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OUTLINE REPRESENTATIONS TO REVISED DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY (RDS)


On behalf of Edward Walpole Brown, we herewith submit comments on the document:
1. The split between the housing numbers in the Primary and Secondary Service Villages is inappropriate and premature until the villages and the general suitability of the alternative sites has been considered.  The Planning Authority has only just published a Draft Settlement Hierarchy Report and we contend that the findings of this are flawed in a number of ways.  It is inappropriate to start to base allocations through the Local Plan process naming villages when this has not gone through a full period of consultation and assessment.  In view of the foregoing, we consider that at this stage, or when the revised document is submitted after the Strategic Housing Market Assessment (SHMA) has been concluded, only the total number of houses to be allowed in the Primary and Secondary Service Villages should be indicated and the split per village and the range should be deleted.  The specific allocations can, therefore, be more flexible within the overall Development Plan.  It is clear that there needs to be a balance between focusing development on Primary Service Villages and Secondary Service Villages where there are existing services that need supporting, or where those villages can also provide services which will be of wider benefit to the community in view of constraints and issues which are experienced in terms of things such as education etc.  As identified in reports published by the Planning Authority, significant works are needed to make sure that there are adequate school facilities.  May we particularly draw to your attention Section 4.2 of the May 2012 Preferred Options Draft Infrastructure Plan produced by Warwick District Council.  The apparent lack of adequate Primary places is of concern and it may be possible that land could be offered to accommodate an expansion of the Ferncumbe Church of England Primary School.  Land adjoining could also be provided for much needed car parking and to take vehicles out of the village centre (see later).
2. The Plan should be clearer as to how sites will be pursued through the next stage in the Local Plan process.  It is not clear in the documentation how sites will be selected and fairly evaluated to make sure that there are economic, sustainable and desirable sites.  This is essential in the allocation process.

3. The Table on page 19 of the document and relating to RDS5 refers to Hatton Park.  We contend that this should be Hatton Green which is the village as was confirmed by the Planning Inspectorate in earlier Plan Reviews.  Whilst it is noted that Hatton Park is the larger of the two areas, we maintain that, for the reasons contained in a report which will be sent under separate cover, Hatton Green needs proactive consideration in the review process and there are flaws in our opinion in the Hierarchy Report which was published in June 2013.  Certainly also there is possible merit in considering Hatton Park and Hatton Green as one settlement because there are certain areas that complement each other and as is illustrated in the Report we will send to you, further development at Hatton Green will help to support, expand and produce new services which will be of benefit to the wider community in addition to the combined settlements of Hatton Green and Hatton Park.  As was alluded to by the Planning Inspectorate in their review of the proposals for the last Local Plan, “Hatton Park has reached its natural boundaries set by the parkland of the former Hospitals ... Hatton Park is a “Planning Community” where further opportunities for expansion are unlikely to exist”.  As is illustrated by the various reports, Hatton Green has a number of benefits and as will be illustrated by our Report (to follow), land could be offered for the improvement of other facilities.  We would make the following key summary points in support of a general review of the status of Hatton Green as preferably a Primary Service Location.   Hatton Green and our proposal covers:
3.1. Land for a School extension and adjacent parking.  As is stated in the May 2012 Infrastructure Report, Schools in the area are already at capacity and further facilities are needed and it may be possible to provide an area directly adjoining the School.

3.2. As is illustrated in the reports which were considered by the Warwick District Council Executive on the 19th June 2013 (Agenda item 12), a review of facilities for Hatton Village is required which highlighted three key issues:

3.2.1. Community facilities – development of the play area.

3.2.2. Community facilities – identify a site for a new allotment.

3.2.3. Encourage the promotion of new activities including a new sports facility for the village.
The scheme embraces these objectives and they are commented on below together with other points which should be reviewed as part of the analysis.  

3.3. Church car parking – it is a well known fact that there is inadequate car parking at Hatton Church and again the scheme could accommodate car parking which could be used in conjunction with the School and following the creation of a new access and the extension of burial grounds.  It would relieve to a very large extent, the pressure that there is on Hatton Green village because of people bringing children to the School in the morning and collecting them later in the day.  This would take traffic away from the main village road and it could be possible to offer extension of the burial ground at Haseley Church as well.
3.4. Further car parking – this could be of assistance to Starmer Place where there is inadequate facilities.  This road is very congested and car parking immediately adjoining will be of substantial benefit.  This will bring the car parking to modern day acceptable levels of two vehicles per rural household.
3.5. Allotments – as alluded to above.

3.6. Road infrastructure – there could be the opportunity of improving the junction of the A4177 and Hockley Road.  Additionally, the plans being put forward will negate non-residential traffic on Green Lane providing a different access to the School and easing the existing peril experience at The First Lane and Green Lane/Dark Lane/Hockley Road crossroads.
3.7. Hatton Village Hall – it may be possible to provide land for the Village Hall to expand its car parking facilities which we know will be welcomed.

3.7.1. The possibility of a shop is being considered.  
3.8. In reassessing the village hierarchy and the scoring of the villages, we feel further consideration should be given to:

3.8.1. How the improvements that would flow from a development of the sites proposed in Hatton Green should be reflected.

3.8.2. The site would provide greater accessibility to other community facilities nearby and the buses available.  With the increase of housing and School facilities etc, , we would expect further bus facilities will be necessary and would be made available so increasing the settlement hierarchy in the village assessment process.

3.8.3. The sites are in close proximity to Hatton Railway Station and closer than Hatton Park.

3.8.4. There is other key facilities nearby which should be taken into consideration.  The Village Hierarchy Report does not take account, for example, the proximity to the Falcon Pub which is just to the north of the Village Hall and also the Hatton Arms, footpaths, cycle ways and considerable local employment - all of which are easily accessible of the A4177 and the B4439 (paved and unpaved footpaths).  
3.8.5. Available close by are a significant number of employment opportunities and areas of recreation.

The sites that could be brought forward will bring sustainable and deliverable areas for development and will help to improve community facilities to the benefit of the residents of both Hatton Green and Hatton Park.  

4. As previously stated, until such time as more detailed assessments of the villages has taken place and all the relative merits have been taken into consideration in the scoring system, we maintain that it is at this stage, inappropriate to judge the allocation of the housing growth and of principal concern is the status of Hatton Park by comparison to Hatton Green.  There are inconsistencies in the scoring system and we also question the weighting of certain elements.  Clearer definitions of how the points are awarded are needed to make this a fair comparison, if indeed this process is to be followed for the final evaluation process.  Also it must reflect the need to help sustain services and provide new services in smaller village locations.
In summary we contend Hatton Green should be considered for status as a Primary Service Village for more significant growth.  Other factors need considerable review and we feel that there is merit in a reasonably significant development at this location.  We must submit in the next few days a Planning Appraisal to substantiate this.  We feel there is considerable merit in this contention.

Representations are put forward on the instructions of Mr Walpole Brown, who has stated he is not acting as a representative of the Trustees of Mrs W S Walpole Brown Discretionary Settlement, in anticipation that the Council will take regard of this submission and show active and positive interest.  
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