourhood Plan includes policy NCC3: Healthy 

Communities that considers primary health care 

requirements resulting from developments. 

Noted. It would be the intention to review the 

Health SPD once the updated SWDP is adopted. 

Consideration of Health and Wellbeing in 

Neighbourhood Plans is welcome and 

encouraged by the SWC. 

2294 Leigh and Health and i) A new policy with specific reference to Health and Well- Noted. This would be the intention of Option A if 
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Bransford Parish 

Council 

Well-Being Being should be supported. In some respects planning for 

health and well-being is similar to sustainability in that it 

should be provided in the thread of other policies. 

progressed. 

2384 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Health and 

Well-Being 
We think it would be clearest to adopt a new policy under a. Noted. 

2907 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Not support a new policy regarding health and wellbeing as it 

should be dealt with by other regulatory bodies. Policies we 

will deal with; open space provision etc. 

Any new policies would not overlap with another 

regulatory regime. 

984 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Health and 

Well-Being 

As long as health and well-being are covered by a policy, the 

wording can be determined by the Planning Authority. 
Noted. 

1216 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Health and 

Well-Being 
Yes to a only. Noted. 

1856 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Agree with Option (a). The SWDPR should include a new 

policy relating to Health and Well-Bring which links to other 

related policies such as GI, sustainable travel, space 

standards, etc. and requires large scale developments to 

undertake a Health Impact Assessment and smaller 

developments (major developments) to produce a Health 

and Well-Being Statement. This would be supported by an 

updated Planning for Health SPD. The SWDPR should also 

refer to health and well-being policies within Neighbourhood 

Plans. The Submission Version of Malvern Neighbourhood 

Plan includes a health and well-being policy (Policy MC2: 

Healthy Communities) which refers to the Planning for 

Health SPD. 

Noted. The current Planning for Health SPD may 

require an update following the SWDP review 

and also to bring it into line with the 2019 NPPF. 

Consideration of Health and Wellbeing in 

Neighbourhood Plans is welcome and 

encouraged by the South Worcestershire 

Councils. 

1362 Custom Land Health and The Health and Well Being SPD provides a suitable basis for Noted. Any future policy development will 
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Limited Well-Being these topics.  An added layer of policy is unnecessary. comply with the 2019 NPPF. 

1768 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option C. Continue to rely on the Planning for Health SPD in 

its current form for guidance. 
Noted. 

2188 IM Land 
Health and 

Well-Being 

Any requirements to provide for health and well-being would 

have to be evidenced, justified and show they would not 

impact on viability and hinder the delivery of housing 

development. 

Noted. Future policy development will comply 

with the 2019 NPPF. 

2216 IM Land 
Health and 

Well-Being 

Any requirements to provide for health and well-being would 

have to be evidenced, justified and show they would not 

impact on viability and hinder the delivery of housing 

development. 

Noted. Future policy development will comply 

with the 2019 NPPF. 

2249 Natural England 
Health and 

Well-Being 

Natural England would welcome the inclusion of policy 

wording which linked health and well-being to the provision 

and improvement of green infrastructure either as a new 

separate policy or linked with other relevant policies. This 

would follow the guidance within the NPPF (paragraph 91c) 

which recognises the importance of the provision of safe and 

accessible green infrastructure in enabling and supporting 

healthy lifestyles. 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes GI. 

2683 Broadway Trust 
Health and 

Well-Being 
“a”, but general support. Noted. 

4015 

Richborough 

Estates 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Any requirements to provide for health and well-being would 

have to be evidenced, justified and show they would not 

impact on viability and hinder the delivery of housing 

development. 

Noted. Future policy development will comply 

with the 2019 NPPF. 
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3526 

St Modwen 

Developments Ltd 

Health and 

Well-Being 

The Planning for Health SPD is burdensome and ineffective in 

its current form. The SWDP Review should include policy to 

confirm that the SPD will only be applied to the largest 

allocations and applications that come forward. 

Noted. Any future policy development will 

comply with the 2019 NPPF. It would be the 

intention to review the Planning for Health SPD 

once the updated SWDP is adopted. 

3898 

Warwickshire 

College 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Object to a new policy on health and wellbeing as this is a 

matter to be dealt with by other regulatory bodies, including 

the NHS. 

Noted. Any new policies would not overlap with 

another regulatory regime. 

3981 Madresfield 
Health and 

Well-Being 

We would not support a new policy regarding health and 

wellbeing. This is a matter to be dealt with by other 

regulatory bodies, including the NHS and should not be the 

subject of specific Local Plan policies.  

Noted. Any new policies would not overlap with 

another regulatory regime and would comply 

with the 2019 NPPF and best practice. 

3971 ehB Reeves 
Health and 

Well-Being 

Any requirements to provide for health and well-being would 

have to be evidenced, justified and show they would not 

impact on viability and hinder the delivery of housing 

development. 

Noted. Future policy development will comply 

with the 2019 NPPF. 

4378 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Include a new policy for health and wellbeing that also links 

up with other relevant policies in the SWDPR. Yes 

Include new health and wellbeing requirements in an 

already established policy, or policies, such as design and 

open space policies. Yes 

Continue to rely on the Planning for Health SPD in its 

current form for guidance. NO 

Mental health and wellbeing should be considered. Green 

space much affects Mental Health note research Essex 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes Mental Health 
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University. A policy preventing semi-detached houses having 

businesses next door which undermine mental health – e.g. 

dementia care home next to family home should be added to 

policies 

81 Prosser 
Health and 

Well-Being 

The SWDPR should include a new policy for health and 

wellbeing that also links up with other relevant policies in the 

SWDPR. In addition, playing fields support a healthy lifestyle 

and should not be built on. 

Noted. 

89 Prosser 
Health and 

Well-Being 

The SWDPR should include a new policy for health and 

wellbeing that also links up with other relevant policies in the 

SWDPR. 

Noted. 

118 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Health and 

Well-Being 

The SWDPR should include a new policy for health and 

wellbeing that also links up with other relevant policies in the 

SWDPR. 

Noted. 

191 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Health and 

Well-Being 

The SWDPR should include a new policy for health and 

wellbeing that also links up with other relevant policies in the 

SWDPR. 

Noted. 

314 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Include a new policy for health and wellbeing that also links 

up with other relevant policies in the SWDPR. 

This is particularly important when linked to transport policy 

where encouraging and enabling Active Travel would have a 

major impact on many aspects of physical and mental health 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes active travel. 

551 

Mr 

Robin 

Tilling 

Health and 

Well-Being 

The health and wellbeing of my family has been disrupted 

totally for the last 4 years.  We have either been under 

threat of development or have been enduring the building of 

Noted. However, detailed conditions are outside 

the remit of this consultation. 
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55 homes directly opposite us and feel that we have been 

living in the middle of a building site.  ‘Conditions’ have been 

imposed on the builders but are very rarely enforced and we 

have been bounced about between Planning, Regulatory and 

Highways as more often than not it is another departments 

remit. If these large scale developments are going to 

continue, proper, enforceable conditions should be put onto 

the planning applications. 

622 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option 30a is required to ensure any development has to 

take into account the health and wellbeing policy and 

benefits for the public, protecting and preserving green 

areas.  This is particularly relevant within Worcester City 

areas.  Developers should not be involved in these 

assessments-it should be independent parties making such 

assessments. 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes access to accessible 

open spaces due to the many positives. 

With regards to HIA, processes are in place to 

ensure that their  independent review takes 

place. 

820 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option 30a should be adopted, particularly in relation to the 

health & wellbeing benefits to the community, as set out in 

the commentary, that are derived from protecting existing 

green spaces, especially within Worcester City.  This also 

fulfils the Improving Health and Well-being Objectives for 

SWDPR. 

I strongly support a new policy being based around the 

evidence contained in ‘Revaluing Parks and Green Space’ by 

the Fields in Trust, as this also links with other relevant 

SWDP policies and seeks to strengthen them.  This would 

seek to reinforce the importance of issues such as preserving 

"green space" and the role it has to play on social, 

environmental, health and wellbeing aspects of the 

Noted. Broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes preservation of green spaces. 
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community. 

2454 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Health and 

Well-Being 

a. Include a new policy for health and wellbeing that also 

links up with other relevant policies in the SWDPR. 

b. Include new health and wellbeing requirements in an 

already established policy, or policies, such as design and 

open space policies. 

Noted. 

2729 

Craig 

Muncaster 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option 30a should be adopted, particularly in relation to the 

health and wellbeing benefits that are derived from 

protecting existing green spaces, especially within Worcester 

City. This also fulfils the Improving Health and Well-being 

Objectives for SWDPR. 

As part of 30a, I strongly support a new policy being based 

around the evidence contained in 'Revaluing Parks and 

Green Space’ by the Fields in Trust, as this also links with 

other relevant SWDP policies and seeks to strengthen them. 

Additionally, noting the desire for the updated policy to 

apply importance to Health Impact Assessments, I would 

agree with this but also comment that I would insist the 

policy states that each HIA is carried out by an independent 

third party. 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes access to accessible 

open spaces due to the many positives. 

With regards to HIA, processes are in place to 

ensure that their  independent review takes 

place. 

1240 

Daniel 

Harding 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option 30a should be adopted, especially where community 

health and wellbeing benefits are concerned as this also 

meets the “Improving Health and Well-being Objectives for 

SWDPR" 

Noted. Broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes preservation of green spaces. 
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I also strongly support a new policy being based around the 

evidence contained in ‘Revaluing Parks and Green Space’ by 

the Fields in Trust. 

1487 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Health and 

Well-Being 

a;  Include a new policy for health and wellbeing that also 

links up with other relevant policies in the SWDPR. 
Noted. 

1683 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Health and 

Well-Being 
Blank Response. Blank Response. 

678 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Health and 

Well-Being 

A; Include a new policy for health and wellbeing that also 

links up with other relevant policies in the SWDPR. 
Noted. 

2943 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Health and 

Well-Being 

The health and well being benefits are encouraged by the 

NHS.  Walking, cycling jogging are to be promoted and to do 

so without having to use transport to get there is all the 

more important.  To do so needs spaces close by and losing 

them will do nothing to assist with the general health of City 

residents.  Therefore para (a) is strongly supported together 

with (b). 

Noted. Broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes active travel and access to 

accessible open space. 

1065 

Neil 

Hickling 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option 30a has my support as there is a direct effect on 

health and wellbeing of the community.  It is difficult to 

overstate the importance to the community of local green 

sites. 

Noted. 

889 

Dr 

Rachel 

Matthews 

Health and 

Well-Being 

I would urge the SWDP to be bold and adopt a vision and 

policy which tackles the issue of health and well being. An 

area in urgent need of intervention is Evesham, which has a 

Noted. There is support for the promotion of 

healthier lifestyles and this may include 

measures to address identified proliferation of 
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High Street dominated by the markers of a deprived 

community; fast food outlets, cheap alcohol and betting 

shops. It is this which is at such odds with the vision 

statement for South Worcestershire that it is an attractive 

place to live and work; in terms of this profile Evesham 

is more akin to a deprived urban area. Having robust and 

integrated policies would support the goals of improving the 

quality of life for both residents and visitors to the town. At 

present there seems to be little resistance to the increasing 

number of takeaways from either planners or public health 

advisors. I appreciate that times are hard for local 

government, but there are swathes of evidence and support 

linking the lived environment with public health and a strong 

statement and policy position which enacts that approach 

would be great.  

hot food takeaways and other outlets which 

could affect community wellbeing. 

1122 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Health and 

Well-Being 

The SWDPR should include a new policy for health and 

wellbeing, as without a specific policy this important and 

literally vital need will have less influence on planning and 

development. 

Noted. 

940 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Health and 

Well-Being 
Blank Response. Blank Response. 

1149 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Health and 

Well-Being 

a; Include a new policy for health and wellbeing that also 

links up with other relevant policies in the SWDPR. 
Noted. 

1272 

Mrs 

Julie 

Health and 

Well-Being 

I think it would be appropriate to link health and wellbeing to 

other relevant policies. Please use option a. 
Noted. 
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Tucker 

1281 

Mr 

Tom 

Clarke MRTPI 

Health and 

Well-Being 

We welcome the recognition by the SWDP of the role that 

cultural facilities can play in promoting healthy communities, 

as they help bring people together, encourage participation 

and reduce isolation.  The loss of social and cultural facilities, 

including theatres, community halls, pubs and other such 

facilities, can have a detrimental impact on 

communities.  Therefore it is important the SWDP maintains 

and strengthens Policy SWDP37 ensuring that there is a 

presumption against loss of such facilities supported by 

thorough assessment criteria.  We suggest the optimum 

outcome for the SWDP would be to include a new policy for 

health and wellbeing (option a) and link to other policies 

such as SWDP37.    

Noted. 

1609 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option A. Include a new policy for health and wellbeing that 

also links up with other relevant policies in the SWDPR. 
Noted. 

1971 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option C. Continue to rely on the Planning for Health SPD in 

its current form for guidance. 
Noted. 

3574 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Any new policy must include the linking up of Cycle paths 

and footway so that there are proper cycle ways and 

footpaths wide enough for disability and parents buggies. 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes active travel. 

1659 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Health and 

Well-Being 

30a: I support this. There are evidence-based benefits to 

health and well-being of having ready access to green spaces 

and the wildlife and views they bring. This is particularly 

important at a time of national public policy concern about 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes access to accessible 

open spaces due to the many positives that 
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mental health. This links closely with the Improving Health 

and Wellbeing Objectives for SWDPR. 

I strongly support the need for a new policy based on the 

evidence contained in ‘Revaluing Parks and Green Space’ by 

the Fields in Trust, as this also links with other relevant 

SWDP policies and seeks to strengthen them. This would 

seek to reinforce the importance of issues such as preserving 

green space and the role it has to play on social, 

environmental, health and wellbeing aspects of the 

community. 

I agree with the desire for the updated policy to apply 

greater weight to Health Impact Assessments. However, it is 

important that these are conducted by an independently 

appointed third party, and absolutely not by developers, who 

would have a clear conflict of interest.  

include benefits to mental health. 

With regards to HIA, processes are in place to 

ensure that their  independent review takes 

place. 

1588 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option 30a should be adopted, particularly in relation to the 

health and wellbeing benefits to the community, as set out in 

the commentary, that are derived from protecting existing 

green spaces, especially within Worcester City.  This also 

fulfils the Improving Health and Well-being Objectives for 

SWDPR. 

As part of 30a, I strongly support a new policy being based 

around the evidence contained in ‘Revaluing Parks and 

Green Space’ by the Fields in Trust, as this also links to other 

relevant SWDP policies and seeks to strengthen them.  This 

would seek to reinforce the importance of issues such as 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes access to accessible 

open spaces due to the many positives. 

With regards to HIA, processes are in place to 

ensure that their  independent review takes 

place. 
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preserving green space and the role it has to play on social, 

environmental, health and wellbeing aspects of the 

community. 

Additionally, I agree with an updated policy to apply greater 

weight to Health Impact Assessments, including that these 

must, by policy, be carried out by an independently 

appointed third party, and especially NOT by the developer, 

as it is in developer’s interests to claim a lower impact. 

1693 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option 30a is supported, particularly in relation to the health 

and wellbeing benefits to the community, as set out in the 

commentary, that are derived from protecting existing green 

spaces, especially within Worcester City.  This also fulfils the 

Improving Health and Well-being Objectives for SWDPR.  A 

new policy based around the evidence contained in 

‘Revaluing Parks and Green Space’ by the Fields in Trust, 

should be implemented.  Additionally, I agree with an 

updated policy to apply greater weight to Health Impact 

Assessments, including that these must be carried out by an 

independently appointed third party, and not appointed by 

the developer. 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes access to accessible 

open spaces due to the many positives. 

With regards to HIA, processes are in place to 

ensure that their  independent review takes 

place. 

1718 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option 30a is strongly supported and should be adopted, 

particularly in relation to the health and wellbeing benefits 

derived by the community as set out in the commentary 

above in relation to the protection of exisitng green spaces 

and open landscapes, especially within Worcester City. This 

also meets the improving Health and Wellbeing Objectives 

for SWDPR. The new policy should be based around the 

evidence contained in "Revaluing Parks & Green Spaces" by 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes access to accessible 

open spaces due to the many positives. 

With regards to HIA, processes are in place to 

ensure that their  independent review takes 

place. 
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the Fields in Trust charity, as this also links in with other 

relevant SWDP policies and would strenghten them. It would 

reinforce the vital importance of issues such as preserving 

green space and access to open countryside and the role it 

has to play in the physical and mental health and social and 

environmental wellbeing of communities. 

The wish to apply greater weight to Health impact 

assessments in any new policy is welcomed but it should be a 

requirement that any such assessment is conducted by an 

independent third party and not by the developer given the 

obvious conflict of interest. 

1898 

Mrs 

Teresa 

Nockton 

Health and 

Well-Being 

I agree with Option a: that a new policy should be included 

that links with other relevant policies.  As already mentioned 

in Option 10, I undertake a role as a Side by Side volunteer 

for the Alzheimer’s Society, and I regularly take my client 

(who has dementia) on walks through Middle Battenhall 

Farm as it reminds her of her childhood and the joy of being 

in the countryside.  Because the site is so rural and yet so 

accessible we are able to do a loop walk that takes in 

refreshment, facilities, and the positive well-being effects of 

a countryside walk.  It is evident that the route through the 

green space of Middle Battenhall Farm represents a positive 

impact health and well-being and therefore should be 

protected. 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes access to accessible 

open spaces due to the many positives. 

2104 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Health and 

Well-Being 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to 

Options 30-37 but do nevertheless reserve the right to 

comment further on this in so far as it may affect our client’s 

land interests. 

Noted. 
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2261 

Kenneth Gordon 

Kingston 

Health and 

Well-Being 

The Plan should give added emphasis to the Social element 

of Sustainable Development in order to address the poor 

social mobility of our District. 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes Mental Health and the social 

elements of health, as appropriate. 

2773 

Mr 

Denis 

Bennett 

Health and 

Well-Being 

Option a. is strongly supported. This should aim to protect 

existing sport and leisure facilities such as playing fields 

which if lost cannot easily be replaced, eg Evendine Cricket 

field. 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes access to open space and 

activities that could lead to a healthier lifestyle. 

3008 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Health and 

Well-Being 

A new policy on this within the SWDP would be welcome – 

but most especially the approach should be to  prioritise 

improvement of walkways and cycle-ways to encourage 

people to walk and cycle more and to be safe in so doing. 

Noted. Broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes active travel. 

3005 

Keith 

Bridgewater 

Health and 

Well-Being 

A) Include a new policy for health and well being that also 

links up with other relevant policies in the SWDPR. 

Protecting green spaces especially within Worcester City 

Centre, the role it has to play on the social, environmental 

health and well being of the community. Any assessments 

should be carried out independently and NOT by the 

developers to eliminate bias or conflict of interest. 

Noted, broad support for health and wellbeing 

policy that includes access to accessible 

open spaces. 

With regards to HIA, processes are in place to 

ensure that their  independent review takes 

place. 
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740 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Telecommunications 

Due to the rapid development of telecommunications technology, we 

believe that option b (revise the policy to facilitate the delivery of 

updated mobile and broadband technology) would be appropriate. 

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

804 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Telecommunications We fully support this proposal. Noted. 

3087 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Telecommunications B 

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

2547 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Telecommunications 

Agree with Option (b) above. The SWDPR should also refer to 

telecommunications policies within Neighbourhood Plans. 

  

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

2295 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Telecommunications 

i) Most modern life is reliant on internet/ mobile phone connectivity. 

Even access to most government departments is difficult (nearly 

impossible) without internet access. Working from home, and operating 

businesses, particularly in rural areas is difficult, and restricted without 

proper connectivity. Home working substantially reduces home to work 

trips. The roll out of High Speed Broadband is progressing but many 

rural areas are still poorly served. Leigh, and Bransford have very poor 

mobile phone signal, as do adjacent parishes (many homes cannot 

connect to Smart Meters). 

Option b) is supported. 

Noted, the  proposed policy 

approach will promote fibre to the 

premises as the preferred 

approach  for internet 

connectivity to both homes and 

businesses as this approach aligns 

with future development in 

electronic communications and 

allows for faster and more reliable 

broadband speeds and facilitates a 

range of different applications. 

2385 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Telecommunications We would choose b. 

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

1081 Lindridge Parish Telecommunications We support item b.  We recognise the improvements achieved by Worcs Noted, proposed change aligns 
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Council CC superfast broadband initiative.  This momentum needs to be 

maintained as technologies continue to improve. 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

1217 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Telecommunications Yes to b only. 

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

1857 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Telecommunications 

Agree with Option (b). The SWDPR should also refer to 

telecommunications policies within Neighbourhood Plans. 

  

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

4306 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Telecommunications 

BROADBAND AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS DEPT RESPONSE: 

The current policy for broadband and telecommunications needs 

updating to reflect the current national policy for the delivery of 

broadband. The current policy concentrates on the delivery of fibre to 

the cabinet (FTTC) broadband and 4G mobile technologies. It is now 

important for new development to consider fibre to the premises 

(FTTP). This solution is considered a lay and leave solution for the next 

30 years and has no additional cost to developers on sites of 30 or more 

dwellings 

Based on this proposed change we developed a model policy which can 

be found as Appendix A. The policy will allow for FTTP and 5G 

technology and we welcome the opportunity to work with the south 

Worcestershire Authorities to finalise an electronic communications 

policy for the plan. 

Noted, the  proposed policy 

approach will promote fibre to the 

premises as the preferred 

approach  for internet 

connectivity to both homes and 

businesses as this approach aligns 

with future development in 

electronic communications and 

allows for faster and more reliable 

broadband speeds and facilitates a 

range of different applications. 

4472 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Telecommunications 

Revise the policy to facilitate the delivery of updated mobile and 

broadband technology. 

Noted, the  proposed policy 

approach will promote fibre to the 

premises as the preferred 
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approach  for internet 

connectivity to both homes and 

businesses as this approach aligns 

with future development in 

electronic communications and 

allows for faster and more reliable 

broadband speeds and facilitates a 

range of different applications. 

3729 

Upton Upon 

Severn Town 

Council 

Telecommunications 

The Council sees the improvement of mobile phone signals as a major 

priority locally, for the benefit of both residents and businesses. 

