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Dear Sir
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44al
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BY HAND

We enclose our Response form with reference to the Village Housing Options

Consultation for Radford Semele.

Yours faithfully

David and Valerie Leigh-Hunt
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Please use this form if you wish to support or object to the Village F busiig Ogﬁéhi and Set!;lement Boundaries.

PRE GEN D
If you are commenting on multiple sections of the document you Lﬂﬂll"ﬁ@éd‘td‘é‘éi‘nﬂété a separate copy of either
Part B and/or Part C of this form for each representation.

This form may be photocopied or, altematively, extra forms can be obtained from the Council's offices or places where
the plan has been made available (see back page). You can also respond online using the LDF Consultation System,
visit: www.warwickdec.gov.ukinewlocalplan

Part A - Personal Details

1. Personal Details 2. Agent's Details (if applicable)
Title ML ¢ MALs
First Name 911/, \7 Q Vihte 13 L
Last Name & C/(y ¥ -+ v N

Job Title (where relevant)
Address Line 1

Address Line 2

Address Line 3

Address line 4
Postcode

Telephone number

Email address

Would you like to be made aware of future consultations on the new Local Plan? Yes No
About You: Gender K (’ [a}
Ethnic Origin v / fil
Age ,nJrJ s Under 16 16-24 25-34 35- 44
45 - 54 55- 64 65+

Where did you hear about this consultation e.g. radio, newspaper, word of mouth, exhibitions, parish council?



Part B - Commenting on the Village Housing Options

If you are commenting on multiple sections of the document you will need to complete a separate sheet for each
representation

Shbnel . §Of§ [ | e—S ATAUED ADENDM [ RediwSe

Which part of the document are you responding to?

Page ; Chapter _ Paragraph -
Table or Figure ' Village Plan
What is the nature of your representation? : Support Object

Please set out full details of your representation of support or objection. If objecting, please set out what changes
could be made to resolve your objection (Use a separate sheet if necessary).

Cecase see ADedun / ReS Poanae & TTALHED
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Response to WDC’s Local Plan
Village Housing Options

14 Broadley, we endorse the Parish Council’s assessment of the factual position
(detailed in their Response).

2 The Parish Council considered the following factors:-

1) Public opinion

2) Environmental issues — specifically visual

3) Impact on the immediate neighbourhood

4) Traffic implications

5) Road safety

6) Drainage

7) Village history

8) Quality of agricultural land displaced

9) Resident’s concerns that the Gladman project states that their plan includes
approximately 130 new homes. This represents more than a 16% increase in
the number of homes in the village and exceeds by 30 homes (4%) the number
originally shown in WDC’s proposals.

3. Our observations on WDC’s Preferred Option Site Nol

WDC'’s Preferred Option Site Nol;-

The selection of this site has aroused deep concerns, not only from residents
immediately affected but from a significant number of residents who appreciate the
extensive rural views. Many residents have a long association with the church and
churchyard and recognise that the beauty and tranquillity of this location will be lost
for ever. For some people it is akin to the emotion created by Constable’s painting,
The Hay Wain; after two hundred years that site is unchanged and is as beautiful
today. It should be noted that resources have been committed to tree planting to
enhance the visual impact surrounding this site, this will if the site is approved,
disappear from view. The recent church restoration completed in 2013 after the
devastating fire in 2008 included, at great cost, emphasis on restoring the south side to
its previous appearance. . Residents with interests in history and archaeolo gy have
raised the likelihood that the site could well retain remains from the village occupancy
in earlier periods and findings associated with the Civil War. This land has been
intensively cultivated to a high standard with various crops for many years and has
contributed to home market production and therefore jobs, tax receipts and a
reduction in imports.

The proposed new development on this site will inevitably be incongruous in the
setting of listed buildings. Nearby too are thatched cottages and the historical Manor
House with its water tower and The Hall? The ribbon of properties, on the north side
of Offchurch Lane are not a natural fit with the proposed mixed housing development.



