OBJECTIONS TO

Identified Gypsy & Traveller Site GT09 Land to the north east of the M40

Objector: Mrs Rachel Edwards. 4 St Chads Road, Bishops Tachbrook, Leamington Spa
CV339RB

This site fails to meet the councils Local Plan Requirements & its preferred options because-
The GP Surgeries in Bishops Tachbrook & Whitnash are at capacity and would be unable to
cope with an influx of new patients. It is difficult to get appointments at the surgery in
Bishops Tachbrook now.

The primary school in Bishops Tachbrook is already oversubscribed & the Catholic Primary
in Whitnash, St Josephs’ has even had to turn away Catholics with siblings already at the
school as it has such a high application rate.

Also the educational needs of many of these children will mean that should a place be found at a local

school they will need additional help to catch up, and this should be provided. Is the council going to
supply additional funds to help support these children’s needs? Given that the parents of many of
these children are unable to read & write themselves they are not in a position to help children with
their own learning and this identifies yet another pressure point. As an adult not being able to read &
write seriously narrows down the type of work you would be able to apply for, there are no employers
within in the village of Bishops Tachbrook therefore there is no immediate local economy for them to
join with. Most villagers have to commute to work.

What about secondary schooling also? The surrounding schools are pushed to their limit and with the
pressures from intended Gypsy and Travellers numbers and intended new build housing surely this
will all be too much for all the schools in this area?

There is no Dental care in Bishops Tachbrook.

Will Warwick Hospital be able to cope with increased demand?

There are no pavements between the proposed site and the village and this would be a great
danger especially during peak travel hours and school run times.

There are no bus stops and no safe place for a bus stop to be put in.

Where would the site exit/entrance be? If onto the Banbury Road | feel this would be
dangerous if pulling a trailer or caravan as the traffic is fast flowing along the Banbury Road.

This plot does not have any Provision of Utilities

Given the proximity of 50mph roads next to this site what are the provisions for the safety and
security of both people & animals? For instance a horse on the Banbury Road especially a loose one
could end in fatalities.

It states in your Sites for Gypsies & Travellers page 9 last bullet point on section 7.4 the site should
reflect the extent to which traditional lifestyles ( whereby some travellers live & work from the same
location hereby omitting many travel to work journeys) can contribute to sustainability. Bishops
Tachbrook & Whitnash would not be able to offer any traditional forms of income for travellers or
gypsies. Next to this statement is an image of a draught horse. We are not a horse based community so
farrier’s would not be able to make a living here. Also my understanding is that traditional forms of
employment also include door to door sales and this would be in stark contrast to advice given by
police not to buy from door to door sales people. 1 fail to see how our community can support the
traditional lifestyle of travellers.



The proposed location is not in an area that can be integrated into the landscape without
harming the character of the area which is stipulated as a Site Requirement within the WDC
Consultation Document.

There is a potential visual impact on the approach to historic Warwick. This will damage the
Tourist Industry which accounts for a large proportion of business transactions for both Large
and Small & Medium Enterprises alike.

Therefore a site in this location will put undue pressure on local infrastructure & services.

I picked up the council’s document “Sites for Gypsies & Travellers” Local Plan helping
shape the district.

How is it those 15 sites are all placed south of Warwick & Leamington? The small village of Bishops
Tachbrook has 6 of these within a mile of it, 2 are on its immediate doorstep. Potentially all of these
sites could be approved and the very nature of our community and how the approach to our village
would look would be irrevocably changed & the effect would be devastating to our way of life. This is
not acceptable nor a reasonable request for the council to make.

There is no statement from the Gypsy Council of Great Britain or any other organising body on behalf
of the Gypsy & Traveller community, within your brochure/document, that they wish to join our
community in Warwickshire or anywhere else. Odd that. Perhaps this is because they have no desire
to permanently live here? What evidence does the council have that the gypsy & traveller community
wish to use these sites as a permanently settled site with a fixed maximum number of 15 Pitches? You
also do not state how many people are able to live within a pitch or who is responsible for the site.
Due diligence has not taken place here. | appreciate that you state the Regional Spatial Strategy &
commissioned Salford University to produce a report but you have failed to put any meaningful back
up data into this document . Therefore | have to question the validity of the study as you have not put
it in the information you are handing out. Where is the proof that so many sites are needed? Much
needed data is missing here & the council are remiss in leaving it out.

You also state that the Gypsy & Traveller Accommodation Assessment shows a need for 31 pitches,
25 within the first five years & a further 6-8 transit pitches over the Plan period. Yet the brochure you
have produced is only showing 19 of these. Why are you not identifying where all these sites will
potentially be? Are you planning to use these larger identified areas to put up multiple sites? Please be
clear & honest!

Your brochure has not been laid out in a way that makes for easy & understandable reading. For
instance sites GT05 & GTQ9 in reality face each other on opposite sides of the Banbury Road yet in
your document the numbers on the map are shown as far away from each other as possible and are
shown in map form pages apart from each other & at different scales & angles. This also occurs for
site GT06 which is opposite GT09. You are failing to make your documentation easy to read & this is
inexcusable.

Also the images you are using on your front cover, page 3 & page 4 are clearly stock images of
holiday camping sites. They are not permanent sites and they are certainly not Gypsy & Traveller
sites. Why is the council not using real images from existing successful sites to give an honest &
truthful photographic representation of how these sites will look?



These pictures were taken after some travellers left a field near Bishops Tachbrook recently after only
a short stay. Are the Council going to provide skips/bins/recycling points for this site or will the
council be going around the site on a regular basis to ensure the village is as clean and tidy as it is at
the moment.

Yours Sincerely

Rachel Edwards