Additionally, it would welcome further investment in superfast 

broadband for rural areas, as these residents are persistently 

disadvantaged.    

Noted, support for delivery of 

mobile and broadband technology 

1769 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Telecommunications b 
Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

2684 Broadway Trust Telecommunications Retain SWDP 26, especially B v. 
Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

4377 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Telecommunications 

a. No 

b. I fully support b; the impact of poor telecommunications in rural 

areas is damaging business, residential, tourism and safety in rural 

areas  

Noted. 

4500 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Telecommunications 

Of course the policy should keep up with technological changes, but 

whether the title should be changed from telecommunications (from 

Greek tele- ‘far’) to electronic communications is a mere matter of 

semantics. The present name is not limited to telephony. 

Noted, support for new policy 
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82 Prosser Telecommunications 

The SWDPR should rename the Telecommunications policy "Electronic 

Communications" and revise it to facilitate the delivery of updated 

mobile and broadband technology. 

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

119 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Telecommunications 

The SWDPR should rename the policy "Electronic Communications” and 

revise it to facilitate the delivery of updated mobile and broadband 

technology. 

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

192 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Telecommunications 

The SWDPR should rename the policy "Electronic Communications" and 

revise it to facilitate the delivery of updated mobile and broadband 

technology. 

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

315 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Telecommunications 

Rename the policy "Electronic Communications” and revise it to 

facilitate the delivery of updated mobile and broadband technology as 

outlined above. 

With the rapid improvements in mobile communications and the arrival 

of 5G, hard-wired and optical links may become less necessary, being 

replaced by mobile data. 

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

402 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Telecommunications Option "b". 
Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

1488 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Telecommunications b 
Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

679 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Telecommunications B 
Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 
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2702 

MR 

David 

Drury 

Telecommunications Need to ensure new housing has cable internet. 
Noted  support for delivery of 

updated broadband technology. 

2708 

MRS 

Anita 

Drury 

Telecommunications Need to ensure new housing has cable internet. 
Noted, support for the delivery of 

updated broadband technology. 

941 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Telecommunications Blank entry Blank entry 

1979 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Telecommunications 

I think the SWDPR should:  

b. Rename the policy "Electronic Communications” and revise it to 

facilitate the delivery of updated mobile and broadband technology 

as outlined above.  

The draft policy will take a positive 

approach to facilitating electronic 

communications including mobile 

and broadband throughout south 

Worcestershire for both rural and 

urban settlements including fibre 

to premises and 5G mobile 

communication. 

1150 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Telecommunications b: rename and revise the policy 
Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

1517 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Telecommunications Whatever is most sustainable should be decided here. 

Noted, the long term sustainability 

broadband and mobile technology 

will be taken into account when 

deciding on policy direction. 

1610 

Mr 

Steven 
Telecommunications B. 

Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 
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Sparrow 

1972 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Telecommunications option b 
Noted, proposed change aligns 

policy with the revised NPPF. 

3575 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Telecommunications 

The present policy does not do enough as any hamlet or isolated houses 

have terrible broadband of less than 2 mbs. For 2021-2026 the 

minimum for all properties should be a minimum of 25 mbs and all 

industrial units should be on a minimum of 100 mbs. The local “Open 

Reach” network should be MADE TO MAKE THE BROADBAND SPEED 

ACCEPTABLE TO ALL... 

The draft policy will take a positive 

approach to facilitating electronic 

communications including mobile 

and broadband throughout south 

Worcestershire for both rural and 

urban settlements. 

2061 

Mrs 

Anne 

Caulkin 

Telecommunications 
All new development must have cable for broadband. This is an 

essential requirement. 

Noted, the  proposed policy 

approach will promote fibre to the 

premises as the preferred 

approach  for internet 

connectivity to both homes and 

businesses as this approach aligns 

with future development in 

electronic communications and 

allows for faster and more reliable 

broadband speeds and facilitates a 

range of different applications. 

2053 

Mr 

Martin 

Caulkin 

Telecommunications All new development should have adequate broadband infrastructure. 

Noted, the  proposed policy 

approach will promote fibre to the 

premises as the preferred 

approach  for internet 

connectivity to both homes and 

businesses as this approach aligns 
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with future development in 

electronic communications and 

allows for faster and more reliable 

broadband speeds and facilitates a 

range of different applications. 

2059 

Miss 

May 

Caulkin 

Telecommunications All new development should have adequate broadband infrastructure. Noted. 

2105 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Telecommunications 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to Options 

30-37 but do nevertheless reserve the right to comment further on this 

in so far as it may affect our client’s land interests. 

Noted. 

3009 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Telecommunications No strong feelings on this. Noted. 

463 

Severn Trent 

Water 
Flood Risk 

Options a and c. It is advised to prevent development in the high flood 

risk zones. In addition we support separation of surface water systems 

and utilisation of effective SuDS to ensure new developments do not 

increase flood risk from surface water flooding. We support catchment 

based approach and partnership working sharing data between the LPA, 

LLFA, local Flood Risk forums and Severn Trent to develop improvement 

strategies where responsibility for flooding includes multiple 

stakeholders. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 
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housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

510 

Charlton Parish 

Council 
Flood Risk 

a, c, & d - yes 

b - no 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

530 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

Flood Risk 

The Group strongly objects to all four of the options. 

NONE of the options proposed offer an acceptable solution to the risks 

associated with flooding and new development. 

It is suggested that an alternative option must be adopted that prevents 

all development within blue, red, yellow zones, and ‘flood hotspots’. 

Where areas are prone to flooding, at any risk level, new development 

has the potential to worsen the flooding for others ‘downstream’, to 

pollute existing watercourses, wildlife habitat and to inflict flooding 

damage on properties. There is sufficient land available outside of 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

However it must be recognised 

that development can encompass 

a wide range of changes of uses, 

engineering operations and small 

householder extensions etc., as 

well as the development of new 

buildings. It is therefore unlikely to 
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existing flood zones to enable SWDPR to completely avoid existing flood 

zones. 

Development in ‘flood hotspots’ should be outright prohibited. 

Developers will propose various flood mitigation measures such as 

SuDS, but the practical reality is that these are often poorly designed 

and installed, and the required long-term maintenance is not carried 

out, and not enforceable. Trying to tame inherent ‘flood hotspots’ is a 

fool’s errand that should be prohibited. 

The existing flood mapping held by the Environment Agency (EA) is also 

out of date (by their own admission) and new flood risk data is not 

correctly being identified or correctly recorded. The assessment of flood 

risk locally sits with the LLFA (Lead Local Flood Authority) at 

Worcestershire County Council level but by their own admission they 

are not able to update the flood maps that are held by the EA. This 

results in incorrect flood mapping data being in the public domain, 

which differs to actual current flood risk levels and allows developers to 

make applications to sites that may be at a greater risk of flooding than 

recognised by the LLFA and the EA. This disjointed approach is a known 

risk and the proper way to mitigate it is to avoid development all 

together within any blue, red, yellow or ‘flood hotspot’ zone, as the 

Local Authorities / EA do not have the resources necessary to obtain and 

maintain accurate flood data. For the above reasons, an alternative 

option is essential. Consequently, a strong objection is registered to all 

four of the above options being proposed within the SWDPR. 

be feasible to restrict all forms of 

development in all these 

locations. Existing policy SWDP 28 

B (ii) requires that new 

development will not worsen 

flooding for others downstream, 

or increase harm to third parities. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 
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Resource Management policies. 

All flood mapping data that has 

been collated for the 2019 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment is 

the latest available at the time of 

plan making - individual 

developments which require 

individual Flood Risk Assessments 

will also need to use up to date 

information, including appropriate 

allowances for climate change and 

must consider the cumulative 

impacts. 

741 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Flood Risk 

As Tibberton has experienced significant flooding due mainly to surface 

water run-off we support option d.  It is important to identify areas 

which have experienced such pluvial flooding and only allow 

development that could affect this if they resolve existing problems 

before development commences. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

614 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 
Flood Risk 

We recommend that the local plan adopts a CABA-based approach in 

combination with proposals a), b) and d). It seems to us that refreshing 

the policy in this way would offer a more appropriate fit with 

contemporary policy across partner organisations and would allow for a 

more positive approach to flood matters. We recommend that you 

approach the relevant CABA groups, the LLFA, EA and the 

Worcestershire GI Partnership for further discussion around this 

important area. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3088 Childswickham Flood Risk The council would like to see No building on flood plains Comments are noted and will be 
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Parish Council taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

  

2548 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Flood Risk 

The SWDPR should maintain a restrictive approach to development in 

higher risk flood areas. The parish includes the Rivers Severn and 

Salwarpe and the Droitwich Canal. Fluvial flooding is therefore a concern 

particularly adjacent to these main watercourses. 

There is no information on the CaBA within the document and therefore 

it is difficult to comment on Option (c). 

  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.  

  

2296 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Flood Risk 

i) Options c), and d) are not exclusive to either a), or b) and are 

supported. Option b) seems pragmatic but caution would be required in 

formulating a policy. 

The current SWDP 29 states, “As a minimum, demonstrate that for a 

Greenfield site, the post-development surface water run-off rate will not 

increase”. This is considered short sighted and inadequate; 

improvement should always be required. Brownfield sites are required 

to achieve a 20% reduction; is there a rationale for the difference in 

treatment when the outcome is similar? In many rural locations surface 

water runs to local roads where the road haunches (edges) become 

lined with puddles, creating dangerous driving conditions. This is often 

not formally recorded as flooding, and may not necessarily result from 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

'Post-development surface water 

run off rate will not increase' - this 

is a minimum; improvement is 

desirable but hard to enforce as a 

requirement. This is a measure we 

may incorporate as part of our 

policy update. 

The purpose of SWDP 29 iv. Is to 
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inadequate ditching by any particular landowner. 

  

ensure that for any given flood 

event, a developed site manages 

run off at least as well as if the site 

were not developed. This 

replicates the natural way 

undeveloped sites perform in the 

water cycle and ecosystem. 

The 20% requirement is therefore 

not applied to Greenfield sites. For 

brownfield sites, the amount of 

surface water runoff is much 

greater than greenfield because 

the sites are often hard standing, 

which does not allow much if any 

absorption of water. Therefore 

requiring 20% better than 

hardstanding for a site allows an 

improvement in likelihood of 

flooding in surrounding areas 

through surface water, and brings 

the site closer to the natural 

amount of water flow that would 

be found in a Greenfield site. 

Under current policy, SWDP 28 B 

(vi) new development must plan 

for the management of all forms 

of flooding (including risk of 

flooding from surface water) 
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which includes roads affected by 

the development. If you have 

concerns around the drainage of a 

specific road, please contact the 

highways authorities for more 

information. 

2386 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Flood Risk 

We would suggest a combination of c. to deal with fluvial flooding and 

d. to deal with surface-water run-off. It is the latter which has caused 

much the greatest damage to the villages surrounding Bredon Hill, such 

as Kemerton. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2908 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 
Flood Risk 

Flood Risk policies of the NPPF should be case in the light of those set 

out in NPPF and would be preferable to refer to Flood Zones 1, 2 and 3 

rather than having a specific policy relating to blue, red and yellow flood 

plain zones. 

We agree a flexible approach should be taken in ‘red zone’ areas 

involving previously development sites since redevelopment and 

modest extensions and alterations should, at least, create a no worse-

off situation and could achieve betterment in some cases. 

We consider that issues under Option 32(c) should not be included in a 

Development Plan Policy and on matters to be pursued by statutory 

undertakers under their normal place. 

In regards to Option 32(d) we agree that in order to achieve a 

satisfactory distribution of development, some may be required in 

settlements where there is surface water run-off issues that such 

development should be allowed where this development can contribute 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 954



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

to the resolution of existing problems. 

985 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
Flood Risk 

Continue with option a, but add a section in the Plan to cover the need 

to tackle the problem of flooding in the valleys by means of a range of 

measures to reduce run-off from the surrounding hills e.g. promote tree 

planting, revised cultivation practices, re-engineering of water courses 

to slow run-off, the provision of additional water storage above the 

recognized flood plains. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1218 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Flood Risk Yes to a only. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1858 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Flood Risk 

The SWDPR should maintain a restrictive approach to development in 

higher risk flood areas. There is no information on the CaBA within the 

document and therefore it is difficult to comment on Option (c) 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1308 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Flood Risk 

There may be instances where development will need to be located in 

areas at risk of flooding, and in accordance with the NPPF development 

should only be allowed in areas at risk of flooding where a flood risk 

assessment has been provided and the criteria set out in paragraph 163 

have been met. This should be acknowledged within the proposed 

changes to SWDP28c. 

  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1363 

Custom Land 

Limited 
Flood Risk 

Development in the flood zone should reflect national policy and the 

standing advice of the Environment Agency.  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1401 

Abberley Parish 

Council 
Flood Risk 

Abberley Parish Council would like to see attention on option 

d.  Resolution proposals should work on existing landforms and contours 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 
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and not rely on the construction of raised platforms to divert surface 

water runoff. 

the Preferred Options.    

4323 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Flood Risk 

LEAD LOCAL FLOOD AUTHORITY DEPT RESPONSE: 

All development should ensure that flood risk is not increased on site or 

within the vicinity of the application area. All opportunities to use 

development to reduce flood risk off site should be fully considered. 

These opportunities could range from small measures such as 

sustainable drainage systems and opening up culverted watercourses, 

both of which can provide multiple benefits including water quality, 

amenity, biodiversity, etc., or large opportunities such as using 

development areas for natural flood management and slowing the flow. 

The effect of climate change on flooding needs to be considered from 

the onset of development proposals. Allowances for climate change 

should be incorporated into the drainage strategies for all development 

sites and should use the most up to date climate change information 

provided by Government and/or the Environment Agency. 

The impact that development can have on surface water across the 

whole site area of developments should be fully considered and 

incorporated into the drainage strategy and green infrastructure plans 

for the site. 

In line with the 'non-statutory technical standards for sustainable 

drainage systems' released by Government in March 2015, development 

on brown field sites should fully consider the option to reduce surface 

water run-off rates to the greenfield values. This will provide multiple 

benefits: reduce flood risk off site, improve water quality, and offer 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   
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biodiversity benefits. 

SuDS maintenance needs to be considered at the beginning of 

development proposals. Continued maintenance of SuDS needs to be in 

place to ensure they are functional for the lifetime of the development. 

This will ensure that they provide the multiple benefits on offer into the 

future. 

1770 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Flood Risk b and c 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.  

2685 Broadway Trust Flood Risk 

Adopt “a”. Flood risk from climate change is ongoing and potentially 

increasing, so there should be a robust approach to any development on 

EA Zone 2 & 3 land. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3128 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Flood Risk 

Option 32 A is supported- Continue with the adopted policy approach 

(SWDP28c) of blue, red and yellow floodplain zones and continue to 

prevent all development and redevelopment within the blue and red 

zones (those with the highest flood risk). 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3369 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Flood Risk 

There may be instances where development will need to be located in 

areas at risk of flooding, and in accordance with the NPPF development 

should only be allowed in areas at risk of flooding where a flood risk 

assessment has been provided and the criteria set out in paragraph 163 

have been met. This should be acknowledged within the proposed 

changes to SWDP 28c. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

3161 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Flood Risk 

Option 32 A is supported- Continue with the adopted policy approach 

(SWDP28c) of blue, red and yellow floodplain zones and continue to 

prevent all development and redevelopment within the blue and red 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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zones (those with the highest flood risk 

  

3303 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Flood Risk 

We consider that the flood risk policies of the Framework should be cast 

in the light of those set out in the Framework 2018 and it would be 

preferable to refer to Flood Zones 1, 2 and 3 rather than to have a 

specific policy relating to blue, red and yellow flood plain zones. It would 

provide a much more easily understood policy and would be in line with 

national requirements. 

We agree that a flexible approach should be taken in “red zone” areas 

involving previously developed sites since redevelopment and modest 

extensions and alterations should, at least, create a no worse-off 

situation and could achieve betterment in some cases. 

We consider that the issues raised under Option 32(c) should not be 

included in a Development Plan policy and are matters to be pursued by 

the statutory undertakers under their normal practice. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3982 Madresfield Flood Risk 

We consider that the flood risk policies of the Framework should be cast 

in the light of those set out in the Framework 2018 and it would be 

preferable to refer to Flood Zones 1, 2 and 3, rather than to have a 

specific policy relating to blue, red and yellow flood plain zones. It would 

provide a much more easily understood policy and would be in line with 

national requirements. 

We agree that a flexible approach should be taken in “red zone” areas 

involving previously developed sites since redevelopment and modest 

extensions and alterations should, at least, create a no worse-off 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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situation and could achieve betterment in some cases. 

We consider that the issues raised under Option 32(c) should not be 

included in a Development Plan policy and are matters to be pursued by 

the statutory undertakers under their normal practice. 

Turning to Option 32(d) we agree that, in order to achieve a satisfactory 

distribution of development, some development may be required in 

settlements where there is surface water run-off issues such that 

development should be allowed where this development can contribute 

to the resolution of existing problems. This will ensure that settlements 

of appropriate scale can still make a contribution to the provision of 

housing to meet assessed needs in line with the settlement boundary. 

4282 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 
Flood Risk 

There may be instances where development will need to be located in 

areas at risk of flooding, in accordance with the NPPF development 

should only be allowed in areas at risk of flooding where a flood risk 

assessment has been provided and the criteria set out in paragraph 163 

have been met. This should be acknowledged within the proposed 

changes to SWDP28c. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

4379 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Flood Risk 

A.)   No this relies too much on concentrated settlement plans of where 

flooding occurred with no understanding of the detail and the flooding 

which occurred in the areas not covered by 2007 limited plans. 

B.)    No too broad brush, too risky , unlikely to have the granular 

understanding of the flood risk which causes real misery for residents 

C.)    Of course we should do this but it is unlikely to release land for 

development rather just lessen risks that cannot be addressed other 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 
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ways 

D.)   Yes but very hard to get it right 

Avoid development in flood risk areas – take into account the wider 

evidence available through pictures and resident testimony 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

4395 

Environment 

Agency 
Flood Risk 

Option A has been effective in ensuring sustainable development and 

appropriate development is in the right location. This fits with your SA 

objectives and criteria to mitigate and adapt to climate change and 

reduce flood risk. Option B could enable some flexibility in relation to 

‘minor’ alterations, extensions, but it also suggests regeneration sites – 

these may be appropriate if flood risk reduction opportunities 

(betterment) are secured. As discussed in the SA, we would support the 

long term aim to restore areas of floodplain. Option C will be informed 

by the SFRA catchment based impact assessment and may inform a 

wider cross cutting policy. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options and 

maybe incorporated as part of our 

policy updates. 
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We have no comment on option D but recommend you consult your 

Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) who are responsible for surface water 

flood risk decision making and related permits. 

Flood Risk notes 

We support reference to the need of reducing the risk to people and 

property from flooding. 

14.4 – Should be amended to ‘A high flood risk event is land having a 1% 

chance or greater annual probability of river flooding’. Remove –" The 

Environment Agency defines major risk from flooding from rivers as a 1% 

chance of flooding…".  

14.6 In reference to flooding within the villages by smaller watercourses 

– these may not be modelled therefore shown as Flood Zone 1 however 

still maybe at high risk from fluvial flood risk. This is discussed in relation 

to the SFRA above. 

14.7 - We would recommend that you include the phrase climate 

change ‘adaptation’ and mitigation. Further information is available at 

https://www.gov.uk/environment/climate-change-adaptation and the 

following guidance on tackling climate change and improving resilience, 

designed to inform the preparation of local development plans, may be 

of interest: 

https://www.rtpi.org.uk/media/2852781/TCPA%20RTPI%20planning%2

0for%20climate%20change%20guide_final.pdf 

4389 Environment Flood Risk Similar to our recommendations on previous plans, we would advise Comments are noted and will be 
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Agency that sites are assessed using relevant environmental constraints. For 

example, flood risk, Source Protection Zone (groundwater risk), landfill 

sites. Our latest datasets are available from our datashare website at 

https://data.gov.uk/publisher/environment-agency 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

4447 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Flood Risk 

Bloor Homes fully support the approach of continuing with the adopted 

policy SWDP28C of blue, red and yellow floodplain zones as this 

approach currently works (Option 32a). 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

4501 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Flood Risk 

It is feasible to build in floodplains, with habitable space above the likely 

flood level if in a manner designed not to obstruct the flood channel, it 

is highly undesirable to do so, as there will almost certainly be some 

narrowing of the flood channel, which is likely to have a knock-on effect 

of aggravating flooding upstream. Building in floodplains should be a last 

resort, limited to circumstances where no other alternative is 

practicable. If a development really can alleviate an existing problem it 

should be allowed, but we are highly sceptical that most such schemes 

will in fact work. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 
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development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

83 Prosser Flood Risk 

The SWDPR should continue with the adopted policy approach 

(SWDP28c) of blue, red and yellow floodplain zones and continue to 

prevent all development and redevelopment within the blue and red 

zones (those with the highest flood risk). 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

120 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Flood Risk 

The SWDPR should adopt a Catchment Based Approach (CaBA) and 

encourage collaborative working with catchment partnerships, using 

catchment plans, with the aim of providing benefits to the local 

community by reducing flood risk, clearing pollution, protecting water 

resources, improving bio-diversity and amenity value; and identify 

known areas associated with flooding caused by surface-water run-off 

and only allow development that could affect such areas if they 

contribute or resolve existing problems before development 

commences. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

150 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Flood Risk Yes to all, with emphasis on (d)'s 'before development commences'. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

193 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Flood Risk 

The SWDPR should adopt a Catchment Based Approach (CaBA) and 

encourage collaborative working with catchments partnerships, using 

catchment plans, with the aim of providing benefits to the local 

community by reducing flood risk, clearing pollution, protecting water 

resources, improving biodiversity and amenity value. In addition, the 

SWDPR should identify known areas associated with flooding caused by 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.  
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surface-water run-off and only allow development that could affect such 

areas if they contribute or resolve existing problems before 

development commences. 