Traffic at this central point in the village on the A425 Southam Road is heavy in the
morning and evening peak periods. These traffic flows will increase from Southam
and surrounding villages as Stratford District housing plans are implemented. Access
on to Southam Road from Offchurch Lane, School Lane and to a lesser extent Church
Lane and the White Lion Public House intersect at this location. The additional traffic
generated from Site 1 can only add to the complexity and hazard. Engineering
solutions will no doubt be proffered by WDC but there is doubt that they can be
assured. It must be recognised in advance that these solutions can only be achieved by
the introduction of a traffic island or traffic lights with an integrated pedestrian
crossing to facilitate the increased traffic and changed traffic flows. This will change
the rural nature of Southam Road in the vicinity of the Manor House, White Lion and
Church Lane, with its historic setting, into an urban thoroughfare so destroying the
present appearance at this most attractive point in the village.

Gladman’s plans require an exit road on to Southam Road which will ultimately leave
small parcels of land on either side of the new road. Responsibility for rights of
access, intended future use, fencing and protection from future development needs to
be declared by WDC who as the planning authority must ensure that these can be
enforced.

The Residents Group (formed to oppose the development on Site No 1) has raised
issues which require full investigation by WDC before any decision on Site No 1 is
taken. These include:-

1) WDC’s duty to protect the historic setting of listed buildings. (This provision
apparently secured this site when previously considered in 1994)

2) Serious sewage and drainage deficiencies have affected School Lane and
Church Lane in recent years and surface water running down Church Lane
into the field during storms.

3) The need to give serious consideration to the Pegasus Group proposals for Site
No3

4. Our observations on sites Nos 2, 3 & 4 in Radford Semele in WDC’s Local
Plan.

There is concern that other sites are not part of the current consideration, Site Nol
only being under consideration as the Preferred Option. If the decision were taken not
to proceed with Site Nol then one or more of the other sites should become the focus
for development.

Site No. 4 South West of the village, accessed from School Lane

Site No 4 was discounted by WDC on the grounds of ‘impact on the main village
centre and potential to encourage coalescence of settlements’ The Parish Council
supports WDC in this opinion.:-

1) Protection from merging with Leamington Spa is vital to preserving the future
separate identity of the village. Leamington Spa has already extended eastward to its
brook boundary limit. Protection of valuable agricultural land in this attractive rural
landscape to the south and west with its interesting wild life is important.




3)

4)

5)

5.

essential with an integrated pedestrian crossing. Traffic tail backs resulting
from these lights on Southam Road would add further to the congestion at busy
times. The objections to these changes are as stated for Site Nol

Access to the school in School Lane is already a congestion point, requiring
police intervention. It is the key pick-up and drop-off point for school children.
Congestion would increase in the future with the resulting population growth.
Residents from The Gardens, School Lane Hamilton Road and its subsidiary
roads currently make every effort to avoid using the exit through School Lane
during school arrival and departure times due to congestion

Heavy construction traffic initially and then future increased traffic in School
Lane would be a perpetual hazard for future generations of school children

Site No.3 to the East of the village, off Southam Road

This site was discounted by WDC on the grounds of ‘high landscape impact and
insufficient vehicle access.” Since the publication of the Local Plan, the Pegasus
Group circulated (Jan 7-2014) its plans for this site followed by a public presentation
at Radford School on Jan 15- 2014. Pegasus plans extend over a site more than double
the area shown in the WDC Local Plan. The additional land is available. Pegasus
plans state that consideration is being given to access from Southam Road also visual
impact, ecology, drainage, leisure space and tree planting, all are under consideration.
Pegasus consider that the project is financially viable based on the building of
approximately sixty houses.

1)

2)
3)

4)

5)

6)
7)

8)

9

Site No 3 has many points in its favour. Acknowledging that a road access
to/from Southam Road is necessary (Also applicable to Site 1) it is in a part of
the village where the road can be modified without impact on traffic in other
parts of the village.

