Warwick District Council
Riverside House
Milverton Hill
Leamington Spa

CV32 5HZ

28" July 2013

Dear Sir,

As a resident of Bishops Tachbrook, 1 wish to place on record my strong objections to the proposed
pians within the area near to Bishops Tachbrook. As a councii tax payer 1 hope that my objections wiii
be heard and taken into consideration as there are potentially seven sites within the local area which
seems very un- proportionate. Are the district council trying to force unwanted sites on small local
communities which may be unable to defend the locals wishes?

In accordance with the considerations for site requirements I would comment as follows.
Site 4) Is very remote from major developments.

Site 5) Has access only on to a verv busy road. no pedestrian access and a potential visual impact on
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Site 6) Very remote from main Centres and no means of pedestrian access.

the approach to Historic Warwick. Listed Buildings are also on the site.

Site 10) Close to guide dogs for the blind national breeding centre with potential disruption to valuable
life changing work done by this organisation.

Site 15) Site located on the banks of the Tachbrook which could lead to a potential chance of
contamination, given that the proposed Gypsy Traveller site may be used as a place of work.

In general these plans being looked to be forced upon the residents of Bishops Tachbrook are
unsuitable due to the remoteness of the sites. away from major centres. The access are on major roads
with no means of pedestrian access. The site could place undue pressure on infrastructure and services.
Bishops Tachbrook School is always at capacity and may not be able to provide the infrastructure
required to support the needs.
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Yours Sincerely,