394 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Flood Risk Options "b" in conjunction with option "c". 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

430 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

Flood Risk Option a. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

822 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Flood Risk 

I have strong reservations to Options 32 a,b,c & d. I understand that the 

existing flood mapping held by the Environment Agency is out of date, 

and new flood risk data is not correctly being identified or recorded 

correctly.  The assessment of flood risk sits with the "Lead Local Flood 

Authority" at County Council level but by their own admission they are 

not able to update the flood maps that are held by the EA. This results in 

incorrect flood mapping data being in the public domain, which differs 

to actual current flood risk levels and allows developers to make 

applications to sites that may be at a greater risk of flooding than 

recognised by the LLFA and the EA.   

This is a known risk and a sensible way to mitigate this would be to 

avoid any development within any blue, red, yellow or flood hotspot 

zones, as unfortunately the local Authorities / EA do not have the 

resources necessary to obtain and maintain accurate flood data, 

and developers may propose various flood mitigation measures such as 

SuDS, but the reality is that these are often poorly designed and 

installed, and required long-term maintenance which is not carried out, 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 
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and is NOT enforceable. 

Where areas are prone to any risk level of flooding, new developments 

have the potential to make the flooding for others ‘downstream’ worse, 

pollute existing watercourses, affect wildlife habitat and to inflict 

flooding damage on properties. This is the situation we face in 

Battenhall if any development was allowed to go ahead in Middle 

Battenhall Farm where the land descends at a steep angle from NCW on 

Whittington Road, and then continues to slope towards the Red Hill 

Lane railway bridge and Battenhall Road where flooding has occurred 

when there is heavy rain, with water continuing to flow into Battenhall 

Park, as the only drain gullies on the corner with Battenhall Road 

struggle to cope with the high volume of water in such times. 

This has on occasions caused problems for children trying walk or cycle 

to and from Nunnery Wood high school & Worcester Sixth Form College 

with no other alternative route without taking a large diversion.  

Currently the land on Middle Battenhall Farm effectively acts as a huge 

“soak away”, but that delicate balance would be lost if houses and roads 

were to be built on this land, meaning more of that rain will then “run-

off” which we believe will cause problems for our houses in Battenhall 

Road, and into Battenhall park. There are no existing gullies along both 

Shrew & Arron Pedways to deal with any increase of water running off 

which is likely to have a big impact upon the ground in Battenhall Park 

itself. 

Whilst the Duck Brook crossing Middle Battenhall Farm and into 

Battenhall Park is already designated as an area being of “susceptible to 

surface water flooding” under the SWDP I believe that will only get 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies. 

All flood mapping data that has 

been collated for the 2019 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment is 

the latest available at the time of 

plan making - individual 

developments which require 

individual Flood Risk Assessments 

will also need to use up to date 

information, including appropriate 

allowances for climate change and 

must consider the cumulative 

impacts.  

Middle Battenhall Farm will be 

assessed against the same criteria 

as all sites that have been entered 

as part of the South 

Worcestershire Councils SHELAA 

'call for sites', and subject to 

assessment based on the existing 

stringent SWDP 28 Flood Risk 
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worse in the future due to climate change where it is predicted that 

rainfall could increase during winter months by as much as 35% by 2070 

(Met Office & Environment Agency 26th November 2018 ). 

policy, as updated. 

2455 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Flood Risk B, C, D 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2730 

Craig 

Muncaster 
Flood Risk 

Strongly object to all four of the options, none of the options proposed 

offer an acceptable solution to the risks associated with flooding and 

new development. An alternative option is to adopt a proposal that 

prevents all development within blue, red, yellow zones, and ‘flood 

hotspots’. There is sufficient land available outside of existing flood 

zones to enable SWDPR to completely avoid existing flood zones. 

The existing flood mapping held by the Environment Agency (EA) is also 

out of date (by their own admission) and new flood risk data is not 

correctly being identified or correctly recorded. This results in incorrect 

flood mapping data being in the public domain, which differs to actual 

current flood risk levels and allows developers to make applications to 

sites that may be at a greater risk of flooding than recognised by the EA. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 
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be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies. 

All flood mapping data that has 

been collated for the 2019 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment is 

the latest available at the time of 

plan making - individual 

developments which require 

individual Flood Risk Assessments 

will also need to use up to date 

information, including appropriate 

allowances for climate change and 

must consider the cumulative 

impacts.  

1241 

Daniel 

Harding 
Flood Risk 

I strongly object to all options. 

I suggest that an alternative option is adopted that prevents all 

development within blue, red, yellow zones, and ‘flood hotspots’. At any 

risk level, areas susceptible to flooding will be exacerbated by new 

developments.  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 
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zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies. 

All flood mapping data that has 

been collated for the 2019 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment is 

the latest available at the time of 

plan making - individual 

developments which require 

individual Flood Risk Assessments 

will also need to use up to date 

information, including appropriate 

allowances for climate change and 

must consider the cumulative 

impacts.  
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1489 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Flood Risk 

b 

  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1684 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Flood Risk Blank Response 
This is a blank response and does 

not require an officer response. 

680 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Flood Risk A 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

858 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Flood Risk 

I don't feel it is possible to agree with any of these options-no 

development or redevelopment should occur on blue, red, yellow and 

flood hotspots.  Any such building will have an impact in other areas and 

affect wildlife, habitat and damage to nearby properties. There needs to 

be an assessment of the flood risk so that our information is correct and 

up to date with the correct areas identified as flood zones where 

building does not occur. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 
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takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

2945 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Flood Risk 

I see little point in promoting developments on land that ‘may’ be 

subject to flooding. If sufficient land can be discovered elsewhere, again 

as previously mentioned (brownbelt / retail) which is more than 

possible, none of the options appear supportable.  Avoiding areas of 

flooding will most likely prove financially beneficial in the long term with 

fewer considerations of maintenance and compensation. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

1066 

Neil 

Hickling 
Flood Risk 

I do not support any of the options as they do not appear to offer a 

solution to the flooding risks which would come with new 

development.  A prohibition should apply to development in flood hot 

spots.  Developers responses in flood liable areas is considered 

inadequate. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 
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National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

942 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Flood Risk Blank entry Blank entry 

1980 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Flood Risk 

I think the SWDPR should: 

D. Identify known areas associated with flooding caused by surface-

water run-off and only allow development that could affect such areas if 

they contribute or resolve existing problems before development 

commences. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1151 

Mrs 

Jenny 

Wilks 

Flood Risk continue with a, but also consider c 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1266 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Flood Risk Options a and c would be sensible to help alleviate flooding issues. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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1611 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Flood Risk B. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1973 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Flood Risk option a 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

4286 

Mr 

Paul 

Brown 

Flood Risk 
Item d in Option 32 “or resolve” needs to come out, and “to relief of” 

needs to replace it. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3577 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Flood Risk 

Section a - SWDP 28C – I believe that there is plenty of “developable 

land “outside the areas of High Risk that can be used for housing and 

industry etc. 

Section b – very wary of this as it is only in 2016 (February) that the 

levels for these risks were changed and increased. The Environment 

Agency are the best people to keep on top of this and so our policy 

could easily be linked to their “zones”. 

Paragraph 14.4 – I believe that "developments should avoid large hard 

surfaced areas" should be included within this policy and should not 

only include "new developments" but should include all developments. 

The word "large" must also be specified to avoid ambiguity. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1661 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Flood Risk 

I am opposed to all four of the options.  None offers an acceptable 

solution to the risks associated with flooding and new development. An 

alternative should be adopted that prevents all development within 

blue, red and yellow zones, and flood hotspots. Where areas are prone 

to flooding, at any risk level, new development has the potential to 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 
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exacerbate flooding downstream, pollute existing watercourses and 

wildlife habitat, and to damage properties. There is sufficient land 

available outside of existing flood zones to enable SWDPR to avoid 

completely existing flood zones. 

Development in flood hotspots should be outright prohibited. 

Developers will propose various flood mitigation measures such as 

SuDS, but these are often poorly designed and installed. They require 

long-term maintenance that may or may not be undertaken and is not 

enforceable. 

The existing flood mapping held by the Environment Agency (EA) is out 

of date (by their own admission). The assessment of flood risk locally sits 

with the LLFA (Lead Local Flood Authority) at County Council level but by 

their own admission they are not able to update the flood maps that are 

held by the EA.  This results in incorrect flood mapping data being in the 

public domain. As a result developers may make applications about sites 

that are at greater risk of flooding than recognised by the LLFA and the 

EA.  This disjointed approach is a known risk and the proper way to 

mitigate this is to avoid development all together within any blue, red, 

yellow or flood hotspot zone, as the local Authorities / EA do not have 

the resources necessary to obtain and maintain accurate flood data.  For 

the above reasons, an alternative option is essential and we strongly 

object to all four of the above options proposed by the SWDPR. 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies. 

All flood mapping data that has 

been collated for the 2019 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment is 

the latest available at the time of 

plan making - individual 

developments which require 

individual Flood Risk Assessments 
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will also need to use up to date 

information, including appropriate 

allowances for climate change and 

must consider the cumulative 

impacts.  

1589 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Flood Risk 

All four options are strongly REJECTED.  None of the options proposed 

offer an acceptable solution to the risks associated with flooding and 

new development.  An alternative option should be adopted that 

prevents all development within blue, red, yellow zones, and ‘flood 

hotspots’.  Where areas are prone to flooding, at any risk level, new 

development has the potential to worsen the flooding for others 

‘downstream’, to pollute existing watercourses, wildlife habitat and to 

inflict flooding damage on properties.  There is sufficient land available 

outside existing flood zones and SWDPR should completely avoid 

existing flood zones. 

Development in flood hotspots should be outright prohibited.  Flood 

mitigation measures such as SuDS, are often poorly designed and 

installed, and required long-term maintenance that is not carried out, 

and not enforceable.  Trying to tame inherent flood hotspots is a fool’s 

errand that should be prohibited. 

The existing flood mapping held by the Environment Agency (EA) is also 

out of date and new flood risk data is not correctly recorded.  This 

means flood risk data is different to the actual flood risk and allows 

developers to make applications to sites that may be at a greater risk of 

flooding than recognised by the LLFA and the EA.  This disjointed 

approach is a known risk and the proper way to mitigate this is to avoid 

development all together within any blue, red, yellow or flood hotspot 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 
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zone.  For the above reasons, an alternative option is essential for the 

SWDPR and all four of the options proposed are REJECTED. 

  

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies. 

All flood mapping data that has 

been collated for the 2019 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment is 

the latest available at the time of 

plan making - individual 

developments which require 

individual Flood Risk Assessments 

will also need to use up to date 

information, including appropriate 

allowances for climate change and 

must consider the cumulative 

impacts.  

1694 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Flood Risk 

All four options are strongly REJECTED.  None of the options proposed 

are acceptable.  An alternative option should be adopted that prevents 

all development within blue, red, yellow zones, and ‘flood 

hotspots’.  Where areas are prone to flooding, at any risk level, new 

development should be prohibited.  There is sufficient land available 

outside existing flood zones and SWDPR should completely avoid 

existing flood zones.  Development in flood hotspots should be outright 

prohibited.  Flood mitigation measures such as SuDS require long-term 

maintenance that is not carried out and not enforceable.  Trying to tame 

inherent flood hotspots is a fool’s errand that should be prohibited. 

The existing flood mapping held by the Environment Agency (EA) is also 

out of date and new flood risk data is not correctly recorded which is 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 
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allowing developers to make applications to sites that may be at a 

greater risk of flooding than recognised by the LLFA and the EA.  The 

answer is simple - avoid development all together within any blue, red, 

yellow or flood hotspot zone. 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies. 

All flood mapping data that has 

been collated for the 2019 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment is 

the latest available at the time of 

plan making - individual 

developments which require 

individual Flood Risk Assessments 

will also need to use up to date 

information, including appropriate 

allowances for climate change and 

must consider the cumulative 

impacts.  

1719 

Mr 

Alan 
Flood Risk 

All four options should be rejected as none offer an acceptable solution 

to the risks associated with flooding and new development. Instead an 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 
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Tidy alternative option should be adopted that prohibits all development 

within blue, red and yellow zones and "flood hotspots". Where areas are 

prone to any risk of flooding, then any new development has the 

propensity to worsen the flooding for others located downstream with 

the consequential effects of pollution to existing watercourses and 

wildlife habitats as well as flood damage to properties. There is 

sufficient land available outside of existing flood zones and hotspots to 

enable SWDPR to completely avoid any further development in such 

areas. 

Developers will propose various flood mitigation measurers such as 

SuDS but these are often poorly designed, sited and installed and the 

reality is that they require long term maintenance which is often hard if 

not impossible to enforce.  Attempting to inhibit the effects of known 

flood spots is akin to King Canute holding back the tide and the only 

certain course to avoid any deleterious impact is to prohibit all 

development in such areas. 

It should also be noted that the current flood maps held by the 

Environment Agency are (by their own admission) out of date and new 

flood risk data is not being correctly identified or recorded. The 

information held by Worcestershire County Council as  the Lead Local 

Flood Authority is therefore incorrect and as a result the data in the 

public domain can be erroneously used by developers to make 

applications for sites which are ostensibly at low risk from flooding 

when the reality is somewhat different. In the absence of sufficient 

resources being made available to the County Council and the 

Environment Agency, the only way avoid this know discrepancy in data, 

is to prohibit any development on any blue, red, yellow or flood hotspot 

zones. 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies. 

All flood mapping data that has 

been collated for the 2019 

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment is 

the latest available at the time of 
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plan making - individual 

developments which require 

individual Flood Risk Assessments 

will also need to use up to date 

information, including appropriate 

allowances for climate change and 

must consider the cumulative 

impacts.  

2106 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Flood Risk 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to Options 

30-37 but do nevertheless reserve the right to comment further on this 

in so far as it may affect our client’s land interests. 

  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2315 

Paul 

Gregory 
Flood Risk 

I strongly disagree with all four statements. I firmly believe that there is 

no option available but to not allow any development. 

Recent developments in Tewkesbury between Newtown and Priors Park 

have clearly demonstrated that developing a flood risk areas will never 

fully resolve the situation you have with the natural water table. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

2774 

Mr 

Denis 

Bennett 

Flood Risk 
We believe all the options are unacceptable and that there should be no 

development within existing flood plains, and existing flood hotspots. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

3010 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Flood Risk Recommend continuation of  existing policy here 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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3007 

Keith 

Bridgewater 
Flood Risk 

All areas prone to flooding and ANY level should not be used for 

development. Development has the potential to make flooding worse, 

to pollute waterways and damage wild life habitat. Flood avoidance 

remedies put forward by developers are not workable. Flood site 

development should be prohibited. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

4236 

Mr 

M 
Flood Risk 

There may be instances where development will need to be located in 

areas at risk of flooding, in accordance with the NPPF development 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 
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Tredwell should only be allowed in areas at risk of flooding where a flood risk 

assessment has been provided and the criteria set out in paragraph 163 

have been met. This should be acknowledged within the proposed 

changes to SWDP28c. 

the Preferred Options.    

4213 

Mr 

Richard 

Salmon 

Flood Risk 

Flooding has become a bigger issue as more housing has been built on 

green areas that have traditionally acted as drainage. With climate 

change, coupled with the SWDP, I'm concerned that this will put current 

housing at risk to flooding in the future. Drainage has been 

underestimated in the past. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

Systems are incorporated to 

alleviate stress caused by 

development regarding flood risk 

and the likely impact of potential 

increase in flood risk. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

464 

Severn Trent 

Water 
SuDS 

Mixture of b and c. Make SuDS required for all developments unless 

proven exceptional circumstances and that they demonstrate the 3 

objectives of SuDS are taken into account. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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531 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

SuDS 

The commentary highlights that on-going maintenance of SuDS 

components are not clear cut, and accordingly NONE of the above 

options are an acceptable way forward for adoption in the SWDP. 

Inherent flood risk areas and ‘flood hotspots’ are subject to surface 

water flooding in perpetuity and the reality is that SuDS do not provide 

the permanent solution required. Development on sites known to have 

inherent ’flood hotspots’ should simply be prohibited (see suggestion / 

comments in Option 32 above). 

Thus, outright prohibition to development in any flood risk area should 

be a priority. In addition, developers should only be allowed to develop 

sites, particularly ‘flood hotspot’ sites if a capital sum is placed in Trust, 

before any development takes place, the income from which is sufficient 

to provide annual maintenance, repair and periodic replacement of the 

SuDS components in perpetuity. As tax payers we cannot allow poor 

planning / poor policy decisions to place liability on public resources in 

perpetuity, when a more robust approach can be taken at this stage i.e. 

prohibit development in any flood risk areas and force developers to 

remain permanently responsible for SDS where installed. 

Option 33a should be adopted with the amendment that developers are 

required to deal with SuDS maintenance in perpetuity i.e. the lifetime of 

the flood risk not just the lifetime of SuDS components. 

Option 33b should also be adopted. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options – SuDS are 

a system put in place to alleviate 

issues on the data available. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   
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742 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
SuDS 

Due to the increased likelihood of flooding incidents due to global 

warming, the sustainable drainage requirements should be 

strengthened.  Providing requirements (needs to be stronger than 

guidance) on how developers should deal with the management and 

maintenance of SuDS components during their lifetime. We also support 

options b and c.  We particularly support the use of balancing ponds 

which not only help prevent flooding but also provide valuable habitats 

for wildlife. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

615 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 
SuDS 

We would strongly argue that all 3 of these proposals should be carried 

forward as all 3 elements are important in delivering high quality SUDS 

that deliver their potential multiple functions. We would recommend 

that you approach the relevant CABA groups, the LLFA, EA and the 

Worcestershire GI Partnership for further discussion around this 

important area. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

806 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

SuDS 

Developers direct storm water to man made depressions in the ground 

to form a SuDs pond. The grassed-over hollow, left behind, represents 

an un-useable space in terms of recreation and are regarded as a risk 

area to young children. A policy should be created that requires a more 

imaginative solution that leaves a flat surface. 

The latest SuDs regulation with regard to soakaways, restricts them to 

being more than 5m from the property and 2m from any boundary. This 

restriction makes modest extensions to modern developments within 

their tiny gardens impossible. A policy of dispensation for limited 

extensions should formed. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account  in determining 

the Preferred Options.  

SUDS implementations vary and 

therefore it is difficult to 

generalise. While they usually 

form part of the green 

infrastructure of a site, some 

involve ponds and water features, 

others are buried underground, 

and others are landscaped and 

difficult to identify from the 

surface. It is unclear what is meant 

by “risk area to young children” in 
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this response, however when 

considering planning applications 

planning policy requires 

development to be safe and 

secure for all residents and visitors 

(SWDP 21) xiv. There are technical 

guidelines which are followed in 

the development of SUDS 

schemes relating to safety in 

construction, use and 

maintenance. 

Developers are required to 

demonstrate that SUDS schemes 

will benefit water habitat and 

biodiversity, but recreation can 

also play an important part where 

appropriate. Detailed guidance on 

SUDS techniques, implementation 

and maintenance is given in the 

South Worcestershire Water 

Management and Flooding 

Supplementary Planning 

Document 

There is already in place 'limited 

extensions' to dwellings available 

under GPDO. 

3270 Canal & River SuDS We consider that all three options are relevant. The trust wish to have Comments are noted and will be 
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Trust early engagement in any proposal adjacent to our canals to where 

possible promote the option to drain into them is considered where 

both water quality and quantity is acceptable. 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3089 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
SuDS C 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2549 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
SuDS 

 

 

This is a blank entry and does not 

require an officer response. 

2297 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

SuDS 

i) All proposals in Option 33 have merit. In a), regardless of guidance, it 

should be a requirement that developer’s proposals include lifetime 

management and maintenance plans. 

ii) In c) there may be sites, because of limited size, and ground 

conditions where SuDS are not practicable. It is likely that proposal c) 

will have to have a carefully worded exclusion clause. 

iii) All developments depending on soakaways should have test results 

to BRE Digest 365 tests, carried out and reported in full. Again some 

exclusions may be necessary for small developments/extensions but 

proof that drainage will be effective should be provided. 

iv) Adoption of SuDS is an issue that must be resolved if SuDS are to be 

compulsory. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2387 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
SuDS 

We certainly support a. and b. We are not sure whether c. is required 

for very small developments which are not likely to increase flood risk, 

although all larger developments should certainly provide SuDs. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2909 Schroders UK SuDS Agree that a policy should be devised in respect of SUDS. We would also Comments are noted and will be 
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Property Fund request the Council ensures that the contribution of SUDS to GI 

provision should be clearly defined and that SUDS should form part of GI 

on a site. It should also be noted that in certain cases it wont be possible 

to provide a full range of SUDS provision owing to local circumstances. 

This should not be factored against an individual development. 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

986 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 
SuDS 

All three, but to allow SuDS provision on small sites (e.g. less than 10 

units or the commercial equivalent) to be provided off-site by means of 

a financial contribution. This could then be used to contribute to 

reducing run-off elsewhere (see Option 32 above). 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options and 

incorporated into our policy 

update. 

  

1219 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
SuDS Yes to b and c only. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1859 

Malvern Town 

Council 
SuDS Agree will all three options. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1309 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

SuDS 

In relation to Policy SWDP 29: Sustainable Drainage Systems, although 

guidance would be welcomed with regard to the management and 

maintenance of SuDS, it is the case that the responsibility for their 

management and maintenance will depend on the location and type of 

development. In addition, it is considered that Policy SWDP30, as 

currently worded, already requires that SuDS are provided in all 

development proposals. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1771 

AddisonRees 

Planning 
SuDS a 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 
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Consultancy Ltd the Preferred Options.    

2158 

Platform 

Housing Group 
SuDS 

We consider that a policy that provides more guidance on what is 

expected of developers in relation to SuDS would be helpful, particularly 

in relation to management and maintenance. However, we consider this 

should take account of what has ‘worked’ on contemporary scheme in 

South Worcestershire and what has not worked. 

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites – it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all developments to incorporate them. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

2250 Natural England SuDS 

We would welcome an approach which encourages the identification of 

opportunities to incorporate a range of deliverable Sustainable Drainage 

Systems which promote the enhancement of biodiversity by making 

connections to existing Green Infrastructure assets. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options – whilst this 

policy requirement is already 

contained with SWDP 29 (vii) and 

described in more detail in the 

South Worcestershire Water 

Management and Flooding 

Supplementary Planning 

Document; we will consider how 

to integrate the requirement more 

fully into the section on SUDS to 

make it clear that in planning 

SUDS this should also be 

undertaken. 