The impact on neighbouring properties is reduced to a small number of
residents.

Access to the village shop, post office and Community Hall is nearer than
from Site 1 and equidistant from the school.

The retention of trees bordering Southam Road would quickly integrate the
site as an established part of the village. At the construction stage of the
planning process full consideration must be given to minimising the effect of
‘high visual impact’ It is noted that it is in a location where few people would
notice ‘high visual impact’

The 30mph speed restriction would need to be extended, the roadside footpath
to Lewis Road improved and possibly an additional crossing point

This land has not been cultivated nor is it considered suitable for cultivation.
The objections raised by WDC regarding ‘insufficient vehicle access’ appear
far less compelling than the problems accepted by WDC as soluble for Site 1.
The site has received a high level of support in the survey of residents’
opinions.

Acceptance of this site as the WDC’s Preferred Option would come as a big
relief to many residents and give recognition that the opinions of local people
matter.



6.

Sites Nos. 2 to the East of the village off Southam Road -South West side.

This site was discounted by WDC on the grounds of ‘high landscape impact and
insufficient vehicle access.’

D

2)

4

5)

6)

7)

T

The Parish Council, in its previous submission (July 2012) proposed a
development on each side of Southam Road, including this site, each
supporting forty houses. It would not impact significantly on traffic within the
village and avoided coalescence with Leamington Spa. (The submission also
included twenty houses at Cedar Tree Farm on Fosse Way.)

The Pegasus Plan on Site 3 now makes provision for sixty houses.

Site 2 is high quality agricultural land which will be lost to the agricultural
economy. It supports extensive vistas to the south and west and an ancient
footpath traverses this large field. A significant number of properties back on
to these open vistas and these residents have the same concerns as those in
Offchurch Lane under the Preferred Option Site 1.

The local resident’s preferred outcome, is that the development on Site 3 for
sixty houses is considered adequate as Radford Semele’s contribution to the
Local Plan. This would represent a 7.5% growth in the village housing stock.
If however WDC proceed with the full complement of one hundred houses
then provision could be made for up to forty houses on this site. The location
of the properties should be adjacent to Southam Road, as a ribbon
development, corresponding to those in the Pegasus Plan.

Development on Site 2 creates needs similar to Site 3 and are repeated for
completeness. The 30mph speed restriction would need to be extended, the
roadside footpath to Lewis Road improved and possibly an additional crossing
point. Access to the village shop, post office and Community Hall is nearer
than from Site 1 and equidistant from the school.

Road modifications to accommodate the exits would be needed but could be
linked to the Site 3 development.

Our Conclusion is to support the Parish Council’s suggested Options-

Option 1

1)

2)

The Parish Council requests Warwick District Council to change its
preferred Option from Site Nol to site No 3 which will provide for 60
houses (or dwellings) as proposed in the Pegasus Plan

The Parish Council requests Warwick District Council to accept that a
contribution by Radford Semele of 60 houses representing a 7.5% growth
in housing stock is an appropriate contribution to current Housing Plans.
The reasoning for this request is that Radford Semele already has a
significantly higher proportion of semi-detached and terraced properties
than the district average.



Option 2

1) The Parish Council requests Warwick District Council to change its

2)

preferred Option from Site Nol to Site No 3 which will provide for 60
houses (or dwellings) as proposed in the Pegasus Plan

The Parish Council requests that Warwick District Council allocates the
remaining 40 houses between Site No 2 and Cedar Tree Farm. Houses
built on Site No 2 to be built adjacent to the A425 Southam Road
complimenting the development on Site No 3 as outlined in the Pegasus
Plan.
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Part C - Commenting on the Indicative Settlement Boundaries

If you are commenting on multiple sections of the document, you will need to complete a separate sheet for each
representation

Sheet| \ ?of ‘”(

Which settlement are you responding to?

What is the nature of your representation? Support Object

Please set out full details of your objection or representation of support If objecting, please set out what changes
could be made to resolve your objection (use a separate sheet if necessary).
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