
Part B - Your Representations
Please note: this section will need to be completed for each representation you make on each separate policy. 

4.	To	which	part	of	the	Local	Plan	or	Sustainability	Appraisal	(SA)	does	this	representation	relate?	

    Local Plan or SA:  
  

 Paragraph Number:  
  

 Policy Number:  
  

  

 Policies Map Number:  
  

 

5. Do you consider the Local Plan is :

5.1 Legally Compliant?     Yes  
 

    No   

5.2 Complies with the Duty to Co-operate?     Yes  
 

    No   

5.3 Sound?       Yes  
 

    No   

6.	 	If	you	answered	no	to	question	5.3,	do	you	consider	the	Local	Plan	and/or	SA	unsound	because	it	is	not:	

(please	tick	that	apply): 

  Positively Prepared:   
 

    

  Justified:     
 

   

  

 Effective:      
 

    

  Consistent with National Policy:   
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8. 	Please	set	out	what	modification(s)	you	consider	necessary	to	make	the	Local	Plan	legally	compliant	or	
sound,	having	regard	to	the	test	you	have	identified	at	7.	above	where	this	relates	to	soundness.	(Please	
note	that	any	non-compliance	with	the	duty	to	co-operate	is	incapable	of	modification	at	examination).	 
You	will	need	to	say	why	this	modification	will	make	the	Local	Plan	legally	compliant	or	sound.	It	will	be	
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be  
as precise as possible.

 

 

 

   Continue on a separate sheet if necessary

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting information 
necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not normally be a 
subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation at publication stage.  
After	this	stage,	further	submissions	will	be	only	at	the	request	of	the	Inspector,	based	on	the	matters	and	issues	
he/she identifies for examination.

7.  Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan is not legally compliant or is unsound or fails to  
comply with the duty co-operate. Please be as precise as possible.  If you wish to support the legal 
compliance or soundness of the Local Plan or its compliance with the duty to cooperate, please also  
use this box to set out your comments. 

 

   

 

   Continue on a separate sheet if necessary
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Land extending from the junction with Queen Street around to the school should be allocated to meet housing need, providing up to 150 dwellings.
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Q7 It has been concluded in respect of other responses made to the Plan that insufficient 
land has been allocated to meet the housing needs of the District.  Additional 
allocations are therefore required to meet the objectively assessed needs of Warwick 
District and some of the needs arising from adjoining authorities.  Failure to do so 
means the Plan cannot be found sound. 

 
The Council rightly has a strategy which requires the release of sites from the Green 
Belt to meet housing needs, sites both adjoining the main urban areas and adjoining 
the larger, more sustainable, villages.  These sites are stated to be required to meet 
the needs of individual settlements and also the needs arising from the Borough as a 
whole.  This is a sound strategy which reflects national planning guidance and which 
has been fully justified through the preparation of the Local Plan.   

 
In accordance with the NPPF the Council should release from the Green Belt those 
sites which are sustainably located and which would have least harm on the 
openness of the Green Belt and the purposes of including land within it.  Thus with 
additional sites required this must be the correct test in finding them. 

 
Cubbington is rightly categorised as a sustainable settlement due to its substantial 
range of local services and facilities and also its opportunities for travel by public 
transport, particularly to Leamington Spa.  It is appropriate that it accommodate 
additional housing to meet local and wider Warwick District housing needs. 

 
The Council has previously considered a small parcel of land at Bungalow Farm (Site 
5 in the Village Housing Options Paper 2013).  The small site was discounted for 
development due to its alleged poor access and elevation.  Additional land around 
Site 5 does not appear to have been considered either in the Village Housing Options 
Report or properly in the SHLAA despite is repeated promotion.  This is a clear failing 
on the part of the District Council.  The site is suitable for development to meet the 
needs of both Cubbington and the wider District. 

 
Sir Thomas White’s Charity and King Henry VIII Endowed Trust together own a large 
swath of land between Cubbington and Lillington and have been promoting it for 
development for some time (see attached drawing 6009-100).  The land was 
considered in the 2012 SHLAA which concluded it was unsuitable for development 
as it would ‘lack cohesion’ with the existing settlements.  At that time a part of the site 
had been unintentionally excluded which would otherwise have shown that all the 
land between Cubbington and Lillington was available.  A revised submission, 
showing the correct boundary, was submitted during the 2012 Preferred Options 
consultation but has not been acknowledged by the District Council, with the 2014 
SHLAA using the same map as the 2012, and with no updated assessment.  
Moreover the Council has failed to acknowledge that it would be appropriate to 
consider allocating just part of the land to meet the housing needs of Cubbington. 

 
We consider it appropriate for a larger site than Site 5 be allocated for development to 
meet some of the housing needs of Cubbington.  It is considered suitable for the 
following reasons: 
 Land adjoining Bungalow Farm is well related to the settlement of Cubbington and 

the services and facilities therein without reliance on the private car; 
 A transport statement has previously been submitted to the Council which shows that 

adequate access can be provided to facilitate a residential development of 100-150 
dwellings, by inserting a roundabout close to the junction with Queen Street.  A copy 
of the report it attached herewith; 



 

 

 The land was identified in the Coventry Joint Green Belt Study (2009) as being the 
only parcel adjoining Cubbington which was ‘least constrained’ in terms of Green Belt 
impact (Figure 9.4, Appendix 9).  The more recent Warwick District Council study 
(November 2013) indicates the site, when considered as a whole, fulfils a 
medium/high Green Belt role, but does not consider the impact of the development of 
part of the site.  Development on part of the land adjoining Cubbington would not 
have a significant impact on the openness of the Green Belt, and arguably less of an 
impact than development elsewhere.  It is also noted that no other area around 
Cubbington is identified as being of lesser Green Belt significance, and indeed two of 
the four parcels are considered to be of higher value; 

 If only part of the land were to be developed there would be no coalescence with 
Lillington.  Proper boundary treatments would form a permanent, defensible 
boundary, and would improve the current situation; 

 The land closest to Bungalows Farm does not score highly in landscape value terms 
and thus could be developed without harm to the wider landscape.  Indeed because 
of its location between Lillington and Cubbington it arguably has less impact on the 
wider landscape than development on the other edges of the village; 

 The land proposed for development does not suffer from flooding; 
 There are no known ecological constraints to development. 

 
Overall the land extending from the junction with Queen Street around to the school 
should be allocated to meet housing need.  The highways assessment shows up to 150 
dwellings could be safely accommodated although a lower number would be more 
feasible from a landscape and coalescence perspective. 

 
Attachments: 
Drawing 6009-100 
Banners Gate Transport Appraisal September 2010 
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