2687 Broadway Trust SuDS General support. Comments are noted and will be 
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taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2830 Jessup Ltd SuDS 

We consider that a policy that provides more guidance on what is 

expected of developers in relation to SuDS would be helpful, particularly 

in relation to management and maintenance. However, we consider this 

should take account of what has 'worked' on contemporary scheme in 

South Worcestershire and what has not worked. 

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites - it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all development to incorporate them. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

2863 

2 Counties 

Construction 
SuDS 

We consider that a policy that provides more guidance on what is 

expected of developers in relation to SuDS would be helpful, particularly 

in relation to management and maintenance. However, we consider this 

should take account of what has ‘worked’ on contemporary scheme in 

South Worcestershire and what has not worked.  

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites – it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all developments to incorporate them.  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3377 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
SuDS 

In relation to Policy SWDP 29: Sustainable Drainage Systems, although 

guidance would be welcomed with regard to the management and 

maintenance of SuDS, it is the case that the responsibility for their 

management and maintenance will depend on the location and type of 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 
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development. In addition, it is considered that Policy SWDP 30, as 

currently worded, already requires that SuDS are provided in all 

development proposals. 

3839 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
SuDS 

We consider that a policy that provides more guidance on what is 

expected of developers in relation to SuDS would be helpful, particularly 

in relation to management and maintenance. However, we consider this 

should take account of what has ‘worked’ on contemporary scheme in 

South Worcestershire and what has not worked. 

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites – it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all developments to incorporate them. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

3248 

Gleeson 

Strategic Land 

Limited 

SuDS 

There is a need for local authorities to provide guidance on the 

management and maintenance of SUDS during their lifetime, so Choice 

a is important. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3305 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

SuDS 

We agree that a policy should be devised in respect of SUDS. We would 

also request that the Council ensures that the contribution of SUDS to 

green infrastructure provision should be clearly defined and that SUDS 

should form part of the green infrastructure provision on any given 

site.  Furthermore, it should be noted that in certain cases it will not be 

possible to provide a full range of SUDS provision owing to local 

circumstances.  This should not be taken as a factor against individual 

development proposals and alternative means of retarding surface 

water run-off should be considered to be acceptable. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

4171 Richborough SuDS We consider that a policy that provides more guidance on what is Comments are noted and will be 
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Estates expected of developers in relation to SuDS would be helpful, particularly 

in relation to management and maintenance. 

However, we consider this should take account of what has ‘worked’ on 

contemporary scheme in South Worcestershire and what has not 

worked. 

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites – it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all developments to incorporate them. 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

3609 

North Oak 

Homes 
SuDS 

We consider that a policy that provides more guidance on what is 

expected of developers in relation to SuDS would be helpful, particularly 

in relation to management and maintenance. 

However, we consider this should take account of what has ‘worked’ on 

contemporary scheme in South Worcestershire and what has not 

worked. 

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites – it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all developments to incorporate them. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

3899 

Warwickshire 

College 
SuDS 

Agree that a policy should be devised in respect of SuDS. Also request 

that the Council ensures that the contribution of SuDS to GI provision 

should be clearly defined. Furthermore, should not noted that in certain 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 
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cases it will not be possible to provide a full range of SuDS provision; this 

should not be taken as a factor against individual development 

proposals. 

the Preferred Options.    

  

3983 Madresfield SuDS 

We agree that a policy should be devised in respect of SUDS. We would 

also request that the Council ensures that the contribution of SUDS to 

green infrastructure provision should be clearly defined and that SUDS 

should form part of the green infrastructure provision on any given 

site.  Furthermore, it should be noted that in certain cases it will not be 

possible to provide a full range of SUDS provision owing to local 

circumstances.  This should not be taken as a factor against individual 

development proposals and alternative means of retarding surface 

water run-off should be considered to be acceptable. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

4048 

Platform 

Housing Group 
SuDS 

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites – it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all developments to incorporate them. 

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites – it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all developments to incorporate them. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

4088 Newland Homes SuDS 

We consider that a policy that provides more guidance on what is 

expected of developers in relation to SuDS would be helpful, particularly 

in relation to management and maintenance. However, we consider this 

should take account of what has ‘worked’ on contemporary scheme in 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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South Worcestershire and what has not worked. 

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites – it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all developments to incorporate them. 

4136 Piper Homes SuDS 

We consider that a policy that provides more guidance on what is 

expected of developers in relation to SuDS would be helpful, particularly 

in relation to management and maintenance. However, we consider this 

should take account of what has ‘worked’ on contemporary schemes in 

South Worcestershire and what has not worked. 

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites – it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all developments to incorporate them. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.  

4283 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 
SuDS 

In relation to Policy SWDP 29: Sustainable Drainage Systems, although 

guidance would be welcomed with regard to the management and 

maintenance of SuDS, it is the case that the responsibility for their 

management and maintenance will depend on the location and type of 

development. In addition, it is considered that Policy SWDP30, as 

currently worded, already requires that SuDS are provided in all 

development proposals. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

4380 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

SuDS 

In theory this is fine but And after their lifetime ? Who maintains ? Who 

knows where they are? Who supports the householder with an 

unsustainable Suds system. It must be a requirement for a developer to 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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Division) provide a mechanism to deal with silting, a plan to show where system 

is and how to gain access. It must be a requirement legally for 

householders to pass this information on to the next purchaser. Suds 

systems are proving unsustainable in practical reality. 

4396 

Environment 

Agency 
SuDS 

We support option B to secure water quality and wider environmental 

benefits. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

4451 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

SuDS 

Guidance on how developers should deal with the management and 

maintenance of Suds components would be useful for developers and 

technical consultants when preparing planning applications. Therefore, 

Bloor Homes support Option 33a. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

84 Prosser SuDS 

The SWDPR should provide guidance and/or requirements on how 

developers should deal with the management and maintenance of SuDS 

components throughout their lifetime. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

121 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

SuDS 

The SWDPR should provide guidance and / or requirements on how 

developers should deal with the management and maintenance of Suds 

components throughout their lifetime; require developers to 

demonstrate that the three objectives of SuDs; to control the quantity 

and rate of run-off from a development; to improve the quality of the 

run-off; and to enhance the nature conservation, landscape and amenity 

value of the site and its surroundings, will have equal standing; 

and develop a policy that requires SuDS are provided on all 

development proposals unless in exceptional circumstances. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

151 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

SuDS Yes to all of these. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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194 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

SuDS All of these 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

403 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

SuDS 

Options "b" and "c". It should be the responsibility of developers to 

understand what is needed and to make professional proposals hence 

option "a" should not be needed. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

431 

Mrs 

Shelagh 

Thorne 

SuDS Option a. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

497 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

SuDS (b) 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

823 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

SuDS 

Option 33 a - should be adopted with the amendment that developers 

are required to deal with SuDS maintenance in PERPETUITY i.e. the 

lifetime of the flood risk not just the lifetime of SuDS components.  

Option 33b should also be adopted. 

However my preferred option is outright rejection of any development 

in any flood risk area especially as on-going maintenance of SuDS 

components are not clear, and accordingly none of the options are an 

acceptable way forward for adoption in the SWDP.  Inherent flood risk 

areas and flood hotspots are subject to surface water flooding in 

perpetuity and the reality is that SuDS does NOT provide a permanent 

solution. 

in addition developers should ONLY be allowed to develop sites, 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 
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particularly flood hotspot sites if a capital sum is placed in Trust BEFORE 

any development takes place, with the income sufficient to provide 

annual maintenance, repair and periodic replacement of the SuDS 

components in perpetuity to ensure developers remain permanently 

responsible for where SuDS is installed. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

2456 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

SuDS B, C 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2731 

Craig 

Muncaster 
SuDS 

The commentary highlights that on-going maintenance of SuDS 

components are not definitive, and accordingly none of the above 

options are an acceptable way forward for adoption in the SWDP. 

See comments in Option 32. 

Outright prohibition to development in any flood risk area should be a 

priority. Developers should only be allowed to develop sites, particularly 

flood hotspot sites, if a capital sum is provided to cover ongoing 

maintenance of any preventive measures required. 

Option 33a should be adopted with the amendment that developers are 

required to deal with SuDS maintenance in perpetuity. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 
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Option 33b should also be adopted. housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

1242 

Daniel 

Harding 
SuDS 

SuDS only provide a temporary fix and the developers will be long gone 

when (not if), flood problems emerge because inherent flood spots 

cannot be accurately predicted or controlled. 

Development in flood risk areas should be prohibited NOT encouraged. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options - SuDS are a 

system put in place to alleviate 

issues based on the available data. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 
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housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

1490 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

SuDS c 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1685 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

SuDS Blank Response 
This is a blank response and does 

not require an officers response. 

681 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

SuDS C 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1067 

Neil 

Hickling 
SuDS 

I do not support any of the options a, b or c.  As stated above no 

development should be allowed in flood risk areas. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 
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Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

1123 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

SuDS 
SuDS, and a realistic plan for funding and carrying out future 

maintenance of SuDS, should be mandatory in all developments. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options and 

incorporated into policy update. 
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943 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

SuDS Blank entry 
This is a blank entry and does not 

require an officer response. 

1981 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

SuDS 

I think the SWDPR: 

B.) Require developers to demonstrate that the three objectives of 

SuDs; to control the quantity and rate of run-off from a development; 

to improve the quality of the run-off; and to enhance the nature 

conservation, landscape and amenity value of the site and its 

surroundings, will have equal standing. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1271 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

SuDS 
Please use b and c as they should have a positive impact in terms of 

sustainable drainage systems. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1612 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

SuDS 
B. Too many developers get away with doing nothing or the bare 

minimum. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1974 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

SuDS option b 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3578 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

SuDS 

I believe that this Policy is working well but there needs to be a 

statement in the policy that they are to be maintained by the developer 

for the lifetime of the development. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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1662 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

SuDS 

I have commented under Option 32 about the problems with SuDS and 

will not repeat that here.  

Option 33a should be adopted with the amendment that developers are 

required to deal with SuDS maintenance in perpetuity and not just for 

the lifetime of SuDS components. 

Option 33b should also be adopted. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1591 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

SuDS 

The commentary highlights that on-going maintenance of SuDS 

components are not clear cut, and accordingly none of the above 

options provide a proper way forward for the SWDP.  Inherent flood risk 

areas and flood hotspots are subject to surface water flooding in 

perpetuity and the reality is that SuDS do not provide the permanent 

solution required.  Trying to tame inherent flood hotspots is a fool’s 

errand and development on such sites should simply be strictly 

prohibited (see suggestion / comments in Option 32). 

Outright prohibition to development in any flood risk area should be a 

priority, in addition developers should only be allowed to develop sites, 

particularly flood hotspot sites if a capital sum is placed in Trust, before 

any development takes place, the income from which is sufficient to 

provide annual maintenance, repair and periodic replacement of the 

SuDS components in perpetuity.  As tax payers we cannot allow poor 

planning / poor policy decisions to place liability on public resources in 

perpetuity, when a more robust approach can be taken at this stage ie. 

prohibit development in any flood risk areas and force developers to 

remain permanently responsible for SUDS where installed. 

Option 33a should be adopted with the amendment that developers are 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 
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required to deal with SuDS maintenance in perpetuity i.e. the lifetime of 

the flood risk not just the lifetime of SuDS components. 

Option 33b should also be adopted. 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

1695 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

SuDS 

The commentary highlights that on-going maintenance of SuDS 

components are not clear cut and none of the options set out provide a 

proper solution.  Flood risk areas and flood hotspots are subject to 

surface water flooding in perpetuity and the reality is that SuDS do not 

provide the permanent solution required.  Trying to tame inherent flood 

hotspots is a fool’s errand and development on such sites should simply 

be strictly prohibited (see suggestion / comments in Option 32). 

Where development does take place, the developer should bear the full 

in perpetuity cost of SuDS annual maintenance, repair and periodic 

replacement of the SuDS components by placing an independently 

determined capital sum in Trust, before any development takes place, 

the income from which is sufficient to cover all costs in perpetuity.  As 

tax payers we cannot allow poor planning / poor policy decisions to 

place liability on public resources in perpetuity, when a more robust 

approach can be taken at this stage i.e. prohibit development in any 

flood risk areas and force developers to remain permanently responsible 

for SUDS where installed. 

Option 33a should be adopted with the amendment that developers are 

required to deal with SuDS maintenance in perpetuity i.e. the lifetime of 

the flood risk not just the lifetime of SuDS components. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 
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Option 33b should also be adopted be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

The long term maintenance of 

SUDS schemes is required by 

SWDP policy 29(A) iii. Further 

information on SUDS maintenance 

can be found in the South 

Worcestershire Water 

Management and Flooding 

Supplementary Planning 

Document 

1720 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

SuDS 

Flood risk areas and flood hotspots are subject to surface water flooding 

in perpetuity and it is obvious that SuDS cannot provide a permanent 

solution. No development in Flood Zones or Flood Hotspots should be 

allowed (see comments on Option 32). 

In the absence of any such prohibition, if any development is permitted 

in a flood zone or hotspot then the developer should be required to 

place a capital sum in Trust in advance of any development to ensure a 

future income stream for the cost of the annual maintenance repair and 

periodic replacement of the SuDS in perpetuity. A more robust approach 

needs to be taken to the known issue of legacy maintenance of SuDs so 

that the inherent costs do not fall on the already overburdened tax 

payer. As such Option 33a should be adopted so that developers are 

required to deal with SuDs maintenance in perpetuity. Option 33b 

should also be adopted. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 
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National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

2108 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
SuDS 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to Options 

30-37 but do nevertheless reserve the right to comment further on this 

in so far as it may affect our client’s land interests. 

  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2063 

Mr 

Edward 

Hingham 

SuDS 
In certain weather conditions obnoxious smells emanate from the 

sewage works at least as far as Guarlford Rd 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2334 

Jan 

Russell 
SuDS C 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3011 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

SuDS 
Further guidance would probably be helpful – to ensure that developers 

install SuDs that are effective and safe.  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3462 Johnson SuDS In relation to Policy SWDP 29: Sustainable Drainage Systems, although Comments are noted and will be 
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Brothers guidance would be welcomed with regard to the management and 

maintenance of SuDS, it is the case that the responsibility for their 

management and maintenance will depend on the location and type of 

development. In addition, it is considered that Policy SWDP 30, as 

currently worded, already requires that SuDS are provided in all 

development proposals. 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

3787 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

SuDS 

We consider that a policy that provides more guidance on what is 

expected of developers in relation to SuDS would be helpful, particularly 

in relation to management and maintenance. 

However, we consider this should take account of what has ‘worked’ on 

contemporary scheme in South Worcestershire and what has not 

worked. 

Fundamentally, the role of SuDS should be focussed on the control of 

surface water. Ecological, landscape and amenity benefits are secondary 

and should not be given the same level of weight. We do not agree SuDS 

should be required on all sites – it is very likely that it would be 

impossible for all developments to incorporate them. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

4237 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

SuDS 

In relation to Policy SWDP 29: Sustainable Drainage Systems, although 

guidance would be welcomed with regard to the management and 

maintenance of SuDS, it is the case that the responsibility for their 

management and maintenance will depend on the location and type of 

development. In addition, it is considered that Policy SWDP30, as 

currently worded, already requires that SuDS are provided in all 

development proposals. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

465 

Severn Trent 

Water 
Water Quality Severn Trent is supportive of options a, c and d. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 
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the Preferred Options.    

511 

Charlton Parish 

Council 
Water Quality 

a - yes 

b - yes 

c - If culverts are to be opened up this needs to be done with the 

agreement of the Env Agency taking into account Natural Flood 

Management projects going on in the catchment. 

d - yes 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

533 

Middle 

Battenhall Farm 

Land Action 

Group 

Water Quality 

The risk of compromising water quality not only includes the output 

from the new development but also the construction process. Where 

development occurs within existing flood risk areas or 'flood hotspots', 

this construction pollution risk is greatly increased un-necessarily and is 

not monitored closely enough. It is suggested that neither development 

nor construction should be permitted in any flood risk zone (blue, 

yellow, red or 'flood hotspot') to reduce the chances of construction 

pollutants being drawn into the watercourses. 

As there are sufficient other sites outside of the flood risk zones / 'flood 

hotspots', there is no reason to place development in these areas at all. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 
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location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

743 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Water Quality 

Options a and d should be adopted.  Option b would presumably only be 

appropriate in some cases, and these would need to be specified. We 

are also unsure that option c would be applicable to all developments. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

616 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 
Water Quality 

We consider that all 4 of the proposals should be carried forward into 

the refreshed SWDP. Between them they offer real opportunities to 

assist in improving water quality in line with guidance and legal 

requirements. Doing so could also deliver significant benefits for wildlife 

across the SWCs area and so would be supported by the Trust. We 

would recommend that you approach the relevant CABA groups, the 

LLFA, EA and the Worcestershire GI Partnership for further discussion 

around this important area. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

807 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Water Quality a, b, c and d        We support these proposals. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3090 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Water Quality A or B 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2550 North Claines Water Quality Agree with all four options. Comments are noted and will be 
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Parish Council taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2298 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Water Quality 

i) All proposals in Option 34 have merit but the “opening up” of culverts 

requires further explanation. 

ii) Proposal d) with respect to water harvesting and grey water recycling 

are particularly supported. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

  

2388 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Water Quality 

We are not sure of the best mechanism to achieve this objective. 

Presumably it would be either a. or b. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2910 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 
Water Quality 

We do not consider a land use base policy should be introduced for 

water quality as it would be onerous and inconsistent with the principle 

of avoiding dual regulatory control. This can be controlled by other 

means. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

1220 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Water Quality Yes to d only. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1860 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Water Quality Agree with all four options. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1310 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Water Quality 

Whilst it is acknowledged that the SWDPR is seeking to ensure that 

development does not adversely affect the water cycle in terms of 

supply and quality, it is considered that as development proposals will 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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be assessed against the Water Environment (Water Framework 

Objective) (England and Wales) Regulations 2003, through consultation 

with The Environment Agency and other statutory drainage bodies. 

Therefore, including such provisions within a policy is therefore 

considered to be unnecessary. 

1400 

Abberley Parish 

Council 
Water Quality 

Option a, but Abberley Parish Council does not wish to see this achieved 

via adjustments of existing land contours and levels. 

  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

1402 

Abberley Parish 

Council 
Water Quality 

Option a is preferred, but this should not be achieved by re-contouring 

the land under development. 

  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

  

  

1772 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Water Quality c and d 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2159 

Platform 

Housing Group 
Water Quality 

In response to c. - we are aware of the EA requirements to open up 

culverts and this can be problematic. These requirements can cause 

delays to development, can sterilise sites and ultimately result in 

refusals of permission on sites that should be supported for new 

development (whether commercial or residential). Without grant 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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funding and mechanisms to assist with this process, it is simply another 

hurdle to development that is a ‘nice to have’, but should not be a ‘have 

to have’.  

It is not clear whether a. should be required on all developments, and if 

so, why this would be a requirement above and beyond normal 

standards. 

Rainwater harvesting methods such as butts are acceptable and widely 

utilised. More complex methods of harvesting are fraught with difficulty 

because of legal matters such as ownership, management and 

maintenance. Moreover, drainage from adopted highway going into a 

greywater recycling system may be resisted by the highways authority. 

It would be helpful to understand what feedback has been given by 

them. 

2688 Broadway Trust Water Quality Yes. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2831 Jessup Ltd Water Quality 

In response to c. - we are aware of the EA requirements to open up 

culverts and this can be problematic. These requirements can cause 

delays to development, can sterilise sites and ultimately result in 

refusals of permission on sites that should be supported for new 

development (whether commercial or residential). Without grant 

funding and mechanisms to assist with this process, it is simply another 

hurdle to development that is 'nice to have' but should not be a 'have to 

have'. 

It is not clear whether a. should be required on all developments, and if 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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so, why this would be a requirement above and beyond normal 

standards. 

Rainwater harvesting methods such as butts are acceptable and widely 

utilised. More complex methods of harvesting are fraught with difficulty 

because of legal matters such as ownership, management and 

maintenance. Moreover, drainage from adopted highway going into a 

greywater recycling system may be resisted by the highways authority. 

It would be helpful to understand what feedback has been given by 

them. 

2865 

2 Counties 

Construction 
Water Quality 

In response to c. - we are aware of the EA requirements to open up 

culverts and this can be problematic. These requirements can cause 

delays to development, can sterilise sites and ultimately result in 

refusals of permission on sites that should be supported for new 

development (whether commercial or residential). Without grant 

funding and mechanisms to assist with this process, it is simply another 

hurdle to development that is a ‘nice to have’, but should not be a ‘have 

to have’.  

It is not clear whether a. should be required on all developments, and if 

so, why this would be a requirement above and beyond normal 

standards. 

Rainwater harvesting methods such as butts are acceptable and widely 

utilised. More complex methods of harvesting are fraught with difficulty 

because of legal matters such as ownership, management and 

maintenance. Moreover, drainage from adopted highway going into a 

greywater recycling system may be resisted by the highways authority. 

It would be helpful to understand what feedback has been given by 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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them. 

3374 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Water Quality 

In relation to Policy SWDP 29: Sustainable Drainage Systems, although 

guidance would be welcomed with regard to the management and 

maintenance of SuDS, it is the case that the responsibility for their 

management and maintenance will depend on the location and type of 

development. In addition, it is considered that Policy SWDP 30, as 

currently worded, already requires that SuDS are provided in all 

development proposals. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

3840 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Water Quality 

In response to c. - we are aware of the EA requirements to open up 

culverts and this can be problematic. These requirements can cause 

delays to development, can sterilise sites and ultimately result in 

refusals of permission on sites that should be supported for new 

development (whether commercial or residential). Without grant 

funding and mechanisms to assist with this process, it is simply another 

hurdle to development that is a ‘nice to have’, but should not be a ‘have 

to have’. 

It is not clear whether a. should be required on all developments, and if 

so, why this would be a requirement above and beyond normal 

standards. 

Rainwater harvesting methods such as butts are acceptable and widely 

utilised. More complex methods of harvesting are fraught with difficulty 

because of legal matters such as ownership, management and 

maintenance. Moreover, drainage from adopted highway going into a 

greywater recycling system may be resisted by the highways authority. 

It would be helpful to understand what feedback has been given by 

them. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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3307 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Water Quality 

We do not consider that a land use base policy should be introduced in 

respect of water quality. This is a matter which can be controlled by 

other regulatory requirements and building regulations.  To introduce a 

further policy would be onerous and would not be consistent with the 

principle of avoiding dual regulatory control. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.   

4172 

Richborough 

Estates 
Water Quality 

In response to c. - we are aware of the EA requirements to open up 

culverts and this can be problematic. These requirements can cause 

delays to development, can sterilise sites and ultimately result in 

refusals of permission on sites that should be supported for new 

development (whether commercial or residential). Without grant 

funding and mechanisms to assist with this process, it is simply another 

hurdle to development that is a ‘nice to have’, but should not be a ‘have 

to have’. 

It is not clear whether a. should be required on all developments, and if 

so, why this would be a requirement above and beyond normal 

standards. 

Rainwater harvesting methods such as butts are acceptable and widely 

utilised. More complex methods of harvesting are fraught with difficulty 

because of legal matters such as ownership, management and 

maintenance. Moreover, drainage from adopted highway going into a 

greywater recycling system may be resisted by the highways authority. 

It would be helpful to understand what feedback has been given by 

them. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

3610 

North Oak 

Homes 
Water Quality 

In response to c. - we are aware of the EA requirements to open up 

culverts and this can be problematic. These requirements can cause 

delays to development, can sterilise sites and ultimately result in 

refusals of permission on sites that should be supported for new 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 
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development (whether commercial or residential). Without grant 

funding and mechanisms to assist with this process, it is simply another 

hurdle to development that is a ‘nice to have’, but should not be a ‘have 

to have’. 

It is not clear whether a. should be required on all developments, and if 

so, why this would be a requirement above and beyond normal 

standards. 

Rainwater harvesting methods such as butts are acceptable and widely 

utilised. More complex methods of harvesting are fraught with difficulty 

because of legal matters such as ownership, management and 

maintenance. Moreover, drainage from adopted highway going into a 

greywater recycling system may be resisted by the highways authority. 

It would be helpful to understand what feedback has been given by 

them. 

the Preferred Options.    

  

3900 

Warwickshire 

College 
Water Quality 

Do not consider that a land use based policy should be introduced in 

respect of water quality as it is a matter controlled by other regulatory 

requirements and Building Regulations. To introduce a further policy 

would be onerous and not consistent with the principle of avoiding dual 

regulatory control. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

3984 Madresfield Water Quality 

We do not consider that a land use based policy should be introduced in 

respect of water quality. This is a matter which can be controlled by 

other regulatory requirements and building regulations.  To introduce a 

further policy would be onerous and would not be consistent with the 

principle of avoiding dual regulatory control. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

4050 

Platform 

Housing Group 
Water Quality 

In response to c. - we are aware of the EA requirements to open up 

culverts and this can be problematic. These requirements can cause 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 
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delays to development, can sterilise sites and ultimately result in 

refusals of permission on sites that should be supported for new 

development (whether commercial or residential). Without grant 

funding and mechanisms to assist with this process, it is simply another 

hurdle to development that is a ‘nice to have’, but should not be a ‘have 

to have’. 

It is not clear whether a. should be required on all developments, and if 

so, why this would be a requirement above and beyond normal 

standards. 

Rainwater harvesting methods such as butts are acceptable and widely 

utilised. More complex methods of harvesting are fraught with difficulty 

because of legal matters such as ownership, management and 

maintenance. Moreover, drainage from adopted highway going into a 

greywater recycling system may be resisted by the highways authority. 

It would be helpful to understand what feedback has been given by 

them. 

the Preferred Options. 

4089 Newland Homes Water Quality 

In response to c. - we are aware of the EA requirements to open up 

culverts and this can be problematic. These requirements can cause 

delays to development, can sterilise sites and ultimately result in 

refusals of permission on sites that should be supported for new 

development (whether commercial or residential). Without grant 

funding and mechanisms to assist with this process, it is simply another 

hurdle to development that is a ‘nice to have’, but should not be a ‘have 

to have’. 

It is not clear whether a. should be required on all developments, and if 

so, why this would be a requirement above and beyond normal 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 
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standards. 

Rainwater harvesting methods such as butts are acceptable and widely 

utilised. More complex methods of harvesting are fraught with difficulty 

because of legal matters such as ownership, management and 

maintenance. Moreover, drainage from adopted highway going into a 

greywater recycling system may be resisted by the highways authority. 

It would be helpful to understand what feedback has been given by 

them. 

4137 Piper Homes Water Quality 

In response to c. - we are aware of the EA requirements to open up 

culverts and this can be problematic. These requirements can cause 

delays to development, can sterilise sites and ultimately result in 

refusals of permission on sites that should be supported for new 

development (whether commercial or residential). Without grant 

funding and mechanisms to assist with this process, it is simply another 

hurdle to development that is a ‘nice to have’, but should not be a ‘have 

to have’. 

It is not clear whether a. should be required on all developments, and if 

so, why this would be a requirement above and beyond normal 

standards. 

Rainwater harvesting methods such as butts are acceptable and widely 

utilised. More complex methods of harvesting are fraught with difficulty 

because of legal matters such as ownership, management and 

maintenance. Moreover, drainage from adopted highway going into a 

greywater recycling system may be resisted by the highways authority. 

It would be helpful to understand what feedback has been given by 

them. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 
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4284 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 
Water Quality 

Whilst it is acknowledged that the SWDPR is seeking to ensure that 

development does not adversely affect the water cycle in terms of 

supply and quality, it is considered that as development proposals will 

be assessed against the Water Environment (Water Framework 

Objective) (England and Wales) Regulations 2003, through consultation 

with The Environment Agency and other statutory drainage bodies. 

Therefore, including such provisions within a policy is therefore 

considered to be unnecessary. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

4381 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Water Quality 

a. Yes 

b. Yes 

c. Yes But in a secure way that prevents drowning re small children 

d. Yes but current suds mechanisms are unsustainable for the 

householder as they silt up 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

4397 

Environment 

Agency 
Water Quality 

Point A –support to prevent pollution of controlled waters. Point B. we 

would support this point with the addition of how future development 

can demonstrate/provide betterment to the water catchment and 

option on ‘seek to improve it’ (WFD status). This would have greater 

"positive impacts for the biodiversity, human health and pollution 

objectives" (cross referenced to your SA). Point C. we would agree and 

seek a policy requirement to ensure the opening of Culverts along with 

naturalisation of watercourse channels 

Note to above - We would expect your Council to help address WFD 

failures through its role as planner, issuing ordinary watercourse 

consents and as land manager. All watercourses in the district (and UK) 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options and may be 

incorporated into policy updates. 
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are duty bound to reach Good Ecological End 5 Status or Potential 

(GES/GEP) by 2027. It is essential that WFD is fully integrated into the 

Local Plan process and that all future development helps to address the 

issues that currently prevent the watercourse from achieving GES/GEP. 

14.12 - We support the reference to enhancing ‘water quality’ linked to 

Water Framework Directive (WFD) objectives. We would seek measures 

to improve water quality and water body status to help achieve good 

ecological status. 

The WCS will need to demonstrate that water quality is not impacted 

through the wastewater assessment, related to ‘point source’ pollution. 

14.15 suggests that the plan will provide a policy framework to ensure 

growth is sustainable and managed to protect (or where possible 

enhance – our emphasis) the water environment. 

4452 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) 

Limited 

Water Quality 
Bloor Homes are fully supportive of Option 34a due to resolving issues 

at the outset through the technical supporting information. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

85 Prosser Water Quality 

To ensure that water quality is not compromised in new development, 

the SWDPR should require developers to demonstrate how they will 

prevent new and existing development from contributing to or being put 

at unacceptable risk from, or being adversely affected by, unacceptable 

levels of water pollution. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

122 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Water Quality 

To ensure water quality is not compromised in new development, the 

SWDPR should require developers to demonstrate how they will prevent 

new and existing development from contributing to or being put at 

unacceptable risk from, or being adversely affected by unacceptable 

levels of water pollution; ensure that future development addresses the 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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issues that currently prevent the water catchment from achieving Good 

Ecological Status or seek to maintain it; introduce a requirement for the 

opening up of culverts; and introduce requirements for the inclusion of 

grey water recycling and rainwater harvesting methods into new 

development. 

152 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Water Quality 

A big issue (at least in rural areas) is the degradation and pollution of 

water courses and the erosion of topsoil through unhindered run-off 

from fields and 'green infrastructure'. Is there anything the SWDP can do 

about this? 

The degradation and pollution of 

water courses are issues that 

policy can do little about - this is a 

matter dealt with by local 

authority. 

Unfortunately, the erosion of 

topsoil is a natural occurrence 

after prolonged rainfall and/or 

flooding. 

195 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Water Quality 

The SWDPR should require developers to demonstrate how they will 

prevent new and existing development from contributing to or being put 

at unacceptable risk from, or being adversely affected by unacceptable 

levels of water pollution. In addition, the SWDPR should introduce 

requirements for the inclusion of grey water recycling and rainwater 

harvesting methods into new development. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

395 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Water Quality 
Options "a" and "b" are essential. Not sure about option "d" - it may 

seem excessive although I would prefer it. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

498 

Professor 

Hazel 

Kemshall 

Water Quality (a) 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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829 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Water Quality 

Option 34 a - My view is the risk of any compromising of water quality 

would most likely happen during the construction phase, and if 

a development is within a flood risk or flood hotspot, the pollution risk is 

greatly increased un-necessarily and is not monitored closely 

enough. I propose that construction should NOT be permitted in any 

blue, yellow, red or hotspot flood risk zone to reduce the chances of 

construction pollutants being drawn into the watercourses.  

Option 34 d - Agree  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

2457 

Mr 

Dean 
Water Quality A, B, D 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 
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Clarke the Preferred Options.    

2733 

Craig 

Muncaster 
Water Quality 

Risk of contaminating water supply where development occurs within 

existing flood risk areas or flood hotspots. Suggest that neither 

development nor construction should be permitted in any flood risk 

zone (blue, yellow, red or hotspot) to reduce the risk of construction 

pollutants being drawn into the watercourses. As there are sufficient 

other sites outside of the flood risk zones / flood hotspots, there is no 

reason to place development in these areas at all. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

1244 Daniel Water Quality The construction usage as well as ongoing water output compromises Comments are noted and will be 
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Harding water quality. 

Given the flood potential of MBF the risk of reduced water quality is 

high and therefore construction of any kind should not be permitted. 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Solutions are sought prior to 

construction commencement to 

reduce any ill effect to water 

quality. 

Middle Battenhall Farm will be 

assessed against the same criteria 

as all sites that have been entered 

as part of the South 

Worcestershire Councils SHELAA 

'call for sites'. 

1492 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Water Quality a b c and d 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1686 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Water Quality Blank Response Blank Response 

682 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Water Quality B 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1069 

Neil 

Hickling 
Water Quality 

I would be happy to support options a, b, c and d but that development 

should not be permitted in any flood risk zone. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 
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Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

890 

Dr 

Rachel 

Matthews 

Water Quality 

The quality of our natural environment should be prioritised, including 

that of the water. Our natural waterways offer huge potential for the 

attractiveness and viability of the area in terms of tourism and the 

quality of life for people who live her. Open water and wild swimming 

are popular and free forms of exercise. Facilitating these practices by 

first and foremost supporting water quality would accord with policies 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    
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which prioritise health and well being and so could form part of an 

integrated strategy in this area.  

  

944 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Water Quality Blank entry Blank entry 

1982 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Water Quality 

I think the SWDPR should:  

a. & d. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1267 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Water Quality Again, all of these options should be adopted and utilised. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1518 

Miss 

H 

Skate 

Water Quality 

I certainly agree with 'a' and 'b', certainly having seen the damage 

developers have made to our brooks. 

More information and consultation would be needed for 'c' and 'd' 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1536 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Water Quality 
Introduce requirements for the inclusion of grey water recycling and 

rainwater harvesting methods into new development? 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1613 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Water Quality A. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

1975 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Water Quality option d 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3579 Mr Water Quality Unfortunately the INDUSTRIAL part of development will cause the most Comments are noted and will be 
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David 

Harrison 

unacceptable levels of pollution and it seems that the Industry is left out 

of the Policy. 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options - this is 

something that may be 

incorporated into policy update 

should there be sufficient 

evidence supporting the notion. 

1593 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Water Quality 

The risk of compromising water quality includes the output from the 

new development and the construction process.   Where development 

occurs within existing flood risk areas or flood hotspots, this 

construction pollution risk is greatly increased un-necessarily and is not 

monitored closely enough.  Neither development nor construction 

should be permitted in any flood risk zone (blue, yellow, red or hotspot) 

to reduce the chances of construction pollutants being drawn into the 

watercourses.  As there are sufficient other sites outside of the flood risk 

zones / flood hotspots, there is no reason to place development in these 

areas at all. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 
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be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

1698 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Water Quality 

The risk of compromising water quality includes the output from the 

new development and the construction process.  As there are sufficient 

other sites outside of the flood risk zones / flood hotspots, there is no 

reason to place development in these areas at all. 

Where development does occur within existing flood risk areas or flood 

hotspots, this construction pollution risk is greatly increased un-

necessarily and is not monitored closely enough.  Neither development 

nor construction should be permitted in any flood risk zone (blue, 

yellow, red or hotspot) to reduce the chances of construction pollutants 

being drawn into the watercourses.  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 
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Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

1721 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Water Quality 

The risk of compromising water quality arises not only from any new 

development itself but also from its construction.This risk is enhanced 

where development occurs within any flood rosk zone or flood hotspot. 

To reduce the rsk of pollutants entering watercourses in such 

circumstances, all development in flood zones or flood hotspots should 

be prohibited. 

  

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options. 

Development is generally sought 

in areas that offer no flood risk. 

The SWC are in the process of 

establishing a development 

strategy for the area; early 

indications from the SHELAA 

suggest that there is sufficient 

land outside of the high flood risk 

zones to accommodate the areas 

housing requirements. 

National guidance stresses all 

plans should apply a sequential, 

risk based approach to the 

location of development – this 

takes into account the current and 

future impacts of climate change 

and the cumulative impacts of 

development on flooding. This will 

be set out in the revised version of 

the South Worcestershire 

Development Plan within the 

Resource Management policies.   

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 1025



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

2502 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Water Quality Support "c" 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2109 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 
Water Quality 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to Options 

30-37 but do nevertheless reserve the right to comment further on this 

in so far as it may affect our client’s land interests. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

2335 

Jan 

Russell 
Water Quality D 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3012 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Water Quality 
I welcome the idea of a requirement on reuse of grey water in new 

housing, as at c). 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3463 

Johnson 

Brothers 
Water Quality 

Whilst it is acknowledged that the SWDPR is seeking to ensure that 

development does not adversely affect the water cycle in terms of 

supply and quality, it is considered that as development proposals will 

be assessed against the Water Environment (Water Framework 

Objective) (England and Wales) Regulations 2003, through consultation 

with The Environment Agency and other statutory drainage bodies. 

Therefore, including such provisions within a policy is considered to be 

unnecessary. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

3788 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Water Quality 

In response to c. - we are aware of the EA requirements to open up 

culverts and this can be problematic. These requirements can cause 

delays to development, can sterilise sites and ultimately result in 

refusals of permission on sites that should be supported for new 

development (whether commercial or residential). Without grant 

funding and mechanisms to assist with this process, it is simply another 

hurdle to development that is a ‘nice to have’, but should not be a ‘have 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 1026



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

to have’. 

It is not clear whether a. should be required on all developments, and if 

so, why this would be a requirement above and beyond normal 

standards. 

Rainwater harvesting methods such as butts are acceptable and widely 

utilised. More complex methods of harvesting are fraught with difficulty 

because of legal matters such as ownership, management and 

maintenance. Moreover, drainage from adopted highway going into a 

greywater recycling system may be resisted by the highways authority. It 

would be helpful to understand what feedback has been given by them. 

4238 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Water Quality 

Whilst it is acknowledged that the SWDPR is seeking to ensure that 

development does not adversely affect the water cycle in terms of 

supply and quality, it is considered that as development proposals will 

be assessed against the Water Environment (Water Framework 

Objective) (England and Wales) Regulations 2003, through consultation 

with The Environment Agency and other statutory drainage bodies. 

Therefore, including such provisions within a policy is therefore 

considered to be unnecessary. 

Comments are noted and will be 

taken into account in determining 

the Preferred Options.    

  

  

745 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

Support option b (provide a policy framework to support the delivery of 

renewable energy projects without making specific site allocations). 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

617 

Worcestershire 

Wildlife Trust 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

We would advocate proposal b) as the best fit with national guidance 

and local circumstances. Part c) may be helpful but would require a 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 
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significant evidence base (including details of any potential for adverse 

impacts on ecological receptors) prior to being taken forward. 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

The identification of broad areas 

for wind energy would require 

further evidence to identify broad 

areas where wind energy may be 

technically feasible and suitable. 

809 

Lower 

Broadheath 

Parish Council 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

We would support b provided an independent expert provides an arms-

length assessment of the suitability of the site. By this method both a & 

b approaches would be satisfied. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

2584 Historic England 
Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

The Plan will need to consider the impact of any of the three approaches 

on the historic environment. In particular, whichever approach is 

pursued, the impact of stand alone renewable energy on the setting of 

heritage assets will need to be considered and may include short, 

medium and long distance views forming part of an assets significance. 

Historic England appear to prefer 

Option B - provide a policy 

framework - which takes account 

of heritage assets. 

Existing SWDP 27C and the South 

Worcestershire Renewable & Low 

Carbon Energy SPD provide a 

framework to assess the suitability 

of renewable and low carbon 

energy proposals which come 

forward, including consideration 

of heritage assets. 
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2552 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

The South Worcestershire Councils should carry out a ‘call for sites’ for 

this type of development and identify broad locations where renewable 

energy proposals may be acceptable subject to meeting specific policy 

criteria. 

Noted. The allocation of specific 

sites for particular renewable and 

low carbon energy technologies 

would require further evidence to 

identify sites where different 

technologies may be available and 

suitable. 

2300 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
i) Proposal b) seems to be the most effective. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

988 

Vale of Evesham 

Civic Society 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
Adopt b and c 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

The identification of broad areas 

for wind energy would require 

further evidence to identify broad 

areas where wind energy may be 

technically feasible and suitable. 

1222 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
Yes to b only. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 
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suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

1862 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

The South Worcestershire Councils should carry out a ‘Call for Sites’ 

exercise for this type of development and identify broad locations 

where renewable energy proposals may be acceptable subject to 

meeting specific policy criteria. It is considered that there is no 

opportunity for this type of development within the parish due to its 

proximity to the Malvern Hills and the AONB. 

Noted. The allocation of specific 

sites for particular renewable and 

low carbon energy technologies 

would require further evidence to 

identify sites where different 

technologies may be available and 

suitable. 

4309 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Planning) 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

SUSTAINABILITY DEPT RESPONSE: 

For standalone renewable energy we agree with all three options. The 

allocation of specific sites would provide a level of certainty for a 

development going forward but the policy framework to allow these 

projects to come forward would continue to provide options for new 

schemes. The current policy landscape provides a framework for 

standalone renewable energy to be proposed, a small number of 

developments have been granted planning permission such as solar 

farms, anaerobic digestion and hydropower. 

Broad areas for wind turbines should be assessed taking into account 

the national policy approach, and local factors such as designated 

landscapes, landscape assessment and ecological impacts amongst 

other matters, to assess if there is the potential for development of this 

form of energy in the county. 

Noted. The allocation of specific 

sites for particular renewable and 

low carbon energy technologies 

would require further evidence to 

identify sites where different 

technologies may be available and 

suitable. 

Support for existing SWDP 27C 

and associated SPD which provide 

a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

The identification of broad areas 

for wind energy would require 

further evidence to identify broad 

areas where wind energy may be 
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technically feasible and suitable. 

1774 

AddisonRees 

Planning 

Consultancy Ltd 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
b and c 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

The identification of broad areas 

for wind energy would require 

further evidence to identify broad 

areas where wind energy may be 

technically feasible and suitable. 

2690 Broadway Trust 
Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

Adopt “b”. Should policies state where such installations are 

unacceptable. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

3987 Madresfield 
Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

We agree that a policy should be included to actively encourage the 

provision of stand-alone renewable energy installations. 

It appears that the respondent 

prefers Option B. 

Support for existing SWDP 27C 

and associated SPD which provide 

a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 
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4385 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

a. Seek to allocate specific sites for specific types of renewable energy 

where appropriate sites come forward - In some places, some settings 

as Windfarms visually intrusive to landscape, Solar in the right place, 

Biomass boilers cause acrid air pollution 

b. Provide a policy framework to support the delivery of renewable 

energy projects without making specific site allocations. Yes policy 

frame work agreed by members might be a good idea 

c. Identify broad areas where wind turbines could be acceptable.- No if 

cost of turbines and grants taken into account these are not energy 

saving 

Noted. The allocation of specific 

sites for particular renewable and 

low carbon energy technologies 

would require further evidence to 

identify sites where different 

technologies may be available and 

suitable. 

Support for existing SWDP 27C 

and associated SPD which provide 

a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

87 Prosser 
Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

The SWDPR should provide a policy framework to support the delivery 

of renewable energy projects without making site specific allocations. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

124 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

The SWDPR should seek to allocate specific sites for specific types of 

renewable energy where appropriate sites come forward. 

Noted. The allocation of specific 

sites for particular renewable and 

low carbon energy technologies 

would require further evidence to 

identify sites where different 

technologies may be available and 

suitable. 

153 Mr Stand Alone YES! Noted. The allocation of specific 
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Chris 

Haynes 

Renewable Energy sites for particular renewable and 

low carbon energy technologies 

would require further evidence to 

identify sites where different 

technologies may be available and 

suitable. 

Support for existing SWDP 27C 

and associated SPD which provide 

a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

The identification of broad areas 

for wind energy would require 

further evidence to identify broad 

areas where wind energy may be 

technically feasible and suitable. 

127 

Mr 

Chris 

Haynes 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
Blank Response Blank Response 

317 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

• Seek to allocate specific sites for specific types of renewable 

energy where appropriate sites come forward. A particular 

opportunity for this is Throckmorton, where the recent 

WCC/WDC study into geothermal energy has identified this as a 

viable site for a geothermal heat network. 

• Provide a policy framework to support the delivery of renewable 

energy projects without making specific site allocations. Not 

Noted. The allocation of specific 

sites for particular renewable and 

low carbon energy technologies 

would require further evidence to 

identify sites where different 

technologies may be available and 
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sure what effect this will have, but sounds positive... 

Identify broad areas where wind turbines could be acceptable. Onshore 

wind is now cost-effective as an investment, and suitable sites can be 

found in South Worcestershire. 

suitable. 

Support for existing SWDP 27C 

and associated SPD which provide 

a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

The identification of broad areas 

for wind energy would require 

further evidence to identify broad 

areas where wind energy may be 

technically feasible and suitable. 

397 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

Option "b". We should not be too restrictive in advance and assess how 

appropriate each proposal will be under strictly controlled 

guidelines/framework. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

834 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

Option 36 a - I would have strong reservations about using any arable 

farm land to generate electricity. I do however wonder if the River 

Severn which runs through Worcestershire could be a potential source 

of renewable energy (ie Diglis weir) 

Option 36 b - I think it would be very difficult to make policies around 

"generalities" as the topography of the land, closeness to urban areas, 

green belt land etc would all have an impact upon whether they may or 

It is unclear which, if any, option 

the respondent prefers. 

Appears to be potential support 

for hydro electricity from the River 

Severn - option A. The allocation 

of specific sites for particular 

renewable and low carbon energy 
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might not be acceptable. 

Option 36 c - Wind turbines should NOT be accepted anywhere under 

the SWDP, as they have a disproportionate negative impact upon the 

landscape for miles around, and I have concern about impact upon 

wildlife.  

technologies would require 

further evidence to identify sites 

where different technologies may 

be available and suitable. 

2459 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
B, C 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

The identification of broad areas 

for wind energy would require 

further evidence to identify broad 

areas where wind energy may be 

technically feasible and suitable. 

1493 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
b 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

1689 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
Blank Response Blank Response 
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683 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
A 

Noted. The allocation of specific 

sites for particular renewable and 

low carbon energy technologies 

would require further evidence to 

identify sites where different 

technologies may be available and 

suitable. 

1125 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

Provide a policy framework to support the delivery of renewable energy 

projects without making specific site allocations. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

946 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
Blank response Blank response 

1984 

Mrs 

Helen Veronica 

Silber 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

I think the SWDPR should: 

b. Provide a policy framework to support the delivery of renewable 

energy projects without making specific site allocations. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

1270 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

Although it would be good to have sites allocated it would be more 

useful to have a framework that could support the delivery of 

renewable projects. It would also be helpful to have broad areas 

identified for wind turbines. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 
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come forward. 

1538 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

Provide a policy framework to support the delivery of renewable energy 

projects without making specific site allocations. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

1614 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
A. 

Noted. The allocation of specific 

sites for particular renewable and 

low carbon energy technologies 

would require further evidence to 

identify sites where different 

technologies may be available and 

suitable. 

1977 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
option b 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

4288 

Mr 

Paul 

Brown 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

Item a. Necessary unless the number of prospective sites is prolific, 

probably with a time limit. The limit to be determined by the trends in 

needs over a natural period, for example until the main demand for 

wind farms has subsided or until demand from intending occupants of 

housing has risen to some critical level, in any case conceivably before 

2041.. 

Respondent appears to favour 

Options A and B. 

The allocation of specific sites for 

particular renewable and low 

carbon energy technologies would 

require further evidence to 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 1037



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

To make a judgement on how appropriate a site is requires preliminary 

investigations. Would the Authority finance this initially then recover 

the costs from the eventual developer? 

Production of framework to support the delivery of renewable energy 

projects, even for those going to designated sites, also beneficial. 

For all new build Planning Applicants require them to indicate whether 

connection to a heat network would be appropriate, and, if so, show 

how it will be achieved. 

identify sites where different 

technologies may be available and 

suitable. 

Support for existing SWDP 27C 

and associated SPD which provide 

a framework to assess the 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

3581 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

This should be a stand alone policy and I believe that SWDP 27 D is fine 

as it is. 

Appears to be support for option 

B - a policy framework to support 

the delivery of renewable energy 

projects without making specific 

site allocations. 

The existing SWDP 27C and 

associated SPD provide a 

framework to assess the suitability 

of any proposals for wind energy 

and solar farms which come 

forward. 

2111 

DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to Options 

30-37 but do nevertheless reserve the right to comment further on this 

in so far as it may affect our client’s land interests. 

No comment 

2482 Valefresco Ltd 
Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 

The SWDPR should provide a policy framework to support the delivery 

of renewable energy projects without making specific site allocations. 

Noted. Support for existing SWDP 

27C and associated SPD which 

provide a framework to assess the 
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As technology improves and government incentives change sites that 

were once unviable for renewable projects become a viable option. 

Therefore it is important that there is flexibility built into any policy to 

allow for these advances and changes. 

In the longer term energy generation is going to play an important part 

in the rural economy and has the potential to make a significant 

contribution to the local job market. 

suitability of renewable and low 

carbon energy proposals which 

come forward. 

3014 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Stand Alone 

Renewable Energy 
A new policy on this would seem the best way forward 

It is not clear what the 

respondents preferred approach 

would be. 

2251 Natural England 
Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We would welcome a policy which offers a robust approach to noise, 

odour and light pollution. We suggest that the protection of soil and 

prevention of soil contamination should also be included. 

Support for taking forward 

individual policies whch will 

include protection of soils and  soil 

contamination. 

2468 

Stoford 

Development 

Ltd 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

The Consultation document seeks views on the matter of air quality. 

Given the early stage of the Plan and limited evidence base, we reserve 

our position to comment further on the proposition for an Air Quality 

Management Area approach to Worcester, and whether one should be 

introduced.  Once available, we would like to consider the information 

that the Council then has available that would support the designation 

of an AQMA. 

  

Noted 

2691 Broadway Trust 
Physical Constraints 

on Development 
Yes. See comments in Option 25. Noted. 

2833 Jessup Ltd 
Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We would urge caution over setting standards in these new policies (if 

chosen as a policy option to pursue) because there are already other 

mechanisms and standards (set through regulatory services and building 

Support for  a single policy 

approach. 
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regulations) that could apply. The SWDPR should not duplicate this 

policy. 

2867 

2 Counties 

Construction 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We would urge caution over setting standards in these new policies (if 

chosen as a policy option to pursue) because there are already other 

mechanisms and standards (set through regulatory services and building 

regulations) that could apply. The SWDPR should not duplicate this 

policy. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach. 

3376 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Whilst it is considered appropriate to continue the existing approach of 

Policy SWDP31 in seeking to address all issues relating to physical 

constraints on development in one policy, it is also recognised that 

SWDP 31 requires updating in light of the recently revised NPPF. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach,  recognizing  revisions 

to the NPPF mean that current 

policy approach needs 

reworking.   

3843 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We would urge caution over setting standards in these new policies (if 

chosen as a policy option to pursue) because there are already other 

mechanisms and standards (set through regulatory services and building 

regulations) that could apply. The SWDPR should not duplicate this 

policy. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach,   

3309 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We consider that a policy could be introduced in respect of these 

matters but that a proportional response should be accepted in respect 

of individual proposals since the degree of impact of these issues will 

vary according to the scale of development. This can be agreed in the 

pre-application process. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, with a 

proportional response depending 

on the scale of development. 

4017 

Richborough 

Estates 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Any new policies should be accompanied by evidence to show they are 

justified and required. 
Noted 

4174 

Richborough 

Estates 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We would urge caution over setting standards in these new policies (if 

chosen as a policy option to pursue) because there are already other 

Support for  a single policy 

approach,   Given the complexity 
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mechanisms and standards (set through regulatory services and building 

regulations) that could apply. The SWDPR should not duplicate this 

policy. 

and range of issues being 

considered in this suite of 

policies,   and the revisions in  the 

2018 NPPF, individual policies will 

provide greater clarity for  the 

development industry, 

communities  and for decision 

makers and assist in decision 

making. Planning policy should 

never duplicate other regulatory 

regimes. 

3410 Inchbald-Day 
Physical Constraints 

on Development 

If the SWDP introduces new policies in relation to amenity – the impact 

of sun and day light acceptable living standards should be included in 

the list (NPPF para 123). 

Noted; support for a new policy 

on amenity. 

3528 

St Modwen 

Developments 

Ltd 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

No particular difficulty has been identified in the current approach of 

covering all constraints in one policy. It is difficult to see how expanding 

this into three policies could be justified from the perspective of seeking 

to streamline the development management process wherever possible. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach. 

3612 

North Oak 

Homes 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We would urge caution over setting standards in these new policies (if 

chosen as a policy option to pursue) because there are already other 

mechanisms and standards (set through regulatory services and building 

regulations) that could apply. The SWDPR should not duplicate this 

policy. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach. 

3988 Madresfield 
Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We consider that a policy could be introduced in respect of these 

matters but that a proportional response should be accepted in respect 

of individual proposals since the degree of impact of these issues will 

vary according to the scale of development. This can be agreed in the 

Noted, support for individual 

policies with a proportional 

approach to the scale of the site. 
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pre-application process. 

3973 ehB Reeves 
Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Any new policies should be accompanied by evidence to show they are 

justified and required. 
Noted. 

4053 

Platform 

Housing Group 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

  

We would urge caution over setting standards in these new policies (if 

chosen as a policy option to pursue) because there are already other 

mechanisms and standards (set through regulatory services and building 

regulations) that could apply. The SWDPR should not duplicate this 

policy. 

  

Support for  a single policy 

approach,   given the complexity 

and range of issues being 

considered in this suite of 

policies,   and the revisions in  the 

2018 NPPF, individual policies will 

provide greater clarity for  the 

development industry, 

communities  and for decision 

makers and assist in decision 

making. Planning policy should 

never duplicate other regulatory 

regimes 

4091 Newland Homes 
Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We would urge caution over setting standards in these new policies (if 

chosen as a policy option to pursue) because there are already other 

mechanisms and standards (set through regulatory services and building 

regulations) that could apply. The SWDPR should not duplicate this 

policy. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach,   Given the complexity 

and range of issues being 

considered in this suite of 

policies,   and the revisions in  the 

2018 NPPF, individual policies will 

provide greater clarity for  the 

development industry, 

communities  and for decision 

makers and assist in decision 

making. Planning policy should 

never duplicate other regulatory 
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regimes. 

4139 Piper Homes 
Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We would urge caution over setting standards in these new policies (if 

chosen as a policy option to pursue) because there are already other 

mechanisms and standards (set through regulatory services and building 

regulations) that could apply. The SWDPR should not duplicate this 

policy. 

  

Support for  a single policy 

approach. 

4290 

Gallagher 

Estates Limited 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Whilst it is considered appropriate to continue the existing approach of 

Policy SWDP31 in seeking to address all issues relating to physical 

constraints on development in one policy, it is also recognised that 

SWDP 31 requires updating in light of the recently revised NPPF. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach,  recognizing  revisions 

to the NPPF mean that current 

policy approach needs 

reworking.  Given the complexity 

and range of issues being 

considered in this suite of 

policies,   and the revisions in  the 

2018 NPPF, individual policies will 

provide greater clarity for  the 

development industry, 

communities  and for decision 

makers and assist in decision 

making. 

4386 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

a. Yes absolutely 

b. No 

Supports taking forward individual 

policies, noted. 

4455 Bloor Homes Physical Constraints Bloor support Option 37b, given the existing approach currently works Support for  a single policy 
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(Western) 

Limited 

on Development and aims to address issues relating to physical considerations under on 

development plan policy. 

approach.   

4504 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

No strong view. If additional measures (such as a citywide AQMA) are 

introduced for Worcester, they should apply also to those suburbs 

beyond the city boundary.  

Noted 

88 Prosser 
Physical Constraints 

on Development 

The SWDPR should retain the existing approach of covering all issues 

relating to physical constraints on development in one policy. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach,  to stream line the DM 

process. 

125 

Mr 

Matthew 

Blackbourn 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

The SWDPR should introduce three new policies on Amenity (noise, 

odour and light pollution), Contaminated land and land instability, and 

Air Quality Management. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

  

198 

Mrs 

Janet 

Blackbourn 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

The SWDPR should introduce three new policies: Amenity (noise, odour 

and light pollution), Contaminated land and land instability, and Air 

Quality Management. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

  

318 

Mr 

Robin 

Walker 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

I support the proposal to introduce three new policies on; Amenity 

(noise, odour and light pollution), Contaminated land and land 

instability, and Air Quality Management. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

  

398 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option "a"; the SWDPR should introduce three new policies on Amenity 

(noise, odour and light pollution), Contaminated land and land 

instability, and Air Quality Management. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted. 

499 
Professor 

Hazel 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

(a); 
Supports taking 
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Kemshall The SWDPR should introduce three new policies on Amenity (noise, 

odour and light pollution), Contaminated land and land instability, and 

Air Quality Management. 

forward  individual policies, noted 

  

  

2460 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

A; introduce three new policies on amenity, contaminated land and land 

instability and air quality management. 

Noted; supports taking forward 

individual policies. 

2734 
Craig 

Muncaster 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option 37a should be implemented. I consider that a light pollution 

policy should reinforce the requirements of the NPPF – particularly in 

relation to NPPF 180: 

180. Planning policies and decisions should also ensure that new 

development is appropriate for its location taking into account the likely 

effects (including cumulative effects) of pollution on health, living 

conditions and the natural environment, as well as the potential 

sensitivity of the site or the wider area to impacts that could arise from 

the development. In doing so, they should: 

a) mitigate and reduce to a minimum, potential adverse impacts 

resulting from noise from new development – and avoid noise giving 

rise to significant adverse impacts on health and the quality of life; 

b) identify and protect tranquil areas which have remained relatively 

undisturbed by noise and are prized for their recreational and amenity 

value for this reason; and 

c) limit the impact of light pollution from artificial light on local amenity, 

Supports taking forward individual 

policies, noted. 
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intrinsically dark landscapes and nature conservation. 

At present insufficient protection is given to intrinsically dark areas and 

particularly those that remain relatively undisturbed by noise, are prized 

for amenity value and are intrinsically dark landscapes – such as Middle 

Battenhall Farm. 

1245 
Daniel 

Harding 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option 37a should be accepted. I believe a light pollution policy should 

better reinforce the requirements of the NPPF. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted. 

1380 
Mark 

Smith 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option 37a should be implemented. A light pollution policy should 

better reinforce the requirements of the NPPF. Insufficient protection is 

given to intrinsically dark areas particularly those relatively undisturbed 

by noise such as Middle Battenhall Farm. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted. 

1494 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

a; 

  

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

  

1691 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 
Blank Response Blank 

684 

Mrs 

Faye 

Dearden 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

A; the SWDPR should introduce three new policies on Amenity (noise, 

odour and light pollution), Contaminated land and land instability, and 

Air Quality Management. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

837 

Mr 

Ian 

Tindell 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option 37a - Agree that new STRICTER polices should be implemented 

around light, noise and odour pollution which should reinforce the 

requirements of the NPPF & particularly NPPF 180: Planning policies and 

decisions should also ensure that new development is appropriate for 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 
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its location taking into account the likely effects (including cumulative 

effects) of pollution on health, living conditions and the natural 

environment, as well as the potential sensitivity of the site or the wider 

area to impacts that could arise from the development.  In doing so they 

should:  

a) mitigate and reduce to a minimum, potential adverse impacts 

resulting from noise from new development – and avoid noise giving 

rise to significant adverse impacts on health and the quality of life;  

b) identify and protect tranquil areas which have remained relatively 

undisturbed by noise and are prized for their recreational and amenity 

value (Such as Middle Battenhall Farm) for this reason; and  

c) limit the impact of light pollution from artificial light on local amenity, 

intrinsically dark landscapes and nature conservation. 

At present I believe there is insufficient protection given to intrinsically 

dark areas and particularly those that remain relatively undisturbed by 

noise, and which are prized for amenity value such as Middle Battenhall 

Farm  

859 

Mrs 

Maria 

Dixon 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option 37a is the better option as having different policies allows for 

clear recognition of the impact of noise, light pollution etc. and the 

effect on our health and well being if these issues are not taken into 

account.  Areas need to be identified that must be protected from light 

pollution, noise and odour, so they remain a healthy, safe, recreational 

area that adds to the quality of our living, for example an area that 

meets this would be Middle Battenhall Farm. 

Supports taking forward individual 

policies, noted. 
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2947 

Cllr 

Steve 

Mackay 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

(a) appears to be the most sensible approach. Of the objections received 

so many relate to noise, light and air pollution, (an example being the 

development of the Southern Link Road and its immediate 

environment). Mitigation of these matters should be the norm and at 

reasonable levels, not stretching each to its very limits of acceptability. 

Supports taking forward individual 

policies, noted 

1070 
Neil 

Hickling 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option 37a I would support.  The protection given to green spaces which 

are prized for their amenity value tend to be dark and quiet areas (eg 

Middle Battenhall Farm) and should be protected to the very utmost 

degree. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

  

1038 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

The SWDPR should introduce three new policies on; Amenity (noise, 

odour and light pollution), Contaminated land and land instability, and 

Air Quality Management 

Supports taking forward individual 

policies, noted. 

1126 

Mr 

Duncan 

Cameron 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Introduce three new policies on; Amenity (noise, odour and light 

pollution), Contaminated land and land instability, and Air Quality 

Management 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

947 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 
Blank entry Blank 

1119 

Mrs 

Katharine 

Harris 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Introduce three new policies on; Amenity (noise, odour and light 

pollution), Contaminated land and land instability, and Air Quality 

Management. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted. 

1269 

Mrs 

Julie 

Tucker 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 
The introduction of 3 new policies might ensure better control. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

1442 Mrs Physical Constraints The SWDPR should introduce three new policies on; Amenity (noise, Supports taking 
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Gillian 

Crisp 

on Development odour and light pollution), Contaminated land and land instability, and 

Air Quality Management 

forward  individual policies, noted 

1539 

Mr 

Alan 

Freer 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Introduce three new policies on; Amenity (noise, odour and light 

pollution), Contaminated land and land instability, and Air Quality 

Management 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

  

1978 

Mr 

George 

Glaze 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

option a: the SWDPR should introduce three new policies on Amenity 

(noise, odour and light pollution), Contaminated land and land 

instability, and Air Quality Management 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted. 

3582 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

I believe that Policy SWDP 31 is fine as it is. And the existing approach is 

fine. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach. Given the complexity 

and range of issues being 

considered in this suite of 

policies,   and the revisions in  the 

2018 NPPF, individual policies will 

provide greater clarity for  the 

development industry, 

communities  and for decision 

makers and assist in decision 

making. 

1664 

Mr 

Simon 

Rushall 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option 37a should be implemented.  Although the statement states that 

the SWDP complies with NPPF in these areas, we consider that a light 

pollution policy should better reinforce the requirements of the NPPF – 

particularly in relation to NPPF 180: 

 Planning policies and decisions should also ensure that new 

development is appropriate for its location taking into account the likely 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 
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effects (including cumulative effects) of pollution on health, living 

conditions and the natural environment, as well as the potential 

sensitivity of the site or the wider area to impacts that could arise from 

the development. In doing so they should: 

180. a) mitigate and reduce to a minimum, potential adverse 

impacts resulting from noise from new development – and 

avoid noise giving rise to significant adverse impacts on health 

and the quality of life;  

181. b) identify and protect tranquil areas which have 

remained relatively undisturbed by noise and are prized for 

their recreational and amenity value for this reason; and  

182. c) limit the impact of light pollution from artificial light 

on local amenity, intrinsically dark landscapes and nature 

conservation. At present insufficient protection is given to 

intrinsically dark areas and particularly those that remain 

relatively undisturbed by noise, are prized for amenity value and 

are intrinsically dark landscapes – such as Middle Battenhall 

Farm. 

1594 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option 37a is supported.  Although the statement states that the SWDP 

complies with NPPF in these areas, a light pollution policy should better 

reinforce the requirements of the NPPF – particularly in relation to NPPF 

180: 

At present insufficient protection is given to intrinsically dark areas and 

particularly those that remain relatively undisturbed by noise, are prized 

for amenity value and are intrinsically dark landscapes – such as Middle 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 
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Battenhall Farm. 

  

1699 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option 37a is supported.  Although the statement states that the SWDP 

complies with NPPF in these areas, a light pollution policy would better 

reinforce the requirements of the NPPF – particularly in relation to NPPF 

180.  At present insufficient protection is given to intrinsically dark areas 

and particularly those that remain relatively undisturbed by noise, are 

prized for amenity value and are intrinsically dark landscapes – such as 

Middle Battenhall Farm. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

  

1722 

Mr 

Alan 

Tidy 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Option 37a should be implemented. Although the statement indicates 

that the SWDP complies with NPPF in these areas, in relation to light 

pollution, a separate policy on amenity would better reinforce the 

requirements of the NPPF particularly NPPF 180. At present insufficient 

protection is afforded to intrinsically dark areas and specifically those 

that remain relatively undisturbed by noise, are prized for amenity value 

and are important for nature conservation. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted 

  

2112 
DC Rowbury and 

Daughters 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We do not have any specific comments to make in relation to Options 

30-37 but do nevertheless reserve the right to comment further on this 

in so far as it may affect our client’s land interests. 

Noted 

3015 

Mr 

John 

Raine 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

I favour a) here. 

The SWDPR should introduce three new policies on Amenity (noise, 

odour and light pollution), Contaminated land and land instability, and 

Air Quality Management. 

Supports taking 

forward  individual policies, noted. 

3465 
Johnson 

Brothers 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Whilst it is considered appropriate to continue the existing approach of 

Policy SWDP31 in seeking to address all issues relating to physical 

Support for  a single policy 

approach,  recognizing  revisions 
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constraints on development in one policy, it is also recognised that 

SWDP 31 requires updating in light of the recently revised NPPF. 

to the NPPF mean that current 

policy approach needs 

reworking.    

3790 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

We would urge caution over setting standards in these new policies (if 

chosen as a policy option to pursue) because there are already other 

mechanisms and standards (set through regulatory services and building 

regulations) that could apply. The SWDPR should not duplicate this 

policy. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach,   Given the complexity 

and range of issues being 

considered in this suite of 

policies,   and the revisions in  the 

2018 NPPF, individual policies will 

provide greater clarity for  the 

development industry, 

communities  and for decision 

makers and assist in decision 

making. Planning policy should 

never duplicate other regulatory 

regimes. 

4240 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Physical Constraints 

on Development 

Whilst it is considered appropriate to continue the existing approach of 

Policy SWDP31 in seeking to address all issues relating to physical 

constraints on development in one policy, it is also recognised that 

SWDP 31 requires updating in light of the recently revised NPPF. 

Support for  a single policy 

approach,  recognizing  revisions 

to the NPPF mean that current 

policy approach needs 

reworking.  Given the complexity 

and range of issues being 

considered in this suite of 

policies,   and the revisions in  the 

2018 NPPF, individual policies will 

provide greater clarity for  the 

development industry, 

communities  and for decision 

makers and assist in decision 
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making. 
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589 

West Midlands 

HARP Planning 

Consortium 

Site Viability 

In order to provide a robust policy basis for any future 

contributions or on-site provision requests the Council should 

review its current evidence base to ensure it is up to date. 

When considering the use of contributions, the Councils 

should fully understand the impacts this will have on the 

delivery of key infrastructure; some obligations already in use 

through the Development Plan are problematic for our 

members as land take and delivery requirements squeeze 

what can be achieved on individual sites, to the detriment of 

delivering affordable housing. This Review should be used to 

understand where those requirements restrict delivery and 

may be better adapted to facilitate overall housing provision, 

with rigorous viability appraisal to ensure that the various 

standards and obligations do not render developments less 

viable. 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

a viability assessment will be published to show 

that the development proposed to be allocated 

by the plan review can be viably delivered. 

3093 

Childswickham 

Parish Council 
Site Viability 

Sufficient infrastructure needs to be provided to match the 

increase in housing development, to date this has been 

achieved in SWDP7. 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 

replacement Local Plan. 

2554 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Site Viability 

On windfall sites if the applicant is arguing that the 

development will not come forward due to policy 

requirements. 

Noted. 

2302 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 
Site Viability 

Essential infrastructure to support planned development 

should be available before the first occupation of the 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 
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Council development. an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 

replacement Local Plan. 

2392 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Site Viability 

We do not think we are qualified to answer this. However it 

has been our concern with the existing SWDP that there has 

not been sufficient infrastructure provided to match the 

increase in housing development, resulting in a considerable 

loss of convenience and amenity to existing householders. In 

other words we do not believe that the objectives in SWDP7 

have been achieved. 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 

replacement Local Plan. 

2917 

Schroders UK 

Property Fund 
Site Viability 

Agree the assessment of site viability at the Local Plan 

allocations stage would assist. However, this shouldn’t 

prevent viability assessments being submitted with planning 

applications since there may be circumstances which would 

not become more evident until design proposals are brought 

forward. 

The drafting of S106 agreement could include the 

opportunity to review S106 contributions should become 

evident that there is a viability problems. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

2632 

Pershore Town 

Council 
Site Viability 

Towns in Worcestershire have now been developed to their 

maximum and new housing should now be concentrated in 

villages that want it and on new towns 

New towns should be considered at Parkway, Throckmorton 

and the Littletons but only if the infrastructure is in place 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 

replacement Local Plan. 
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before any development takes place. 

Sustainability is vital and must be considered across the plan 

area including villages 

Schools, health provision and roads must be assessed and 

upgraded if necessary before additional housing is built. 

747 

Tibberton Parish 

Council 
Site Viability 

We are concerned that the question of viability can be used 

by developers to avoid their planning obligations thus leading 

to the inadequate provision of infrastructure.  We believe 

that developers should make an adequate financial 

contribution to supporting both the physical requirements 

arising from their development (roads, sewerage etc.) and 

the service needs of the future occupiers (schools, health 

services etc.). 

Noted. 

1225 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Site Viability Those listed at para 15.4. Noted. 

1821 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Site Viability 

On windfall sites if the applicant is arguing that the 

development will not come forward due to policy 

requirements. 

The viability of access to a site and infrastructure, local 

flooding/water table levels, impact on immediate area and 

surroundings should be for the area as a whole and not site-

specific. 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 

replacement Local Plan. 

1313 

Barwood 

Development 
Site Viability 

We do not think it is necessary to set out in a policy the 

specific circumstances where a viability assessment might be 

Noted, but this would be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 
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Securities Ltd required as long as there is the ability for applicants to 

demonstrate whether particular circumstances justify the 

need for a viability assessment at the application stage (as set 

out in the NPPG, at Para 006 Ref. ID: 10-006-20180724) 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

1366 

Custom Land 

Limited 
Site Viability 

Viability can affect all sites.  Any policy should not be 

perspective.  Further, there is a material difference between 

a viability report for evidence in a Local Plan and a fully 

costed viability appraisal for a planning application.  Revisiting 

viability at an application stage should not be discounted. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

4479 

Evesham Town 

Council 
Site Viability 

Site viability should include an assessment of the anticipated 

impact of the development on existing infrastructure. This 

should be a robust assessment which includes both a “best 

case” and “worst case” scenario. 

Infrastructure must be at the heart of any new large 

development. The impact of any new large development 

should be assessed not only on a standalone basis, but taking 

into account the cumulative impact of multiple developments 

in close proximity. Where a new development is proposed in 

an area where another development has already been 

approved but is not yet complete, the infrastructure 

assessment of the subsequent development should be based 

on the “worst case” assessment of that previously approved. 

Alternatively, it may be appropriate, in some cases, to defer 

consideration of a new major development until a previous 

development is complete and fully occupied, so that the 

actual impact on local infrastructure is known rather than 

merely estimated. 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 

replacement Local Plan. 
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4204 

Home Builders 

Federation Ltd 
Site Viability 

The circumstances requiring viability assessment at the 

decision-making stage should accord with the 2018 NPPF 

(para 57) and the revised NPPG. 

Noted. 

1921 

West Country 

Developments Ltd 
Site Viability 

In particular on previously developed land where known 

problems of contamination/unstable land exist. 
Noted. 

1959 FCC Environment Site Viability 

FCC consider that there is no need for such a policy. 

Paragraph 57 of the NPPF states that "It is up to the applicant 

to demonstrate whether particular circumstances justify the 

need for a viability assessment at the application stage".  

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

2162 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Site Viability 

The viability of site allocations should be assessed in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

At the application stage applicants should be able to submit 

viability assessments for any developments with abnormal 

costs. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

2191 IM Land Site Viability 

We consider that the circumstances where a viability 

assessment would be required/ provided at the planning 

application stage should accord with Paragraph 57 of the 

revised NPPF and the revised Planning Practice Guidance. Any 

policy should also be suitably flexible to allow for any 

unforeseen circumstances that may arise. 

Noted and agree any policy must be in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

2219 IM Land Site Viability 

We consider that the circumstances where a viability 

assessment would be required/ provided at the planning 

application stage should accord with Paragraph 57 of the 

revised NPPF and the revised Planning Practice Guidance. Any 

policy should also be suitably flexible to allow for any 

unforeseen circumstances that may arise. 

Noted. 
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2410 

Wallace Land 

Investments 
Site Viability 

The circumstances requiring viability assessment at the 

decision-making stage should accord with the 2018 NPPF 

(para 57) and the revised NPPG. 

Noted and agree any policy must be in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

2412 

Wallace Land 

Investments 
Site Viability 

The circumstances requiring viability assessment at the 

decision-making stage should accord with the 2018 NPPF 

(para 57) and the revised NPPG. 

Duplicate response 

2798 Taylor Wimpey Site Viability 

The circumstances for requiring a viability assessment at the 

decision-making stage should accord with the 2018 NPPF 

(para 57) and the revised NPPG. 

Noted and agree any policy must be in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

2834 Jessup Ltd Site Viability 

The viability of site allocations should be assessed in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

At the application stage applicants should be able to submit 

viability assessments for any developments with abnormal 

costs. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

2868 

2 Counties 

Construction 
Site Viability 

The viability of site allocations should be assessed in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

At the application stage applicants should be able to submit 

viability assessments for any developments with abnormal 

costs. 

Noted and agree any policy must be in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG, however a 

policy that allows a viability assessment for all 

applications in any circumstances may be 

contrary to the government's intentions to 

reduce the number of applications where a 

viability assessment is required. 

2950 Cala Homes Ltd Site Viability 

Developers should be able to submit viability assessments in 

circumstances where it is not possible to achieve an 

acceptable development having regard to the characteristics 

of the site, the Community Infrastructure Levy and the 

requirements of other planning policies, including affordable 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where planning policy is ignored to 

ensure development is viable. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 1059



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

housing policies. Only sites that are viable will be developed. 

The viability assessment can be considered as part of the 

planning balance. 

3349 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Site Viability 

It is considered that a policy within the SWDPR which sets out 

the circumstances in which a viability assessment is required 

at the decision-making stage would not be consistent with 

national policy and would therefore be unsound in this 

respect. 

Noted. 

3844 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Site Viability 

The viability of site allocations should be assessed in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

At the application stage applicants should be able to submit 

viability assessments for any developments with abnormal 

costs. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

3250 

Gleeson Strategic 

Land Limited 
Site Viability 

We consider that where circumstances have genuinely 

changed since the site had been allocated – for example 

there has been a policy shift, an additional infrastructure 

obligation or requirement or a fundamental change in the 

market which would render the site unviable, there should be 

scope to re-negotiate the viability assessment. 

Noted. 

3326 

Worcestershire 

Health and Care 

NHS Trust 

Site Viability 

We agree that assessment of site viability at the Local Plan 

allocations stage would be of assistance. However, this 

should not prevent individual viability assessments being 

submitted at the planning application stage since there may 

well be unforeseen circumstances relating to a wide variety 

of factors including infrastructure, ground conditions, Section 

106 contributions which will not become evident until 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 
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detailed design proposals are brought forward. 

The drafting of Section 106 Agreement could include the 

opportunity to review Section 106 contributions should it 

become evident that there is a viability problem. 

4018 

Richborough 

Estates 
Site Viability 

Any new policies should be accompanied by evidence to 

show they are justified and required. 

Noted and agree any policy must be in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

4175 

Richborough 

Estates 
Site Viability 

The viability of site allocations should be assessed in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

At the application stage applicants should be able to submit 

viability assessments for any developments with abnormal 

costs. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

3483 

Hallam Land 

Management Ltd 
Site Viability 

The NPPF confirms that the role for viability assessment is 

primarily at the plan making stage. Should the Authorities 

decide to include a policy requiring viability assessment to be 

provided at the decision-taking stage, it should be borne in 

mind that national guidance supports a proportionate 

assessment of viability. There are a number of circumstances 

where the production of viability assessments might be 

supported – which might include where sites are not 

supported by a development plan and/or neighbourhood 

plan allocation, the site preparation/ remediation process are 

known to be complex, or the development cannot support 

policy compliant levels of contributions, such as affordable 

housing. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

3529 St Modwen Site Viability Whilst recognising the approach in the NPPF this key area is Noted, but this may be contrary to the 
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Developments Ltd one where the further commentary in the PPG needs to be 

carefully taken into account. Viability assessment at the plan 

making stage must be absolutely open and transparent in the 

approach and assumptions it makes.  At the decision making 

stage, a viability assessment from the applicant should be 

allowed where it can be demonstrated that there has been a 

material change in one or more of the assumptions made 

that has an effect on the deliverability of the site if left 

uncorrected. 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

3613 North Oak Homes Site Viability 

The viability of site allocations should be assessed in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

At the application stage applicants should be able to submit 

viability assessments for any developments with abnormal 

costs. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

3632 Miller Homes Ltd Site Viability 

The circumstances requiring viability assessment at the 

decision-making stage should accord with the NPPF (at para 

57) and the revised Planning Practice Guidance. 

RPS supports an approach that ensures that changing 

circumstances regarding viability can be taken into account at 

the point at which a planning application is submitted. This 

would ensure the policy is responsive and sufficiently flexible 

in circumstances where legitimate issue or factors become 

apparent and which, if not taken into account, may delay or 

prevent appropriate development from coming forward. 

Noted and agree any policy must be in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG, however a 

policy that allows a viability assessment for all 

applications in any circumstances may be 

contrary to the government's intentions to 

reduce the number of applications where a 

viability assessment is required. 

3693 Bovis Homes Site Viability 
Bovis Homes considers that Viability Assessments should be 

required where development proposals are unable to provide 
Noted. 
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policy compliant planning obligations that meet the relevant 

tests. 

3902 

Warwickshire 

College 
Site Viability 

Agree that assessment of site viability at the Local Plan 

allocations stage would be of assistance, however this should 

not prevent individual viability assessments being submitted 

at planning application stages since there may well be 

unforeseen circumstances. The drafting of Section 106 

Agreement could include the opportunity to review Section 

106 contributions should it become evident that there is a 

viability problem. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

3998 Madresfield Site Viability 

We agree that assessment of site viability at the Local Plan 

allocations stage would be of assistance. However, this 

should not prevent individual viability assessments being 

submitted at the planning application stage since there may 

well be unforeseen circumstances relating to a wide variety 

of factors including infrastructure, ground conditions and 

Section 106 contributions which will not become evident until 

design proposals are brought forward. 

The drafting of a Section 106 Agreement should include the 

opportunity to review Section 106 contributions should it 

become evident that there is a viability problem. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

3974 ehB Reeves Site Viability 
Any new policies should be accompanied by evidence to 

show they are justified and required. 

Noted and agree any policy must be in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

4054 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Site Viability 

The viability of site allocations should be assessed in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 
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At the application stage applicants should be able to submit 

viability assessments for any developments with abnormal 

costs. 

required. 

4092 Newland Homes Site Viability 

The viability of site allocations should be assessed in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

At the application stage applicants should be able to submit 

viability assessments for any developments with abnormal 

costs. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

4140 Piper Homes Site Viability 

The viability of site allocations should be assessed in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

At the application stage applicants should be able to submit 

viability assessments for any developments with abnormal 

costs. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

4291 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 
Site Viability 

It is considered that a policy within the SWDPR which sets out 

the circumstances in which a viability assessment is required 

at the decision-making stage would not be consistent with 

national policy and would therefore be unsound in this 

respect. 

Noted. 

4387 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Site Viability Is it not too late at this stage – why not earlier 
Noted and viability is tested at the earlier 

planning making stage. 

4465 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 
Site Viability 

Where there is disagreement between an applicant and the 

local planning authority over the planning obligations 

required before an application can be approved then a 

Noted. 
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viability assessment should be required. 

4505 

Campaign to 

Protect Rural 

England 

Site Viability 

Includes response for Q14: 

The rules on this have recently been changed. It remains to 

be seen how the new regime will bed in.  A major issue is of 

developers paying high prices for land, which are only viable 

if the developers do not provide the amount of affordable 

homes required by the Plan and skimp on other mitigation 

measures.   One solution to this will be to increase the supply 

of developable land, but this requires a measured approach, 

not flinging wide the floodgates.  If too much land is made 

available, developers will cherry-pick Greenfield sites, 

ignoring the sequentially preferable (but often more difficult) 

brownfield ones.  

Noted but over allocating sites is unlikely to be 

the most sustainable option. 

289 

Mr 

David 

Burns 

Site Viability 

I respectfully suggest that provision within the plans be made 

for a new large Hospital just south of Evesham near the A46. 

This will help resource the nearly doubling in size of the 

Evesham town area and the consequential increase in 

residents to be expected within the Evesham and surrounding 

areas.  

This will also line up with any future plans to add a motorway 

or any major increases to the traffic handling capability of the 

A46 and place a major hospital near a busy road network and 

the expected accidents thus requiring A and E services.  

This idea will be similar to the Worcester Hospital which is 

located near the M5. 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 

replacement Local Plan. 

348 

Mr 

Jeremy 
Site Viability 

Key issues are drainage, power and telephony. We should not 

be building on new sites that are not linked to fibre 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 
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Owenson broadband, as this is now an essential for live. an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 

replacement Local Plan. 

399 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Site Viability 

• sustainability - clean energy generation, water re-use, 

etc. 

• community facilities 

• infrastructure needs 

• sufficient essential mains services - water, electricity, 

gas, broadband 

public transport access 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 

replacement Local Plan. 

2461 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Site Viability All developments of more than five houses. 

Noted, but this would be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

1495 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Site Viability 
All sites should have a viability assessment at the decision 

making stage. 

Noted, but this would be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

1692 

Ms 

Sarah 

Rouse 

Site Viability Blank response Blank response 

1039 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Site Viability 
The SWDPR should require viability assessments under all 

circumstances. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 
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948 

Mr 

Martin 

Pollard 

Site Viability Blank response Blank response 

1759 

Mr 

Victor 

Vaughan 

Site Viability 

The site viability should be required for all proposals for all 

development which offers affordable housing and any other 

development involving more than four units 

Noted, but this would be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

1443 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Site Viability 
The SWDPR should require viability assessments under all 

circumstances. 

Noted, but this would be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

3591 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Site Viability 

The SWDP Review should list all the infrastructure that will be 

required from each site allocation to avoid the need for 

viability assessments at the planning application stage of 

development. 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 

replacement Local Plan. 

1997 

Mr 

David 

Meredith 

Site Viability 

The policy on viability assessments should include a 

requirement to consider any damage to important views.  A 

good example would be those views across Middle Battenhall 

Farm, from the top of Redhill Lane towards Crookbarrow Hill, 

the Malvern Hills and the scheduled ancient monument. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

1696 

Mrs 

Gina 

Meredith 

Site Viability 

Site access viability (such as access gradients and distances to 

public transport hubs) cannot be left to planning conditions 

or building regulations applications.  All Planning applications, 

at the initial application stage, must demonstrate that access 

to a proposed site is viable and (as a minimum) is compliant 

Noted, at the preferred options stage of the 

South Worcestershire Development Plan Review 

an infrastructure delivery plan will published 

listing all the essential infrastructure required to 

deliver the development allocated in the 
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with current regulations and statutory requirements replacement Local Plan. 

2504 

Mr 

Andrew 

Medcalf 

Site Viability 

Where a Site promoted by a Landowner for more than 25% 

Affordable Housing no VA should be required – This answers 

Q’s 14 and 15. 

Noted. 

2043 

Mrs 

Margaret 

Davis 

Site Viability 

The sites identified in Ripple Parish are generally infill in 

existing communities. There is already an undeveloped lager 

site in the parish (Marina) so it is questionable whether these 

are needed. 

Noted. 

2226 

Barratt 

Developments Ltd 

et al 

Site Viability 

The circumstances requiring viability assessment at the 

decision-making stage should accord with the NPPF (at para 

57) and the revised Planning Practice Guidance. 

RPS supports an approach that ensures that changing 

circumstances regarding viability can be taken into account at 

the point at which a planning application is submitted. This 

would ensure the policy is responsive and sufficiently flexible 

in circumstances where legitimate issue or factors become 

apparent and which, if not taken into account, may delay or 

prevent appropriate development from coming forward. 

Noted, any adopted policy will be in accordance 

with the NPPF but current government policy is 

to reduce the number of applications that require 

a viability assessment and not to allow 

developers to use viability to undermine planning 

policy objectives. 

2337 

Jan 

Russell 
Site Viability 

The extent to which the proposed development meets the 

provision of affordable housing required in the relevant 

policy. 

Noted. 

3466 Johnson Brothers Site Viability 

It is considered that a policy within the SWDPR which sets out 

the circumstances in which a viability assessment is required 

at the decision-making stage would not be consistent with 

national policy and would therefore be unsound in this 

respect. 

Noted. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 1068



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

3791 

Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Site Viability 

The viability of site allocations should be assessed in 

accordance with the NPPF and NPPG. 

At the application stage applicants should be able to submit 

viability assessments for any developments with abnormal 

costs. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

4241 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Site Viability 

It is considered that a policy within the SWDPR which sets out 

the circumstances in which a viability assessment is required 

at the decision-making stage would not be consistent with 

national policy and would therefore be unsound in this 

respect. 

Noted, but this may be contrary to the 

government's intentions to reduce the number of 

applications where a viability assessment is 

required. 

2557 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Interventions 

The submission of an Infrastructure Delivery Statement by 

developers in collaboration with infrastructure providers 

which states what type, level and scale of infrastructure is to 

be provided and when. Planning decisions include a condition 

referring to the implementation of the IDS. 

Agree an Infrastructure Delivery Statement could 

be a tool to help secure the infrastructure 

required to support individual site allocations. 

2305 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Council 

Interventions 

i) General comments: The community needs to be involved in 

the planning for new infrastructure and should be clear on 

what infrastructure is to be provided, and when. For financial 

reasons developers will always want the provision of 

infrastructure to be end-loaded. However, in many cases 

infrastructure should be provided at an early stage. Para 

15…….4 of the SWDPR has a bullet point: The timing of 

infrastructure delivery in association with new development. 

Transportation is a further issue. People moving to new 

housing do so in the knowledge of the public transport 

provision/ cycleways/ footways available. Often people will 

Noted, but the options allowed for in planning 

legislation are the only ones planning decisions 

can require developers to comply with. 
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not then change their mode of transport even if public 

transport is later provided. Alternatively affordable housing in 

some locations will not be attractive to those for whom it is 

intended because transport infrastructure and schools are 

not available when the dwellings are available for rent/ buy. 

These and other issues require up-front, pump-priming 

funding, for which the current systems will have to change. 

2395 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Interventions 

This question too requires specialist knowledge. However we 

should point out that those communities who commented at 

an early stage of the SWDP that the traffic congestion would 

be made much worse have in general been proved right, in 

spite of what the traffic specialists said. 

Noted, traffic congestion can be increased by a 

wide range of factors however and many of these 

are not the direct result of planning decisions. 

2636 

Pershore Town 

Council 
Interventions 

Towns in Worcestershire have now been developed to their 

maximum and new housing should now be concentrated in 

villages that want it and on new towns. 

New towns should be considered at Parkway, Throckmorton 

and the Littletons but only if the infrastructure is in place 

before any development takes place. 

Sustainability is vital and must be considered across the plan 

area including villages. 

Schools, health provision and roads must be assessed and 

upgraded if necessary before additional housing is built. 

Noted, but the options allowed for in planning 

legislation are the only ones planning decisions 

can require developers to comply with. 

1231 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Interventions 

Timing is critical to ensure sufficient infrastructure is 

constructed/provided before residential homes are built. E.g. 

schools, roads, cycle paths, doctors, dentists, other 

Noted, these interventions however may not be 

justified or supported by national planning policy 

and legislation. 
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community facilities must be constructed by developers 

initially before houses are built - this will stop developers 

wiggling out of providing infrastructure. Also add break 

clauses and penalty payments for failures/overruns. 

1823 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Interventions 

The submission of an Infrastructure Delivery Statement (IDS) 

by developers in collaboration with infrastructure providers 

which states what type, level and scale of infrastructure is to 

be provided and when. Planning decisions should include a 

condition referring to the implementation of the IDS. This is a 

requirement of policy MI1; Development and Infrastructure 

within the Submission Version Malvern Neighbourhood Plan. 

Agree an Infrastructure Delivery Statement could 

be a tool to help secure the infrastructure 

required to support individual site allocations. 

1316 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Interventions 

No additional interventions or tools are considered to be 

required. 

If the viability assessment of the plan has been carried out in 

a realistic manner, the tools of S106 agreements and CIL 

should provide adequate mechanisms to ensure that enough 

infrastructure is provided by new development as the spatial 

strategy of the development plan is delivered. 

The development management process is also considered to 

be the appropriate means by which the infrastructure 

requirements and triggers for delivery can be determined. 

Section 106 and the requisite CIL 122 and 123 tests will also 

ensure that any infrastructure needed to mitigate and deliver 

a development is secured. 

Noted 

3380 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Interventions 

The NPPG at paragraph 002 is very clear that the role for 

viability assessment is at the plan making stage and that it 

Disagree, the ability of development to fund 

essential infrastructure and the need for essential 
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should be used to ensure that policies are realistic and that 

the cumulative cost of all relevant policies will not undermine 

the deliverability of the plan. 

It therefore follows that if the viability assessment of the plan 

has been carried out in a realistic manner, the tools of S106 

agreements and CIL should provide adequate mechanisms to 

ensure that enough infrastructure is provided by new 

development as the spatial strategy of the development plan 

is delivered. 

infrastructure may be significantly different and 

the Community Infrastructure Levy can only be 

levied where there is a funding gap. 

4294 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 
Interventions 

The NPPG at paragraph 002 is very clear that the role for 

viability assessment is at the plan making stage and that it 

should be used to ensure that policies are realistic and that 

the cumulative cost of all relevant policies will not undermine 

the deliverability of the plan. 

It therefore follows that if the viability assessment of the plan 

has been carried out in a realistic manner, the tools of S106 

agreements and CIL should provide adequate mechanisms to 

ensure that enough infrastructure is provided by new 

development as the spatial strategy of the development plan 

is delivered. 

Disagree, the ability of development to fund 

essential infrastructure and the need for essential 

infrastructure may be significantly different and 

the Community Infrastructure Levy can only be 

levied where there is a funding gap. 

4470 

Bloor Homes 

(Western) Limited 
Interventions 

The tools that are available are the Community Infrastructure 

Levy and S106 Agreements which are currently available and 

should be continued with. 

Noted, the available planning tools however are 

unlikely to provide all the essential infrastructure 

and the Community Infrastructure Levy can only 

be used if there is evidence of a infrastructure 

funding gap. 

1498 Mrs Interventions Any sites should be near employment and transport links. Noted, but the plan must allocate enough land to 
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Ann 

Boulter 

meet the objectively assessed needs of South 

Worcestershire and the plan can only allocate 

land that landowners are prepared to make 

available for development. These requirements 

may mean that in some places 'near' is a relative 

necessity. 

1042 

Dr 

Graeme 

Crisp 

Interventions 
All development should be supported by up to date traffic 

surveys and network analysis. 

Noted and agree up to date evidence is required 

to justify the infrastructure needed to support 

new development. 

1445 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Interventions 
All development should be supported by up to date traffic 

surveys and network analysis. 

Noted and agree up to date evidence is required 

to justify the infrastructure needed to support 

new development. 

1616 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Interventions 

Common sense! Narrow Country lanes for instance, are not 

capable of accommodating today's high speed, 2 way traffic. 

This is even more important when mixed traffic is considered 

(which it does not seem to be currently). Every vehicle or 

animal should be taken into account, Pedestrians, Horses, 

Cyclists along with motorised vehicles. It can be a fatal mix. 

Noted 

2259 

Kenneth Gordon 

Kingston 
Interventions 

CIL as a mechanism is not sufficiently flexible to reflect the 

infrastructure requirements generated by development. 

There needs to be a more flexible mechanism to identify and 

fund local priorities. 

Policies must be strengthened to ensure that necessary 

infrastructure – particularly roads – is provided in a forward 

looking and timely manner, e.g. by specific reference to 

enforcement action. 

Agree, but the options allowed for in planning 

legislation are the only ones planning decisions 

can require developers to comply with. 
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3475 Johnson Brothers Interventions 

The NPPG at paragraph 002 is very clear that the role for 

viability assessment is at the plan making stage and that it 

should be used to ensure that policies are realistic and that 

the cumulative cost of all relevant policies will not undermine 

the deliverability of the plan. 

 It therefore follows that if the viability assessment of the 

plan has been carried out in a realistic manner, the tools of 

S106 agreements and CIL should provide adequate 

mechanisms to ensure that enough infrastructure is provided 

by new development as the spatial strategy of the 

development plan is delivered. 

Disagree, the ability of development to fund 

essential infrastructure and the need for essential 

infrastructure may be significantly different and 

the Community Infrastructure Levy can only be 

levied where there is a funding gap. 

4244 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Interventions 

The NPPG at paragraph 002 is very clear that the role for 

viability assessment is at the plan making stage and that it 

should be used to ensure that policies are realistic and that 

the cumulative cost of all relevant policies will not undermine 

the deliverability of the plan. 

It therefore follows that if the viability assessment of the plan 

has been carried out in a realistic manner, the tools of S106 

agreements and CIL should provide adequate mechanisms to 

ensure that enough infrastructure is provided by new 

development as the spatial strategy of the development plan 

is delivered. 

Noted, the ability however of development to 

fund essential infrastructure and the need for 

essential infrastructure may be significantly 

different and the Community Infrastructure Levy 

can only be levied where there is a funding gap. 

2558 

North Claines 

Parish Council 

Review 

Mechanisms 
No comment at this stage. Noted. 

2306 

Leigh and 

Bransford Parish 

Review 

Mechanisms 

i) General comments: The community needs to be involved in 

the planning for new infrastructure and should be clear on 

Noted, any local planning policy however can 

only be included if it is in accordance with the 
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Council what infrastructure is to be provided, and when. For financial 

reasons developers will always want the provision of 

infrastructure to be end-loaded. However, in many cases 

infrastructure should be provided at an early stage. Para 

15…….4 of the SWDPR has a bullet point: The timing of 

infrastructure delivery in association with new development. 

Transportation is a further issue. People moving to new 

housing do so in the knowledge of the public transport 

provision/ cycleways/ footways available. Often people will 

not then change their mode of transport even if public 

transport is later provided. Alternatively affordable housing in 

some locations will not be attractive to those for whom it is 

intended because transport infrastructure and schools are 

not available when the dwellings are available for rent/ buy. 

These and other issues require up-front, pump-priming 

funding, for which the current systems will have to change. 

national planning system as it exists today. 

2396 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 

Review 

Mechanisms 

While we see that a case can be made for a review 

mechanism it should only be allowed if developer 

contributions could be increased as well as decreased 

according to change in circumstances. This might well not be 

acceptable to developers who would be required to open 

their books on all schemes where such a mechanism was 

imposed. 

Noted, allowing developers to review planning 

obligations at stages of the development process 

may not be the best way to ensure developers 

make proportionate contributions to the costs of 

providing essential infrastructure however. 

2637 

Pershore Town 

Council 

Review 

Mechanisms 

Towns in Worcestershire have now been developed to their 

maximum and new housing should now be concentrated in 

villages that want it and on new towns 

New towns should be considered at Parkway, Throckmorton 

Noted. 
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and the Littletons but only if the infrastructure is in place 

before any development takes place. 

Sustainability is vital and must be considered across the plan 

area including villages 

Schools, health provision and roads must be assessed and 

upgraded if necessary before additional housing is built. 

1233 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 

Review 

Mechanisms 

A sequence of ongoing reviews need to be initiated prior to 

contract award, aligned with key stages/critical decision 

points. Also stage/milestone payments need to be adopted as 

best practice, with break clauses and penalty payments for 

failures/overruns/poor/failing performance. 

Noted, allowing developers to review planning 

obligations at stages of the development process 

may not be the best way to ensure developers 

make proportionate contributions to the costs of 

providing essential infrastructure however. 

1824 

Malvern Town 

Council 

Review 

Mechanisms 

To amend development if changes are made that affect costs, 

etc.  In theory this is probably something that should be 

included but should not allow developers to change plans 

dramatically and bypass the planning system.  The Local 

Planning Authority must enforce the conditions stated on 

planning permissions. 

Agree. 

1317 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Review 

Mechanisms 

It is considered that when and how a review mechanism may 

be included within a planning obligation should be 

determined according to the type and scale of development 

proposed, the projected timescale for the construction phase 

of the development and any triggers within the S106 

agreement. This should therefore be considered on a case-by-

case basis. 

Disagree, any review of developer contributions 

can only be considered where there is clear 

evidence in a change of financial circumstances 

that could not reasonably have been anticipated. 

Reviews cannot be linked to stages of 

development if there is to be any certainty that 

the essential infrastructure required to support 

development will be delivered. 
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1368 

Custom Land 

Limited 

Review 

Mechanisms 

Any review mechanism in a Planning Obligation would need 

to be for schemes of 500 dwelling or more.  
Noted. 

3381 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 

Review 

Mechanisms 

In accordance with the NPPG and on a case-by-case basis, 

rather than utilising a blanket approach set within a 

development plan policy. 

Noted. 

3253 

Gleeson Strategic 

Land Limited 

Review 

Mechanisms 

If Review Mechanisms appear within Development Plan 

policies it is only reasonable that these should work in both 

directions – to give some flexibility to the developer where 

viability is marginal. 

Agree, this question is about the use of review 

mechanisms in planning obligations however, not 

about the review of the plan. 

3532 

St Modwen 

Developments Ltd 

Review 

Mechanisms 

The inclusion of a review mechanism should be determined 

on a case by case basis. 
Noted. 

3699 Bovis Homes 
Review 

Mechanisms 

It should only be possible to review developer contributions 

on phased schemes or permissions with five or more years 

for implementation. 

Planning obligations that include a review mechanism should 

include a cap on the level of contributions that might be 

required. Any review should allow contributions to be 

increased or decreased. 

Any review should only be allowed at reserved matters, 

reviews should not be allowed after consent. 

Noted. 

4295 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 

Review 

Mechanisms 

In accordance with the NPPG and on a case-by-case basis, 

rather than utilising a blanket approach set within a 

development plan policy. 

Noted. 

4471 Bloor Homes Review We recognise that during the life of any development there is Noted. 
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(Western) Limited Mechanisms the potential for sites to stall due to changes in costs and /or 

values but this situation is rare and usually occurs at the 

onset of a recession or a severe economic downturn. Whilst 

these severe changes cannot be accounted for, moderate 

changes to costs and values will be factored into an appraisal 

before the developer purchases a site and generally 

developers are prepared to risk any future changes and Bloor 

Homes consider that the inclusion of a review mechanism in a 

S106 Agreement in unnecessary. 

400 

Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Review 

Mechanisms 

The three target points are: 

1. When the development application is first proposed. 

2. When outline planning is approved. 

3. At the start of construction the actual development 

Noted, allowing developers to review planning 

obligations at stages of the development process 

may not be the best way to ensure developers 

make proportionate contributions to the costs of 

providing essential infrastructure however. 

2462 

Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Review 

Mechanisms 
At completion of sales of 50% 75% and 95% of houses 

Noted, allowing developers to review planning 

obligations at stages of the development process 

may not be the best way to ensure developers 

make proportionate contributions to the costs of 

providing essential infrastructure however. 

1499 

Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Review 

Mechanisms 

There should be a non refundable bond put down by the 

developer on planning application approval which can be 

retained by the local authority in the event of development 

failure or be offset against the CIL when the development has 

been successfully delivered. 

Noted, bonds to ensure planning obligations are 

discharged would not be justified however as a 

planning obligation is a legally binding charge on 

the land which should not require a second 

mechanism to ensure it is discharged in full. 

1043 

Dr 

Graeme 

Review 

Mechanisms 

Developer contributions should be reviewed only when the 

developer concerned has been liquidated. 
Noted. 
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Crisp 

1446 

Mrs 

Gillian 

Crisp 

Review 

Mechanisms 

Developer contributions should be reviewed only when the 

developer concerned has been liquidated. 
Noted. 

1617 

Mr 

Steven 

Sparrow 

Review 

Mechanisms 
Right at outset so there are no surprises for either side. 

Noted, a review at the time of agreeing a 

planning obligation however would not actually 

be a review. 

3592 

Mr 

David 

Harrison 

Review 

Mechanisms 

Question 17 – Review mechanism can easily be incorporated 

in a S106 agreements as per SWDP45/1 

Noted, SWDP45/1 however is not a planning 

obligation. 

3481 Johnson Brothers 
Review 

Mechanisms 

In accordance with the NPPG and on a case-by-case basis, 

rather than utilising a blanket approach set within a 

development plan policy. 

Noted. 

4245 

Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Review 

Mechanisms 

In accordance with the NPPG and on a case-by-case basis, 

rather than utilising a blanket approach set within a 

development plan policy. 

Noted. 

3271 

Canal & River 

Trust 
Funding 

The Trust would be pleased to discuss policies 40, 41 and 42 

to ensure that they remain fit for purpose and take account 

of the latest policies  and research. 

Noted. 

2585 Historic England Funding 

It is recommended that a statement on CIL discretionary 

relief is considered as part of the Plan process, whether it 

ultimately be included as part of the Plan or dealt with 

separately. Setting out a willingness to consider discretionary 

relief can assist developers in committing to invest in complex 

issue sites and can be useful in ensuring heritage assets, 

including Heritage at Risk, can be brought back into use 

Noted, this will be considered when the South 

Worcestershire Community Infrastructure Levy 

Charging Schedules are reviewed. 
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where these form part of a complex issue site. 

2559 

North Claines 

Parish Council 
Funding 

Ensure all residential development can afford to pay the 

Community Infrastructure Levy. 
Noted. 

2397 

Kemerton Parish 

Council 
Funding 

We are not confident that the named sources of funding are 

sufficient. – see our comments about the provision of 

infrastructure so far in the SWDP under Questions 13 and 16 

above. 

We do not know of alternative sources of funding. 

Noted. 

2639 

Pershore Town 

Council 
Funding 

Schools, health provision and roads must be assessed and 

upgraded if necessary before additional housing is built. 

Disagree, the plan must allocate enough land to 

meet the objectively assessed needs of South 

Worcestershire and planning alone is unlikely to 

resolve existing infrastructure shortfalls. Any 

adopted plan will be accompanied by an 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan which will list all the 

essential infrastructure required to support the 

development allocated by the plan. 

1236 

Earls Croome 

Parish Council 
Funding 

My council has insufficient expertise/knowledge to answer 

this question. 
Noted. 

1825 

Malvern Town 

Council 
Funding 

No. 

Ensure all residential development can pay the Community 

Infrastructure Levy. 

Noted. 

1318 

Barwood 

Development 

Securities Ltd 

Funding 

In terms of alternative sources of funding or delivery 

mechanisms it is considered that an amalgamation of public, 

private sector and national funding steams will remain 

Noted. 
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relevant as the SWDPR progresses. 

  

3933 

Bishampton and 

Throckmorton 

Parish Council 

Funding 

New homes and employment will need to be supported by 

new infrastructure for example, schools, roads, public 

transport, health services, and recreation provision. This will 

need to be funded through central and local government 

funding streams and contributions from developers. 

Is the funding adequate and are there any alternative sources 

available? 

CIL as a mechanism is not sufficiently flexible to reflect the 

infrastructure requirements generated by development. There 

needs to be a more flexible mechanism to fund local priorities. 

Policies must be strengthened to ensure that necessary 

infrastructure – particularly roads – is provided in a timely 

manner, e.g. by specific reference to enforcement action. 

Agree, the plan alone however is unlikely to 

resolve existing infrastructure shortfalls. Any 

adopted plan will be accompanied by an 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan which will list all the 

essential infrastructure required to support the 

development allocated by the plan. 

3713 

Ripple Parish 

Council 
Funding 

The high reliance on Housing Developers to finance major 

infrastructure and neighbourhood facilities through CIL and 

S106 payments will potentially slow investments in new 

housing development and inflate house prices. 

With the elimination of revenue support from central 

government to local authorities funding is unlikely to be 

adequate. 

Disagree house prices reflect the ability of 

individuals to secure loans to pay the asking price 

and any infrastructure costs required to support 

development should be reflected in the price 

paid for developable land. 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 1081



ID 
Company / 

Organisation 
Title Officer's Summary Officer's Response 

Reform business rates. 

If legislation permits Local Authorities should consider 

investing in modern small business and light industrial 

warehousing for rent which will ultimately produce a revenue 

stream. 

2164 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Funding 

We consider that additionally, Homes England grant funding 

should be included in this list. 
Noted. 

2836 Jessup Ltd Funding 
We consider that additionally, Homes England grant funding 

should be included in this list. 
Noted. 

2870 

2 Counties 

Construction 
Funding 

We consider that additionally, Homes England grant funding 

should be included in this list. 
Noted. 

3382 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Funding 

It is noted that the South Worcestershire Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (SWIDP) identifies a range of funding streams 

available to support the delivery of the SWDP and these are 

considered to be of an appropriate scale and form. 

In terms of alternative sources of funding or delivery 

mechanisms it is considered that an amalgamation of public, 

private sector and national funding streams will remain 

relevant as the SWDPR progresses. 

Noted. 

3846 

Rooftop Housing 

Association 
Funding 

We consider that additionally, Homes England grant funding 

should be included in this list. 
Noted. 

4180 

Richborough 

Estates 
Funding 

We consider that additionally, Homes England grant funding 

should be included in this list. 
Noted. 
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3616 North Oak Homes Funding 
We consider that additionally, Homes England grant funding 

should be included in this list. 

Noted.  No further comments on the SA at this 

time. 

4056 

Platform Housing 

Group 
Funding 

We consider that additionally, Homes England grant funding 

should be included in this list. 
Noted. 

4095 Newland Homes Funding 
We consider that additionally, Homes England grant funding 

should be included in this list. 
Noted. 

4142 Piper Homes Funding 
We consider that additionally, Homes England grant funding 

should be included in this list. 
Noted. 

4296 

Gallagher Estates 

Limited 
Funding 

It is noted that the South Worcestershire Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (SWIDP) identifies a range of funding streams 

available to support the delivery of the SWDP and these are 

considered to be of an appropriate scale and form. 

In terms of alternative sources of funding or delivery 

mechanisms it is considered that an amalgamation of public, 

private sector and national funding steams will remain 

relevant as the SWDPR progresses. 

Noted. 

4388 

Worcestershire 

County Council 

(Broadway 

Division) 

Funding 

Do you think the right scale and form of funding is available 

to support the delivery of the SWDPR? Definitely not. 

Infrastructure funding always lags development. Impact of 

development in this lag period is very expensive to 

community and upper tier LA 

Which alternative sources of funding or delivery 

mechanisms should be investigated? The profit element on a 

development should be more realistic More contribution to 

footways, cycleways, bus provision is required 

Noted, it is unlikely however that the South 

Worcestershire Development Plan Review will be 

able to influence the profits required by 

developers and others. 
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291 
Linda and John 

Pugh 
Funding 

Infrastructure should be secured before more development is 

allowed. 

Disagree, the plan must allocate enough land to 

meet the objectively assessed needs of South 

Worcestershire and planning alone is unlikely to 

resolve existing infrastructure shortfalls. Any 

adopted plan will be accompanied by an 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan which will list all the 

essential infrastructure required to support the 

development allocated by the plan. 

401 
Mr 

Peter 

Morgan 

Funding 
This cannot be answered properly without an understanding 

of how much funding is needed and its planned spend profile. 

Agree, the plan will be accompanied by an 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan which will list all the 

essential infrastructure required to support the 

development allocated by the plan. 

2463 
Mr 

Dean 

Clarke 

Funding 
No, National government funding should support provision of 

low cost housing and infrastructure 
Noted. 

651 
John 

Pilgrim 
Funding 

The DfE is developing a Forward Loan Fund which could be 

used to help forward fund schools as part of large residential 

developments. We would be happy to meet to discuss this 

opportunity at an appropriate time. 

Noted. 

1500 
Mrs 

Ann 

Boulter 

Funding 

No.  Local or central government should start building Council 

Housing again to avoid the involvement of private landlords 

and, run properly, the revenue can be reinvested. 

Noted. 

3482 Johnson Brothers Funding 

It is noted that the South Worcestershire Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (SWIDP) identifies a range of funding streams 

available to support the delivery of the SWDP and these are 

considered to be of an appropriate scale and form. 

Noted. 
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In terms of alternative sources of funding or delivery 

mechanisms it is considered that an amalgamation of public, 

private sector and national funding streams will remain 

relevant as the SWDPR progresses. 

3793 
Ms 

Nikki 

Harrison 

Funding 
We consider that additionally, Homes England grant funding 

should be included in this list. 
Noted. 

4246 
Mr 

M 

Tredwell 

Funding 

It is noted that the South Worcestershire Infrastructure 

Delivery Plan (SWIDP) identifies a range of funding streams 

available to support the delivery of the SWDP and these are 

considered to be of an appropriate scale and form. 

In terms of alternative sources of funding or delivery 

mechanisms it is considered that an amalgamation of public, 

private sector and national funding steams will remain 

relevant as the SWDPR progresses. 

Noted. 

 

SWDP Review - Issues and Options - Schedule of Responses

October 2019 1085


	Cover.pdf
	Report 1 Final
	Report 2 final
	Report 3 final
	Report 4 final
	Report 5 final
	Report 6 final
	Report 7 Final
	Report 8 final
	Report 9 final



